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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY of NEW YORK 4ON.MARGARETA.C

STEVEN GREER
Petitioner
For a judgment pursuant to Article 78 of the CPLR
-against-

THE NEW YORK STATE LIQfJOR AﬁTHOR][TY,
DENNIS ROSEN, in his capacity as Chairman of the New
York State Liquor Authority; and Jeanique Greene, as a
Commissioner of the New York State Liquor Authority;

and Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A
Harbor House

Respondents.

’ )

STATE OF NEW YORK -
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ss:

Petitioner having herein moved this Court upon the annexed

At LA.S Part § 2 of the Supreme
Court of the State of New York, held

d for the County of New York at
Courthouse thereof, $0 Centre
Street, New York, N.Y.,

on thje}&th day Sﬁgﬁ;ﬁf, 2014
Index No.: / 0&877//4
p— / J

ms # oo

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

g ._--__'.1...‘
"..

- P NEWWQBIGK 0
commm@&%@ﬁ?ﬁéc £

CRYG 27 20%h

NEDCOMRAREED .
VERIRCOBY FltkE :

rified Petition

sworn to on Augustz_éom, the exhibits annexed thereto, for a judgment pursuant to

B \

Article 78 of the Civil Practice Law and Rules to review the June 5, 2014 determination

of Respondents State Liquor Authority of the State of New York (the “SLA”), and

Dennis Rosen and Jeanique Greene as duly constituted members of the SLA; to annul,

vacate and set aside the June 5, 2014 determination of the SLA conditionally approving

an on-premises liquor license to Respondent Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a

Pier A Harbor House at the premises located at 22 Battery Place, New York, New York,

as affected by an error of law, arbitrary and capricious, an abuse of discretion and not

e
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supported by substantial evidence; to direct that the June 5, 2014 determination of the
SLA conditionally approving an on-premises liquor license to Pier A Battery Park
Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A Harbor House at the premises located at 22 Battery Place,
New York, New York be revoked; to award to Petitioners their costs, disbursements and
counsel fees pursuant to CPLR 8601; and to grant such other and proper relief that the

Court deems just and proper.

Let the Respondents the SLA, Dennis Rosen, Jeanique Greene and Pier A
Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A Harbor House; show cause at IAS Term, Part g2
299
of the Supreme Court, in and for the County of New York, 80 Centre Street, Room,rNew
¥ _a¥r (2:00HAm

York, New York on the day of September, Q 2014, or as soon thereafter as counsel can

be heard, why an order pursuant to Article 78 of the CPLR should not be made vacating,
setting aside, and annulling the SLA’s June 5, 2014 determination that an on-premises
liquor license for the premises at 22 Battery Place, New York, New York is in the “public

interest” under §64(7)(b) of the Alcoholic Beverage Control Law and directing that the

approval of the license be revoked.

ORDERED that perding a-hearingom thrsproceedingRespendent New Yeork State

Liquor Authority is temporarily restrained from issuing the-aforementioned liquor

license;

ORDERED, that during the pendenCy of this proceeding Respondent New York State
Liquor Authority is enjoiped and restrained from issuing the aforementioned liquor

license;

ORDERED, that pending a hearing on this proceeding Respondent Pier A Battery Park

Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A HarborHouse—s ermporas estrained from commeneir
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S — “—SUFFICIENT CAUSE APPEARING THEEFORE, let service by personal servicefof W‘”\
a copy of the order to show cause and supporting papers on the Respondents, the SLA,

Dennis Rosen, Jeanique Greene and Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A

ot

Harbor House, ersera : If respectt , and by personal ¢ r'e/b \
2k "

service on the Attorney General of the State of New York, on or before the &4day of

September, 2014, be deemed good and sufficient service.
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AtLA.SPart _ of the Supreme
Court of the State of New York, held
COUNTY of NEW YORK the Courthouse thereof, 60 Centre

STEVEN GREER Street, New York, N.Y.,
on the th day September, 2014
Petitioner
Index No.:
For a judgment pursuant to Article 78 of the CPLR / 00 5 7 6/ / 7
-against-
THE NEW YORK STATE LIQUOR AUTHORITY, AFFIDAVIT OF URGENCY
DENNIS ROSEN, in his capacity as Chairman of the New
York State Liquor Authority; and Jeanique Greene, as a
Commissioner of the New York State Liquor Authority; [
and Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A | o ‘““f‘w
Harbor House : e
P NEW YORK ~wy
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
Respondents.
o AB27Tam
| NOT COMPARED ' |
WITH COPY FiLE ;
STATE OF NEW YORK T
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ss:

Steven Greer, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. Petitioner, Steven Greer, who resides within eyesight and earshot of the proposed
premises, seek to vacate, set aside, and annul the approval by the Respondent
New York State Liquor Authority (the “"SLA") of a liquor license to Respondent
Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A Harbor House ("Pier A") for the

premises located at 22 Battery Place, New York, New York.
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2. The SLA conditionally approved the application for this liquor license for "Pier

A" on June 5, 2014. (The SLA's determination is annexed as Exhibit A).

3. The application was initially opposed by the local Manhattan Community Board 1
(CB1) for several years, up until the final vote when the CB1 made 180-degree U-
turn. Opposition had come from the then Chairman of the CB1, Julie Menin, by
the current Treasurer for CB1, John Fratta, and by every local elected official for
the region at the city and state level, and by hundreds of neighborhood residents.
No member of the CB1 or community appeared to testify before the public

hearings at the State Liquor Authority offices to support the proposed premises.

4. The resolution passed by the CB1 for "Pier A" was not for the type of liquor
license actually granted to respondent by the New York State Liquor Authority

(Exhibit B).

5. The New York State Liquor Authority issued the conditional approval for the
license to Respondent's "Pier A" in violation of the Alcoholic Beverage Control

Law (“ABCL”).

6. The Legislature enacted ABCL to alleviate the problems caused by the
oversaturation of neighborhoods by too many drinking establishments. SoHo

Community Council v. NYS Liquor Authority, U3 Misc.2d 632, 661 N.Y.32d 694.

Bars are well known to create problems of noise and violence due to drunkenness.
The respondent (The Poulakakos restaurant group operating Pier A) has caused
such problems at other nearby bars they own and operate on Stone and Pearl

Streets.
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7. The SLA in this matter was subject to a statutory mandate to deny the applicant's
application for a license, unless it made an affirmative finding that the granting of
the license would be in the public interest. Waldman v. NYS Liquor Authority, 281
A.D.2d 286 (2001) 722 N.Y.S.2d 142, Flatiron Community Association v New
York State Liquor Authority, 6 Misc.3d 267, 784 N.Y.S.2d 823 (2004, SoHo
Community Council v NYS Liquor Authority, 173 Misc.2d 632, 661 N.Y.S.2d 694,
The Authority in this case failed to apply the law to protect the petitioners and

their community.

8. Similar arguments to those listed above were successfully used in New York
Court in the case of Ban the Bar Coalition v NYS Liquor Authority, 12 Misc.3d

1192(4).

WHEREOFE, I respectfully request that this motion be granted, and that I have

such other relief as may be just and proper.

Sworn to me on the‘ﬂa_th day %W/ @w/
of August >2014 S

i) Steven Greer, petitioner
A ﬂaé-liﬁ@" .. 5 ) fose
Notary Pyblic /L;O ﬂf&‘ﬁﬁ r / /‘L&‘,’J I5F
MARGARTT A, SCHWARTZ, o %fﬁj MY (o280
W Ale, Ste ol New
Nowl)«ml\l'&‘?:k“u: 152068 ( 2 ‘L) 7 L{ §— } 2519
Qualilivd in New Yaork 2L 3(:u2n(;i’LQ

Commmission LxXpires Aug.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

AtLLA.S Part _ of the Supreme
Court of the State of New York, held

TY of NEW YORK
COUNTY o in and for the County of New York at
STEVEN GREER the Courthouse thereof, 60 Centre
Street, New York, N.Y.,
Petitioner on the _ th day September, 2014
For a judgment pursuant to Article 78 of the CPLR Index No.:
-against- I Y, U 2 7%7
THE NEW YORK STATE LIQUOR AUTHORITY,
DENNIS ROSEN, in his capacity as Chairman of the New VERIFIED PETITION
York State Liquor Authority; and Jeanique Greene, as a PURSUANT to ARTICLE 78
Commissioner of the New York State Liquor Authority; OF THE CPLR
and Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A
Harbor House
Respondents. f “'W?
P NEW YORK "
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
AUG 27 204 :
g
NOTCOMPARED = |
STATE OF NEW YORK WITH COPY FILE
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ss: :
i 4
Venue
1. Venue is set in New York County under CPLR §7804(b) and CPLR in that

New York County is the Couhty in which Respondent, New York State Liquor

Authority ("SLA"), made the determination complained of in this proceeding,

namely, the offices of the Authority at 317 Lenox Avenue, New York, New York

10027.
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The Parties

2. Petitioner Steven Greer lives in a residential building located in Battery
Park City, within eyesight and earshot of the Pier A bar that received the New
York State Liquor Authority's (SLA) approval for a liquor license. The quality of
life of the Petitioner, and thousands of others in the community living near Pier A,

will be directly and adversely affected by the granting of the liquor license herein.

3. Respondent, the SLA, is an executive body created by the New York State
legislature whose functions include, inter alia, the issuance and revocation of

liquor licenses under the Alcoholic Beverage Control Law and the enforcement of

the law.

4. Respondent Dennis Rosen is Chairman of the SLA.

5. Respondent Jeanique Greene is the Commissioner and member of the
SLA.

6. Respondent Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A Harbor

House, is a New York corporation which has applied for a liquor license for the

subject premises, based on information and belief.

Background of the Liquor Authority Proceedings

7. Petitioner, Steven Greer, a resident of Battery Park City who lives within
eyesight and earshot of the proposed premises, seeks to vacate, set aside, and

annul the approval by the SLA of a liquor license to Respondent Pier A Battery
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Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A Harbor House for the promises located at 22

Battery Place, New York, Now York.

8. The SLA conditionally approved the application for this liquor license on

June 5, 2014. (see Exhibit A).

9. The liquor license application was opposed by the local Manhattan
Community Board 1 (CB1) for years as the Pier A was being constructed by the
Bgttery Park City Authority (BPCA) using taxpayer dollars. Only at the last hour
before the CB1 voted on a resolution did they do a 180-degree U-turn and vote to

support the application.

10. No member of the CB1 showed up in person to support the application

during the SLA's 500-foot hearing or subsequent public hearing.

11. Hundreds of neighborhood residents oppose the Pier A liquor license that
will allow the facility to operate as a cabaret nightclub with outdoor music and
large "beer garden". Several residents appeared in person at the SLA's 500-foot
hearing, and then subsequent public hearing in the SLA offices, to oppose the
application. Others sent emails in opposition to SLA Commissioner Rosen

(Exhibit N).

12. No elected official at the state or city level provided any form of written or

verbal support for the Pier A nightclub liquor license, nor did any staff member.

13. Petitioner Greer is the only petitioner because he is not a lawyer and is not
allowed to represent other people in court. However, he represents the views of

the vast majority of the 13,000 residents of Battery Park City.
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14. The SLA issued the conditional approval for the liquor license to Pier A
Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A Harbor House in violation of the

Alcoholic Beverage Control Law("ABCL").

15. The New York State Legislature enacted ABCL to address problems
arising from neighborhoods with an oversaturation of nightclubs and bars. SoHo
Community Council v NYS Liquor Authority, 173 Misc.2d 632, 661 N.Y.S.2d 694.

These problems include noise, traffic congestion, and crime.

16. By statutory mandate, the SLA in the matter was required to deny the Pier
A application unless it made an affirmative finding that the granting of the license
would be in the public interest (Waldman v NYS Liquor Authority, 281 A.D.2d
286, 722 N.Y.8.2d 142; Flatiron Community Association v New York State Liquor
Authority, 6 Misc.3d 267, 784 N.Y.S.2d 823 (2004); SoHo Community Council v
NYS Liquor Authority, 173 Misc.2d 632, 661 N.Y.S.2d 694, Ban the Bar Coalition
v NYS Liquor Authority, 12 Misc.3d 1192(A), 824 N.Y.S8.2d 752, N.Y. Sup.

(2006)).

17. The SLA in the Pier A application failed to apply the law to protect the
Petitioner and other residents of the neighborhood. The SLA herein has
committed the same errors of law and has engaged in the same arbitrary and
capricious actions that caused the SLA to be overturned in similar cases at least
five times in recent years, twice by the Appellate Division in Waldman, supra and
Cleveland Place Neighborhood Association v. NYS Liquor Author, 268 A.D.2d 6,
709 N.Y.8d 12, and three times by the Supreme Court, New York County, in

SoHo Community Council v NYS Liquor Authority, 173 Misc.2d 632, 661

10
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N.Y.8.2d 694. Flatiron Community Association, supra, and in SoHo Alliance,

supra.

-18. Four months have not elapsed since the determination of the SLA on June

5th, 2014.

Background of Pier A

19. The historic "Pier A" in Battery Park City is where the restaurant for
which the liquor license was approved will open later this year. It is a renovation
project with a long and sordid history of failure. Finally, after decades of
mismanagement by the New York City Economic Development Corporation
(NYCEDC), the State's BPCA assumed control of the project in 2007, after
deputy Mayor Doctoroft brokered a deal to rid the city of the headache. A cap of
$30 Million dollars was established for renovation, mostly funded by the NYC
EDC. All told, well more than $35 Million of taxpayer dollars has been spent
to get Pier A to the state that it is now, ready for public use.

20. Prior to the BPCA assuming control of Pier A, the New York State Parks
department gave a $3.2 Million grant to the NYC EDC to build a "Visitor
Center" at Pier A. However, the city wound up squandering those funds. An
agreement was then made that, if the BPCA would build the visitor center instead,
then the city would not have to repay the $3.2 Million.

21. The Poulakakos restaurant team selected by the BPCA to operate Pier A,
and the BPCA helping to construct the interior of Pier A, have made a mockery of

this visitor center and the agreement with the State Parks Department that paid for

11
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it. According to their blueprints attached to the liquor application (Exhibit C),
they intend to merely put some historical pictures on the wall of Pier A and call
that a "visitor center”. We have learned that they will not even allot actual floor
space to this so called "Visitor Center". This will be a clear violation of the
agreement the state made, and therefore is a misappropriation of state funds.

22. Another planned use for Pier A that had been considered by the BPCA
was to make it the permanent location for security screening of passengers
boarding the Statue of liberty ferry boats. This process now takes place inside
tents in Battery Park. Pier A could still be used for something related to the Statue
of Liberty, which would be a more proper use of state taxpayer dollars. It is not
too late to change the plans of Pier A as a private restaurant.

23. The current Chairman and CEO of the BPCA, Dennis Mehiel, is aware of
the Pier A plans and seems to be comfortable with this bait and switch scam. We
have urged the Staté of New York, federal Justice Department, and federal
Homeland Security to all investigate this entire matter (Federal investigations
are indeed underway at the time). Misappropriation of state funds is a serious
matter. Also, Mr. Mehiel's BPCA administration is currently under investigation
by Homeland Security and New York's JCOPE (see Exhibit D).

24, After the BPCA assumed control of Pier A, when it came time for the
BPCA to choose an operator for Pier A, the BPCA did not properly discuss the
plans during the open public board meetings. An RFP process was somehow
awarded to the Poulakakos family to run Pier A as a "restaurant" rather a public

space. The RFP was not properly publicized and RFP regulations were violated.

12
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25. . In addition to Pier A, which is state-ope.rated through the BPCA, other
waterfront properties on the island of Manhattan that are actually owned by the
State of New York have also become loud noise nuisances. The state is generating
cash from these properties by allowing music concerts or late night bars to operate
without proper licenses or permits. In the Hudson River Park Trust, for examples,
Piers 97, 79, and 26 have all been in the news as local communities protested
noise emanating from them (Exhibit E).

26. Because of the precedent set by the state with its oversight of the noisy
examples listed above, there is every reason to believe that the state-owned Pier A
property, with its liquor license allowing it to operate a 4:00-AM-closure cabaret
nightclub, as well as outdoor music for the large beer garden patio, will be
nothing but a cash generating noise nuisance for the state.

27.. The SLA was made aware of all of the facts listed in paragraphs 19-26
when Petitioner Greer submitted his "letter of opposition” for the 500-foot hearing
on April 24, 2014, and also when Greer spoke before the full SLA board at the

public meeting on June 3rd, 2014.

The applicant's Community Board questionnaire is inaccurate

28. On February 27th of 2014, the Poulakakos group submitted false
statements to the Manhattan Community Board 1 (CB1) in the form of a liquor
license "questionnaire” (see Exhibit F). They stated that there were no other

establishments with liquor licenses within 500-feet of Pier, which was false.

13
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29. In the same questionnaire form to CB1, the Poulakakos team wrote the
number "zero" to the answer, "How many residential buildings are there across
the street?". In fact, the Ritz-Carlton condo and hotel is less than 200 feet away, in
clear view. It seems unlikely that this was an innocent mistake.

30. In the same questionnaire form to CB1, it requires a public notice of the
CBI1 meeting. There were no announcements or ads placed. There were no
meetings with apartment building boards, to our knowledge. This is crucial,
because the March 4th CB1 meeting was not attended by many people from the
community. Less than three people, if that many, were there for the Pier A matter.

31. In the same questionnaire form to CB1, they misrepresent the capacity as
1,000 people. In fact, it is 1,175 people in the final SLA application.

32. The SLA was made aware of all of the facts listed in paragraphs 28-31
when Petitioner Greer submitted his "letter of opposition" for the 500-foot heating
on April 24, 2014, and also when Greer spoke before the full SLA board at the

public meeting on June 3rd, 2014.

Opposition from the community

33. Peter Poulakakos, his father Harry Poulakakos, and various employees of
theirs, have made numerous presentations before the CB1 over the last several
years about how they will build and plan to operate Pier A. CB1 members, such
as George Calderaro, Tammy Meltzer, Anthony Notaro, and others, have all
expressed concerns about the Pier A becoming a loud private restaurant rather
than a true public space (video evidence of their opposition can be shown to this

Court).

14
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34. CB1's Treasure John Fratta has gone further, calling the assignment of
Pier A to the Poulakakos family for a private restaurant and bar, rather than
making it an Italian museum, a "slap in the face to the Italian community." (video
of Mr. Fratta stating this can be found on http://youtu.be/oAWINVIRYEs )
(Exhibit G).

35. The former Chairwoman of CB1, Julie Menin, is on record opposing Pier
A becoming a private space. On a video interview with BatteryPark. TV on March
22 of 2011, she stated,

"With the Pier, I think this is a historic site, with a visual
gateway to the Statue of liberty, and I really think that is has to
be a public space. It shouldn't be a space where you have to book
a private event in order to be able to see these views. I would
really like to see a cultural institution or some other public use in
the community..". Ms. Menin is now the head of the city's

Consumer Affairs Department, appointed by Mayor de Blasio.

(The video can be seen on YouTube at this address
http://youtu.be/j0_tCyEr37k),

36. At no point during the numerous presentations over the years to CB1 did
Peter Poulakakos mention that he wanted Pier A to be allowed to serve alcohol
until 4:00 AM. Only on the final CB1 presentation on March 4th, 2014 were the
actual intentions of the Poulakakos family revealed. His presentations before the
CBI1 over the last several years have been nothing but a bait and switch scam.

37. Few people in the community knew of these plans to apply for a nightclub
liquor license to close at 4:00 AM, or even knew of the meeting at all. The
Poulakakos team violated SLA application regulations by not publicizing the
meeting properly. Therefore, few members of the community attended the CB1

meeting.

15
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38. The SLA was made aware of all of the facts listed in paragraphs 33-37
when Petitioner Greer submitted his "letter of opposition" for the 500-foot hearing
on April 24, 2014, and also when Greer spoke before the full SLA board at the

public meeting on June 3rd, 2014.

Community Board seemed to be complicit

39. Some powerful state politicians seemed to have pressured or lobbied the
CBI1 to back off of their opposition to Pier A. The Poulakakos team has hired
numerous lobbyists to help their Pier A efforts.

40. The entire CB1 process leading up to the vote on a resolution possibly
violated the New York Open Meetings laws because numerous private meetings
of the CB1 board took place before the public meeting.

41, In New York Code, Article 7, §103(a) of the Open Meetings Law,

" "Open meetings and executive sessions. Every meeting of a
public body shall be open to the general public, except that
an executive session of such body may be called and business
transacted thereat in accordance with section one hundred five
of this article.".

42. On March 3rd, one day before the crucial CB1 vote, CB1 member
Anthony Notaro was speaking in private with other CB1 members, planning their
strategy to stack the vote in favor of the Pier A applicants. Subpoenas of cell
phone records will prove this, if these allegations are denied under oath. Board

members are not allowed to meet in private on matters relating to upcoming

meetings.
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43, The actual public meetings of the CB1 were nothing but planned Kabuki
Theater: The BPC subcommittee of CB1 heard the presentation by the Poulakakos
team on March 4th, 2014. Then, the full CB1 voted on March 25th to approve the
resolution. The outcome of those meetings was largely influenced by, and
predetermined by, the illegal strategy meetings held in private before the open
meetings.

44, Moreover, CB1 members that had stated publicly many times that they
opposed Pier A plans as a bar and docking station for booze cruises suddenly
made a 180-degree U-turn and became supporters on March 4th. Of note, the
timing of the Pier A resolution vote was only days before the decision by the
Manhattan Borough President to renew CB1 memberships. CB1 members could
very easily have been intimidated to vote for the Pier A SLA application if they
thought that they might not be renewed as CB1 board members when the April
announcement by the Manhattan Borough President was made.

45. Robert Townley, a long-term member of the CB1 who lives in Tribeca,
and who had never previously been on the Battery Park City subcommittee of the
CB1, suddenly appeared as a new member of the Battery Park City CB1
subcommittee just in time to vote in favor of the Pier A resolution on March 4th,
2014. He is now no longer listed on the CB1 website as being a member of the
Battery Park City subcommittee. His brief appearance was clearly a stunt as part
of the Kabuki Theater which violated NY Open Meeting laws, since it was

orchestrated behind the scenes in private meetings.
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46. The SLA was made aware of all of the facts listed in paragraphs 39-45
when Petitioner Greer submitted his "letter of opposition" for the 500-foot hearing
on April 24, 2014, and also when Greer spoke before the full SLA board at the

public meeting on June 3rd, 2014.

The Community Board resolution is invalid

47. Because of the misleading portrayal of the plans for Pier A by the
Poulakakos group, the CB1 resolution that was approved (see Exhibit B) supports
a project that significantly differs from the actual Pier A plans. Therefore, the
CBI1 resolution is invalid and should not be construed as cqmmunity support
for the current license that allows 4:00 AM closing of a cabaret bar, with
outdoor music and a beer garden.

438. The CBI1 resolution incorrectly states that there are no other
establishments with liquor licenses within 500-feet of Pier A. This is because
Peter Poulakakos proudly stated this before the March 4th CB1 meeting,
misleading the board. However, this is factually incorrect. In the SLA application
completed by Poulakakos, they list six facilities within 500-feet (Exhibit H).
They include party boat operators, and three are land-based restaurants, Data on
the SLA website actually lists even more than 6 applications within 500-feet.

49. The CB1 resolution makes no mention of Pier A being .a dance hall with a
cabaret license, yet the Poulakakos team applied for a cabaret license. The
resolution was only for a catering and banquet hall. Therefore, the actual

application, which is for a cabaret license, does not match up with the CB1

18
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50.

51,

52.

resolution, meaning that there really is no resolution to support the
application.

The CB1 resolution states that the applicant does not intend to apply for a
sidewalk cafe license. That is misleading since there are no "sidewalks" around
the Pier A. There is just the Hudson River surrounding the Pier A on three sides.
However, there is a very large, newly constructed, paved "plaza" to the Northeast
of the Pier A building. In the liquor application (Exhibit H), the Poulakakos team
intendeds to request permission to make this a "beer garden" type of area. Never
was there any hint of a "beer garden" or party/catering use of this plaza space
mentioned by the Poulakakos team to the CB1. |

The BPCA is spending more than $5 Million to build this new Pier A
"Plaza". Gwen Dawson of the BPCA has given many exhaustively detailed
presentations of the plaza to CB1, but never was there any hint of its use to be for
anything other than a pathway for the public to reach the parks to the south, and
the Statue of Liberty boat cruises to the south. For the Poulakakos team to quietly
try to slip this provision into the application is another "bait and switch" scam.

The CB1 resolution states that there are no buildings used exclusively for
schools, churches, synagogues, or other places of worship, within 200 feet of Pier
A. That too is very misleading. A mere 500-feet straight up the street called
Battery Place is the coveted PS 276 school. Parents have to get past waitlists to
enter their children in the school. The Jewish Holocaust Museum is less than 300-
feet from Pier A. Also, the residential Ritz-Carlton building is less than 200-feet

away (Exhibit I).

19

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 20 of 130



53. The only stipulation or condition in the resolution passed by the CB1 is
that the Poulakakos team will have to come back to the board in 6-months to be
re-approved (Exhibit B). This is a toothless measure. Once the Genie is out of the
bottle, it will be very hard for the community to revoke this liquor license.

54. The SLA was made aware of all of the facts listed in paragraphs 47-53
when Petitioner Greer submitted his "letter of opposition” for the 500-foot hearing
on April 24,2014, and also when Greer spoke before the full SLA board at the

public meeting on June 3rd, 2014.

The SLA application is replete with inaccuracies

55. Upon inspection of the actual SLA liquor application (see Exhibit H), it
too has concerning inaccuracies. Therefore, this application should have been
deemed unacceptable by the SLA.

56. Again, as with the CB1 resolution, the Poulakakos team states that no
church or school is within 300-feet. As explained above, there is a school and
Jewish Museum less than 500-feet away. We estimate that PS 276 is 528 feet
away.

57. The maximum occupancy of 1,175 people, with five different bar areas as
long as 60-feet, will make Pier A the largest restaurant and nightclub in the city.
To put this in perspective, large nightclubs in Las Vegas, such as Marquee, only
have a 1,000 person capacity.

58. On question 7 of the application, "outdoor areas”, they check "other", the

Poulakakos team describes the "plaza" and "courtyard" as places for serving
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alcohol. That is the $5 Million BPCA-constructed plaza that was never meant to
be a beer garden. This is an outrageous request by this restaurant team. Tricks like
this have eroded trust with the community.

59; On question 7C of the SLA \application, "Is the outdoor area divided by
any public or private passageway that the applicant does not have exclusive
control?", and they checked "No". That is untrue, In fact, the main thoroughfare
for thousands of tourists a day trying to reach the Battery Park Conservancy and
Statue of liberty ferry boats will go right through the plaza that they want to make
a beer garden.

60. In the "Methods of Operation" section of the SLA application, the
Poulakakos team does not check off "cabaret" or "nightclub", yet they clearly
intend to soon apply for those. This is another bait and switch scam. They will
quietly ease into the community with 4:00 AM closing time, then with little public
notice, try to get the extra nightclub and cabaret permissions.

61. The applicants want to have live outdoor music. This is a very quiet
residential community with parks. The noise, lasting until 4:00 AM, will be
intolerable. BPC residents have complained about a variety of noise issues far less
serious than live outdoor music. There are currently no liquor licenses similar to
this approved in all of BPC and Tribeca.

62. The SLA was made aware of all of the facts listed in paragraphs 55-61
when Petitioner Greer submitted his "letter of opposition" for the 500-foot hearing
on April 24, 2014, and also when Greer spoke before the full SLA board at the

public meeting on June 3rd, 2014.
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The applicants misled the SILA during the 500-foot hearing

63. During the April 24th 500-foot hearing, the key members of the restaurant
team failed to even show up. The Poulakakos father and son owners were no-
shows. Instead, they delegated the presentation to their lawyer, Joseph Levey, and
their employee, Daniel McDonald.

64. During the presentation by Mr. McDonald, under sworn testimony, he
misled and lied to the Administrative Judge Raymond Di Luglio. Regarding the
allegations by Petitioner Greer (who was present during the 500-foot hearing) that
the applicants wanted permission to operate a "beer garden" on the adjacent plaza,
Mr. McDonald told the judge that that was not the case. On page 4 of the SLA
report of the 500-foot hearing (Exhibit J), the judge writes, "It is noted that the
applicant specifically stated at the hearing that there will not be any speakers
outside of the building, and that it will not operate a beer garden.". k

65. However, during the subsequent June 3rd public hearing, a member of the
SLA board panel prudently point out that on the BPCA's own website, it describes
Pier A has having a beer garden. To which, Mr. McDonald explained that the beer
garden was an homage to the German immigrants who landed at Pier A
(Video of this testimony can be viewed at http://youtu.be/JijknkX8SKQ).

66. That was an outrageous statement, for many reasons. First, Pier A is not of
significant historical value and never served as any sort of Ellis Island landing
point. No German immigrants landed at Pier A. Secondly, there is the Jewish

Holocaust Museum only 300-feet away from Pier A, which make a German
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museum of sorts quite insensitive. But the most important part of Mr. McDonald's
testimony is that he admits to the SLA that there will be a beer garden, which
proves he lied during the earlier 500-foot hearing.

67. Other misleading comments from Mr. McDonald during the SLA's 500-
foot hearing came when he looked outside the window of the hearing room
toward a tall building at the "125th Street Clinic", which is 1,200 feet away, and
told the judge that it was the same distance as the nearest buiiding to Pier A in
Battery Park City. In fact, the Ritz-Carlton residential building is only 120-feet
away from Pier A. When Mr, McDonald uttered those words, Greer said, "You
are a liar".

68. Mr. McDonald and his lawyer also misled the judge during the 500-foot
hearing by portraying the Poulakakos team as one that has run a squeaky clean
operation. In fact, the Poulakakos team was recently sued in federal court for not
paying their employees minimum wage (a federal class action in the Southern
District of New York, Carlos Flores, et al, v One Hanover LLC, Peter
Poulakakos, Case No. 12 CV 5184). They have also been sued on multiple
occasions for contributing to underage drinking and allowing drunken patrons in
their bars to violently attack others (Shane Buggy v Pearistone Restaurant LLC
d/b/a Ulysses, Case No. 117966/2009, also Matthew Miller v Pearlstone
Restaurant LLC, Case No. 115273/2009, also Leonard Troccoli v Peter
Poulakakos, Case No. 115491/2010, and also Michael D'Avanzo v India House,

Ulysses Folk House, Case No. 103836/2008). All of those lawsuits occurred over
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a short period of time, and there are other lawsuits that exist but that we have been
unable to locate.

69. The restaurants and bars operated by the Peter Poulakakos team when they
first began business last decade are clustered on Stone Street and Pearl Street.
That region is in the Financial District that has few residential dwellings
compared to the entirely residential Battery Park City, which sits in the middle of
92-acres of peaceful parks.

70. During the 500-foot hearing and public hearing, Mr. McDonald and others
repeatedly boasted about their bars on Stone Street, which are open until 4:00
AM, as being exemplary models for how Pier A will operate. Petitioner Greer
argues that those bars are sources of constant drunkenness flowing out of them
late at night, and it is that sort of crime and vandalism that must not bellowed to

metastasize over to Battery Park City.

Public Hearing

71. The SLA conducted a public hearing about the Pier A liquor license on
June 3rd, 2014. No residents of Battery Park City or Downtown New York
testified on behalf of the applicants. No elected official or staffer testified on
behalf of the application. Also, no member of the Manhattan Community
Board 1 bothered to show up to testify and reiterate the support expressed in

the resolution it passed.

72. The testimony by the applicants for their own liquor license was

unsurprisingly favorable, focusing on their long history of running bars in the
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Financial District. Dan McDonald justified the outdoor beer garden as a "Tribute
to the 1880's, when this pier was the landing ground of the place where a lot of
Germans came through". As explained previously, this was a totally false
statement. No Germans ever landed as fresh immigrants at Pier A. Moreover, only

200 feet away is the Jewish Holocaust Museum, which makes a pseudo-German-

memorial a bit insensitive,

73. . Mr. McDonald also spoke for the applicants and justified why they needed
the 4:00 AM closure time in the license (video of this testimony can be viewed on
http://youtu.be/rVNInMZ1qTM). He claimed that the BPCA "tasked" them to
stay open 24-hours a day to change what was a derelict portion of the waterway
into a "vibrant" extension of the esplanade. Chairman Rosen challenged that,
asking, "Are you saying you have been asked (by the BPCA) to serve alcohol
until 4:00 AM?", and McDonald admitted that they had not been asked them to

serve alcohol until 4:00 AM.

74. Chairman Rosen asked the lawyer for the applicants, Mr. Levey, "Why is
it appropriate to be serving alcohol at 3:00 AM in this location?". Mr. Levey
replied, "Down at Stone Street where every place is open till 4:00 AM, you
commonly go into a place to grab a bite to eat there, to drink, at 3:00 in the
morning, and there are no other places around. (Pier A) will be another
alternative.". Chairman Rosen then challenged that analogy stating, "Stone Street
is really in the heart of the Financial District....essentially those are commercial
buildings...". Mr. Levey then handed the Chairman a crudely hand-drawn map

(Exhibit K) of Pier and the surrounding area trying to mislead the SLA board into

25

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 26 of 130



thinking that Battery Park City is also not a residential area. The distances listed

on the map were wildly inaccurate, as is the perspective used by the map maker,

all meant to mislead the SLA.

75. Chairman Rosen stated, "I am just not sure about the 4:00 AM (closing

time).".

76. Regarding the request in the SLA application to allow the 5,000-square-
foot "plaza" being built adjacent to Pier A to serve as a beer garden, Mr.
McDonald misled the SLA by stating, "The plaza doesn't have, there is no beer
garden...we are not conducting business there...we were asked to police it..".
Chairman Rosen asked, "So people will not be standing around with drinks in
their hand?". McDonald replied, "Not at all.". However, those statements by
McDonald for completely false. They will indeed be conducting business on the

plaza and serving alcohol as well. The applicants will also be organizing "events

on the plaza that include alcohol.

77. Mr. McDonald then explained that Pier A will serve workers with late
shifts who cannot find food elsewhere. He explained that his Stone Street bars
routinely serve police officers, nurses, and doctors. However, those statements
were absurd and laughable. In fact, there are no shifts at any nearby hospital that
end at 3:00 AM. Hospital workers and police change shift closer to 7:00 AM.
Only off-duty nurses, etc, would be in a bar at 3:00 AM, getting drunk for

pleasure.

78. In summary, the testimony by the applicants provided no justification as to

how being open until 4:00 AM will be in the public interest.
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79. In opposition, three residents of Battery Park City attended the public
hearing to oppose the Pier A liquor license. However, only Petitioner Greer was
allowed to speak. Mary Engels and her neighbor, Jaime Boland, both of whom
live in Gateway Plaza in Battery Park City, were sitting in the front row of the
public hearing, but Commissioner Greene and Chairman Rosen abruptly called a
vote on the application before allowing Engels and her neighbor speak. After the
vote, Chairman Rosen was heard whispering, "Who were those other two? Should

we have let them speak?".

Community Opposition's Case

80. The first formal opposition to the Pier A liquor license was conveyed to
the SLA during the April 24th 500-foot hearing. Steven Greer and Todd Golub,
both residents of Battery Park City, attended the non-public meeting. Greer

provided a 54-page opposition letter. Mr. Golub provide verbal testimony.

81. The report drafted by Administrative Judge Raymond Di Luglio
summarizes Mr. Golub's opposition in only one sentence (Exhibit J). That
summary is misleading. Mr. Golub did not withdraw his opposition. He spoke at
length about the concerns he had over Pier A operating until 4:00 AM with a full
cabaret liquor liceﬂse. He explained how Battery Park is a quiet residential
neighborhood (Transcripts of this hearing have been requested from the SLA

through a FOIL request, Exhibit L).
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82. Petitioner Greer's testimony at the S00-foot hearing reiterated what he

wrote in his 54-page opposition letter (Exhibit M). Those same points are also

detailed again in this instant matter.

83. Numerous other letters of opposition were emailed to Chairman Rosen by

other residents of Battery Park City (Exhibit N).

84. In summary, the vast majority of the residents who live in Battery Park
City do so because of the peace and quiet of the parks, and the good schools.
More families with small children live in Battery Park than any other region of
Manbhattan. To introduce what will be the largest nightclub and restaurant, by
square footage, in the form of Pier A, will be an outrageous destruction of the
neighborhood. In addition to the noise and hazards of drunkenness that will
plague the area nearby Pier A, the traffic congestion will impact areas farther
away. No other liquor license in Battery Park City allows the operators to stay
open until 4:00 AM and also have outdoor music, cabaret approval, and a beer

garden.

The SLA ignored the law in approving the liquor license

85. The approval of this Pier A liquor license by the SLA is another example
if this authority's flagrantly ignoring the law and failing to uphold it legislative
mandate of protecting the community from harmful drinking establishments. The

SLA acts as if it is above the law.
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86. The ABCL provides under §64(7)(b) that no retail license for on-premises
consumption shall be granted for any premises “which shall be within five
hundred feet of three or more existing premises licensed and operating pursuant to
the provisions of this section.". Yet the SLA went ahead and granted the license to
Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, d/b/a Pier A Harbor House despite the
undisputed existence of at least 6 other licensed establishments within 500 feet of
the proposed premises, which is a clear violation of the 500-foot rule (Three

within 500 feet is oversaturation under the law).

87. The Authority has the discretionary power to grant an exception to the
500-foot rule, but only if certain prerequisites and conditions are met pursuant to
the provisions of ABCL §64(7)(b), which requires that the SLA engage with the
CBI1, hold a hearing, determine that the granting of the liquor license would be in

the public interest, and state and file in its office the reasons for the determination.

88. The SLA did engage with the CB1 and hold a public hearing, but it

violated the other condition §64(7)(b) in that it:

89. failed to make findings of public interest in accordance with the criteria set
forth in §64(6-a), namely, inter alia, the number, classes and character of licenses
in proximity to the location; the effect of the grant of the license on vehicular
traffic and parking in proximity to the location; the existing noise level at the
location and any increase in noise level that would be generated by the proposed
premises; and any other factors specified by law or regulation that are relevant to
determine the public convenience and advantage and public interest of the

community; and
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90. failed to explain in its determination how the opening of this establishment
in an area already oversaturated with clubs, bars, lounges and restaurants would
serve the public interest. In the 500-foot hearing report written by Judge Di Luglio
(Exhibit J), he deferred to make any decision as to whether the Pier A application
would be in the interest of the public, sending the decision to the Deputy
Commissioner of the SLA or a full hearing. During the June 3rd full hearing, SLA
Chairman Rosen and Commissioner Greene simply voted to approve the
application, but made no explanation of their vote. The letter of conditional
approval (Exhibit A) also makes no explanation as to how and why the SLA

decided that the liquor license was in the best interest of the public.

91. The SLA made no comment, verbally or written, to refute the extensive
testimony and evidence provided by Petitioner Greer. The SLA's determination
made no findings regarding those factors that relate to adverse community
impacts enumerated in ABCL §64(6-a). There is no discussion of the fact that
there are least 6 other licensed premises within 500-feet and that the proliferation
of drinking places in the area has caused problems for the community. There was
no discussion of the fact that there are many residential buildings within that same
500-feet of the proposed premises, plus a school and a Jewish Holocaust Museum.
There is no discussion of the fact .that this location is now a peaceful community
situated amidst landscaped parks. There was no discussion of the fact that the
opening of the largest restaurant and nightclub it the city, by square footage, will
create massive traffic and parking problems, as well as introducer drunken

fighting belligerent bar-hoppers urinating and vomiting in the parks late at night.
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92. There is no analysis of any other factors regarding why the Authority
believed this establishment is needed in this community and why it is in the public
interest to open what will be the largest restaurant and nightclub, by square
footage, in Manhattan, that will operate out of the most residential neighborhood
in all of Manhattan. The failure of the Authority to articulate public interest
reasons consistent with the statute is exactly what caused license approvals to be
overturned in Waldman, supra, Cleveland Place, supra, SoHo Community

Council, supra, Flatiron, supra, and Soho Alliance, supra.

93. The Appellate Division in Waldman made clear that the "the Authority
was subject to a statutory mandate to deny appellant’s application for a
license...unless it found that granting the license would be in the public interest...,
in which event it “shall state and its office its reasons for so finding.“ In
Waldman, the Authority found that the public interest was served because the
applicant was going to Operate a bona restaurant with Cuban cuisine, But as
Waldman held, “This perfunctory recitation fails to comply with the requirement
that the Aﬁthority state its reasons for concluding that it would be in the public

interest. Obviously, something more is needed (citing Cleveland Place, Supra).".

9%4. As was exactly the situation in Flatiron, Soho Alliance and Ban the Bar,
the Authority here made né evaluation of the merit, or lack of merit of the
evidence introduced by petitioners and failed to indicate why it chose to accept,
without reservation, all of the assertions made by the applicant with respect to the
public interest, and rejected, without explanation, all of the testimony and letters

from the Petitioner Greer and others in the community. Here, as in Waldman,
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Soho Community Council, Flatiron, Band the Bar, and Soho Alliance, the
Authority issued perfunctory conclusions without any supporting findings. The
determination here, as in Ban the Bar, Flatiron and Soho Alliance, contained no

discussion at all as to the discrepancies between the parties' evidence.

95. Justice Kibbe Payne in Flatiron found that the Authority's determination
granting the applicant an on-premises liquor license was "arbitrary and capricious,
in that the Authority failed to follow its statutory mandate to make a
determination that the granting of the license in this situation, where many
licensed establishments fall within 500 feet of the premises, would be "in the

public interest", under ABCL §64(7)(f).

96. Justice Payne explained that “No effort was made in the determination to
define public interest under the circumstances, or to explain why the
overwhelming resistance to the proposed club expressed by the neighborhood was
over-balanced by the value or utility of a new nightclub. The Authority failed to
"state its reasons for concluding that it would be in the public interest to grant this
license (Matter of Waldman v. New York State Liquor Authority, 231 A.D.2d at
286, 722 142). Consequently, this court finds that the Authority's determination

was irrational, and should be annulled.” Flatiron, supra, at 274,

97. The same errors were committed by the Authority in SoHo Alliance,
where the SLA used the exact same conclusory language as in the instant matter
and when Justice Marilyn Shafer found that, "The fact that the Determination
lacks any discussion as to how [the Authority] reconciled the conflicting facts and

evidence presented at the 500-Foot Rule Hearing leads this Court to find that the
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Authority acted in an arbitrary and capricious manner and that the Determination

was not rationally based.".

98. The instant matter mirrors the errors committed by the Authority in Ban

the Bar, Waldman, SoHo Community Council, Flatiron and SoHo Alliance.

99. A crucial error of law was made when the SLA failed to see that
Poulakakos Pier-A application was misleading and full of factually incorrect

statements, as explained in paragraphs 55-62.

100. A crucial error of law was made when the SLA failed to see that CB1
resolution was misleading and full of factually incorrect statements, as explained

in paragraphs 47-54.

101. A crucial error of law was made when the SLA failed to acknowledge that
the 500-foot hearing report was inaccurate because the applicants misled the

administrative judge; as explained in paragraphs 63-70.

102. The Authority’é determination further was arbitrary and capricious in that
it failed to make any findings of fact and law regarding the issues raised by
nearby residents, including oversaturation of bars in the area and late night noise.
Af the very least, the community is entitled to, and the statute requires, that the
Authority explain why it rejected all of the noise, traffic congestion and
oversaturation concerns raised by Petitioner Greer and the other residents of

Battery Park City.

103. The basic rule under the statute is that no license shall be granted for any

premises that is within 500 feet of three or more other licensed establishments
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unless the public interest necessitates an exception to the rule. Nowhere in its
decision does the SLA address the threshold question of why this block and this
neighborhood needs the largest nightclub and restaurant in Manhattan, complete
with outdoor beer garden. The approval of the license by the SLA violated the
letter and spirit of the statute and was contrary to the legislative intent. The
Authority's approval of the license constituted an error of law, was arbitrary and
capricious, was an abuse of discretion, was not based upon substantial evidence,
and it violated the SLA's express duty upder the ABCL to consider the public

interest before granting a license in a 500-foot rule case.

Public Interest as Defined Under the Statute and Case Law

104. Known as the Padavan Law after one of its sponsors, Sen. Frank Padavan,
ABCL was amended in 1993 to give to local communities a right to have their

views considered on liquor license applications.

105. In his Memorandum accompanying these sections of the law,
Assemblyman G. Oliver Koppel stated that the law was "necessary to assure that
quality of life impacts are fully incorporated into the responsible state decision-
making apparatus.”" Toward this end, the law specifies factors of concern to the
community, such as the saturation by bars, traffic, parking and noise, as a "basis
for the denial" of liquor licenses. Assemblyman Koppel stated that the SLA
"should assure that appropriate factors are taken into consideration which relate to
the business and the impact it has". Clearly, the purpose of the law is to enable the

SLA to deny a license in areas that are "totally saturated" with liquor licensed

34

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 35 of 130



establishments. See /993 Legis. Ann. 515. (Memorandum of Assemblyman G.

Oliver Koppel).

106. The statute thus imposes an affirmative obligation upon the SLA to assess
whether an additional license would be in the "public interest" and to make an
exception to the prohibition only if the license is shown to be in the public
interest. Indeed, as was held in Bowery Room Corporation v. New York Store
Liquor Authority, et al, 2000 WL 433558 (NY. Sup), the statute and the language
of Assemblyman Koppel's memorandum make it clear that the impact upon the
community in which an establishment seeks to operate "should be of paramount
concern" to the SLLA when evaluating a liquor license application under ABCL
§64. As pointed out in Bowery Room, the legislature included the phrase "public

interest of the community" under ABCL §64(6-a)(f).

107. The Governor’s Bill Jacket also contains an Assembly Memorandum in
Support of the Legislation in which the role of the community board in the
decision-making process is deemed essential. Under the heading of Justification,

the Memorandum states:

Oversaturation of licensed liquor establishments can adversely
impact upon local communities. The municipality or local
planning boards possess a unique knowledge and understanding
of their communities and can best determine what impact another
bar will have on a particular street.

108. The rulings of the courts, the legislative history, and the language of the

statute make it clear that there must be an affirmative finding that issuing the
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license is in the public interest of the local community. Otherwise, the SLA is

barred from issuing the license.

109. In the first judicial interpretation of the 1993 amendments, Justice Sheila
Abdus Salaam in 1997 in SoHo Community Council. supra, annulled a license
granted by the SLA because the SLA's one-sentence rationale of the public
interest (the establishment would generate more jobs and tax revenues) did not
give any heed to the grounds for community opposition, némely, oversaturation of
clubs and bars, noise and traffic congestion. The court found that the SLA's
failure to specify reasons consistent with the statutory criteria for determining the
public interest was an error of law, arbitrary and capricious and an abuse of

discretion.

110. If the SLA's interpretation of "public interest" as being simply an
establishment that generates revenue and jobs was correct, Justice Abdus-Salaam
warned, then the 500-foot law would become "wholly eviscerated and rendered a

dead letter.".

111. In the SLA's determination in the instant matter, the SLA's decision is a
woefully inadequate response to the legitimate concerns of the neighborhood
residents. The judge in the 500-foot hearing refused to touch the "public interest"
controversy. Then, the Chairman and Commissioner in the public hearing also
made no verbal or written justification as to how the Pier A license was in the
public interest. In fact, most of the questioning by the Chairman during the public

hearing supported Petitioner Greer's opposition rationale.
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112. No previous application for the relief sought herein has been made to any
Court or Judge thereof.
113. This application is brought by Order to Show Cause because Pier A is

close to being completed and the operators are planning to open it in September.
These Petitioner and other residents in opposition to Pier A suffer irreparable
harm if the proposed establishment begins operation before this petition is

determined by the court.

114. Arguments similar to those in paragraphs 1, 15-18, and 85-113, were
successfully used in New York court in Ban the Bar Coalition v NYS Liquor

Authority, 12 Misc.3d 1192(4).
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WHEREFORE, Petitioner respectfully seeks an order:

(1) annulling, vacating, and setting aside the SLA's June 5th, 2014 determination
conditional approval of the liquor license as affected by an error of law, arbitrary and

capricious, an abuse of discretion, and not supported by substantial evidence;

(2) awarding to Petitioner his costs, disbursements and counsel fees pursuant to CPLR

8601; and
(3) granting such other and proper relief that the Court deems just and proper.

WHEREOFE, I respectfully request that this motion be granted, and that I have such

other relief as may be just and proper.

VERIFICATION

Steven Greer, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a Petitioner
herein and resides at 200 Rector Place, New York, New York. Deponent has read
the foregoing Petition and knows the contents thereof; and that the same are true
to deponent's own knowledge, except as to matters therein stated to be alleged
upon information and belief, and as to those matters deponent believes them to be
true.

Sworn to me on theZ&g'} day

of August 72014

sty

Notary Plt;/ Steven Greer y froSe
MARGARET A. SCHWARTZ 2L ey Rec—for p/fwg/ 35F

Notary Pubiic, Siare el New York

Mo oK, VY forgp
(2 5 72572

Commissior, LXpires Aug, 23, 20
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ANDREW M CUOMO STATE OF NEW ¥ ORK OENNAS.;..?SSEN
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL JEANIQUE GREENE

STATE LIDUOR ALTHORI T
AP RED O SMITH B8R DING
2 SOLTH SWAN STREET SiiTE e
BLRANY Mo 25109y
CONDITIONAL LETTER OF APPROVAL
DATE 06/05/2014
16 INEWCR1277555256
SERIAL NUMBER 1277555

POULAKAKOSI PE l iR

Premise Address :
PIER A BATTERY PARK ASSOCIATES LLC i

22 BATTERY PLACE
NEW YORK, NY 10280

Your application for a license has been reviewed and can be approved once you have complied
with all of the conditions on the attached page.

~ Once you have submitted all of the required information, the documentation you provide will be
reviewed and, if all of the items have been addressed to the satisfaction of the State Liquor Authority,
your application can be approved and the license certificate issued.

No license will be iss until, and unless, all of the conditions have been met. YOU MUST BE READY
TO OPEN AND BEGIN OPERATIONS UPON THE ISSUANCE OF THE LICENSE CERTIFICATE

The application will be deemed disapproved if you fail to submit all required documentation within
six months from the date of this letter. If you cannot comply within the 6 month period, you must
seck an extension of time by submitting a request in writing to the Authority.

If you wish to withdraw your application, you must request your withdrawal in writing. The State
Liquor Authority will then disapprove your application without prejudice to your refiling at a future
date and will process your refund (less the filing fee).

All commuanications should be sent to the address as indicated in the letterhead above or via

email to Condapproval@sla.ny.gov.
Sincerely Yours,

. . ~
Keifi J. O'Brien; D%!y Qréﬂ#s'fmer

NOTE: FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THE ATTACHED CONDITIONS WITHIN 6 MONTHS FROM 06/05/2014 WILL
NECESSITATE THE DISAPPROVAL OF THIS APPLICATION.

NOTE: TEMPORARY RETAIL PERMITS MAY NOT BE EXTENDED ONCE AN APPLICATION HAS BEEN APPROVED
BY THE AUTHORITY. IF YOU ARE OPERATING OFF OF A TEMPORARY RETAIL PERMIT, IT IS STRONGLY
SUGGESTED THAT YOU COMPLY WITH ALL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL IMMEDIATELY TO AVOID INTERRUPTION
IN THE SALE/CONSUMPTION OF AL.COHOLIC BEVERAGES AT YOUR ESTABLISHMENT,

cc; HELBRAUN LEVEY & O'DONOGHUE
110 WILLIAM ST STE 1410
NEW YORK, NY 10038

— ]




S

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

‘The conditiona! approval is granted upon adherence to any conditions listed below as well as any conditions
stipulated to with the municipality or community board.

. Copy of Certificate of Authority to collect taxes.

Submission of your Federal Tax Identification Number.

Submit a copy of the Certificate of Occupancy or other such document
issued to the applicant by the local Code Enforcement Agency for the premises.

Submiss;ori.of Newspaper Affidavit.

. Workers' Compensation and Disability Benefits Carrier

Name and Policy # or submission of a Certificate of
Attestation of Exemption From New York State Workers'
Compensation and/or Disability Benefits Insurance Coverage.

Photos showing the premise is ready to open and operate.

[ |

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 41 of 130



The City of New York
Manhattan Community Board 1

Catherine McVay Hughes CHagergson | Noah Pfefferblit DISTRICT MANAGER

Apnil 4,2014

Ms. Kerri O'Brien

Deputy Commissioner of Licensing
State Liquor Authority

317 Lenox Avenue

New York, NY 10027

Dear Deputy Commissioner O’Brien:

At our monthly mecting on March 25, 2014, Community Board #1 adopted the attached
resolution indicating that we oppose the granting of the following license unless the applicant
complies with the stipulations stated in the resolution, which they have agreed to follow. We are
sending copies of the stipulations signed by the applicants as well.

e 22 Battery Place, application for a catering/banquet hall liquor license for Battery Park
Associates LLC

Sincerely,
Noah Pfefferblit
District Manager

49 Chambers Steect, Swite 715, New York, NY 1iQU7-1249
Tel (212 242505 Fax {212} 442.8D56
man) HEcb.nye.gov
wawavegnw/humit/manchl
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COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: MARCH 25, 2014
COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: BATTERY PARK CITY

COMMITTEE VOTE: 10 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstaincd 0 Recused

PUBLIC VOTE: | InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

BOARD VOTE: 28 InFavor 5 Opposed 0O Abstained 0 Recused

RE: 22 Battery Place, application for a catering/banquet hall liquor license for Batery
Pack Associates LLC

WHEREAS: The applicant, Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, is applying fora
catering/banquet hall liquor license; and

WHERFAS: The hours of bar service for this establishment will be 7:00 a.m. 10 4 a.m. seven
days a week; and

WHEREAS: The Commitice has agreed to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 a.m. at this special
and unique location for a 6 month trial period after which the applicant may
revisit the Committee and request these hours on 2 permanent basis if there are no
unresolved complaints from neighbors, and

WHEREAS: The total area of the restaurant is 32,000 square feet with a public assembly
capacity of 1,175 pcople; and

WHEREAS: The applicant intends to apply for a cabaret license; and

WHEREAS: The applicant does not intend to apply for a sidewalk café license; and

WHEREAS: The applicant has represented that there are no buildings used exclusively as
schools, churches, synagogues or other places of worship within 200 feet of this
establishment; and

WHEREAS: The applicant has represented that there are not three or more establishments with
on-premises liquor licenses within 500 feet of this establishment, although there
are several vessels with liquor licenses that dock close by; and

WHEREAS: The applicant intcnds to return to the Bauery Park City Committee of Community

Board 1 with a propesal for water-borne uses that will be associated with this
establishment; and

_ |
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WHEREAS: The Ritz-Carlton New York, Battery Park, located at 2 West Street, includes
residential units and is located across Battery Place from Pier A, and other
residential buildings are nearby; and

WHEREAS: The applicant has signed and notarized a stipulations sheet; now

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT: Community Board 1 gpposes the granting of a liquor license to Pier A Battery
Park Associates LLC for 22 Battery Place unless the applicant complies with the
limitations and conditions set forth above,
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Manhattan Community Board 1 Liquor License Stipulations
1R _RQMJ Ldm«.u + 03 8 qualified representative of Pier A GNH’UY Park Asseciates LLC 0@
iocated at 12 %‘&-H’l.r\,{ V‘ML _ ___,New York, New York, agree ta
1

the followlng stipulations for the applicant’s Method of Operation:

X My hours of operation will be 7&![’4&1& Sunday - Thursday and '7Af‘4-( A4 Friday ~ Saturday

(1 understand this to mean that all patrons will be clearcd from the esisblishment at the specificd hour). ¥ Th¢. ¢OMMINeL a3 aqrd
"ﬂu‘v‘m‘y; of AN, MAT a1thie  €HICial 4 uniqui tocanion 4ar & Gmontw erial prvios, @4eLx wnieh Yhe applicandy
A}

MAY YIWVICIA dine Commmidtee o (1aULYE thasl RoOUrS O PLOMON LY BASIE 1] vyuvl G re a0 ynrILotVEd compray
6 1 will nper:'ﬂe a fl l-serv"ce restnurans, {pfease 3&3«?& «ype°§? resmvuran iy Cr w: ns
Peignbor ).

with (ull tood service until liour(s) before closing.

0 § will install soundproofing (please describe Lype and lucations)

twillhave:  DJs Q¥es ONo Livemusic OYes ONo Promoied evenis DYes ONo
Cover fee events DYes ONo Scheduled performances DYes QNo

Q 1 will play recarded background inusic only, consisting of

11 it can be heard outside, or by neighters, it is not background music.

0 1 wili close all deors and windows by Sun-Thurs and Fri-Sat. O 1 will not have French doors or windows.

Q 1 will employ a doorman/security personnel on the fotlowing days end haurs:

Q 1 wil) actively manage crowds congregating on the street at night, to minimize disturbances lo residents.

B | will not agaly 1o the SLA for an alteration 1o the method of operntion agreed tg by this stipulation without first notifying
Counrunity Bourd 1.

Q J intend to apply for a sidewalk café license. O 1 intend o apply for a cabarez license.
0 Residents may contact the managerjowner at the following phone number. Any camplaints will be addressed immediately
and | will revisit the above-stated method of operation it necessary in order 1o minimize my estublishment's impact on my

neighbors.

Nome: . Phone Number:

Alternate Convact: Phone Number:

- —— 8 -

X1 wilh (additionally): _g Fth fiv o Cobsarth- hji:u"" Nieeare Wl yikien dn tha

Métg] M Lommittee of ; \ ML&M&

wied Hhat witl be prpristed with thiy hblobssat

1 hereby certify-that the information provided above Is truthful and accurnte based upan my personal batjef,
it D Y f-5-14

Sigfed e / ‘ ﬁé Dated

Sworn 1o this fo) day of _A?n'l 200 M z

Notary Public

ALLYL.COLV
NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE og:aw YORK

. R i
Communily Board | requests that the SLA add these siipulatians to the fisenscjof the am&%gﬁWna Rev. 10/12
- Comndstion Expliss July 18, 2015

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 45 of 130



Pier-A-ground-floor-floorplan.jpg (JPEG Image, 2000 x 1277 pixels) -... hin://wwiibatterypark.tv/wp-content/uploads/ZO14/06/Pier-A-gr01md.‘
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Exclusive: Inspector General of Homeland Security investigates BPCA

Update November 10, 2013- BatteryPark. TV

The NY Post called us about the story, below, and ran their own version today, “The head
of the Battery Park City Authority admitted he intentionally allowed Hurricane Sandy
floodwaters to inundate a historic city pier — a controversial move that could soak
taxpayers. Dennis Mehiel, speaking to the authority’s board at an Oct. 22 meeting,
admitted workers were ordered to remove sandbags.from the doors and windows of Pier
A because he didn’t want the barricade to trap seawater inside.

“It just seemed like a fraudulent FEMA claim. None of it made sense to me,” said Dr.
Steven Greer, a surgeon and local activist who attended the meeting.”

Since FEMA and Homeland Security would not comment on the ongoing investigation,
the editors decided to remove references to that aspect of the story.

November 1, 2013- By Steven E. Greer for BatteryPark. TV

The Inspector General of Homeland Security, which oversees FEMA and fraudulent
claims relating to Hurricane Sandy, is now officially investigating The Battery Park City
Authority for intentionally allowing Pier A to flood during Hurricane Sandy, one year
ago. Recall, at the most recent BPCA board meeting, the BPCA Chairman/CEO Dennis
Mehiel proudly commented how he decided to remove sandbags around Pier A and “Let
this thing flood”.

Stay tuned for more details. “We inform”.
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Exclusive: NY State Civil Rights department investigates the BPCA

May 5, 2014- By Steven E. Greer, MD for BatteryPark. TV

The Battery Park City Authority (BPCA), led by Chairman and CEO Denis Mehiel, has
been the target of numerous state and federal investigations in the short time since Mr.
Mehiel was appointed by Governor Cuomo in June of 2012. Two of his presidents have
been removed from office (Gayle Horwitz and Demitri Boutris), along with two senior
staffers, after scandals erupted.

BatteryPark. TV has now exclusively learned that the BPCA is the target of at least two
more investigations by the New York State Department of Civil Rights. In a
Memorandum sent to the Alphonso David of the NY Civil Rights office by BPCA senior
staffer Kirk Swanson (a BPCA employee hired in November of 2012 by Dennis Mehiel
for a salary of $120,000), numerous comments allege laws and regulations are being
routinely ignored by the BPCA.

The memo begins by alleging that the CFO of the BPCA, Robert Serpico, has a long
history of making sexually inappropriate comments to female staff. It states, “A female
paralegal, who is the subject of a recent report filed with Anne Hohenstein of the
Governor’s Office of Employee Relations....was subjected to an overly-aggressive,
personal, and humiliating interrogation regarding her office dress by Brenda Mclntyre,
the current Vice President of Human Relations....My subordinate approached the then-
acting President, Robert Serpico, to apprise him of Ms. McIntyre’s conduct and to seek
his help and advice and to formally complain about her treatment. Mr. Serpico’s
response, I was told, was to downplay the event and to further humiliate her through a
sexually inappropriate gesture that made an issue of her body shape and apparent
attractiveness. I have no reason to doubt my subordinate’s side of the story — I personally
have heard Mr. Serpico say provocative and inappropriate comments in front of female
staff and watched him on two occasions bring up uncomfortable references to “twerking”
in senior staff meetings (both incidents occurring in March of this year, as staff lawyers
were involved). I found it particularly disturbing that our new President, the acting
General Counsel (Seema Singh), and Ms. McIntyre laughed at the twerking references,
apparently oblivious to the recklessness of this conduct in light of the pending report to
Ms. Hohenstein.”.

A source close to the BPCA informed BatteryPark. TV that Mr. Serpico has a long history
of this type of inappropriate behavior. His personnel file is “Full of reprimands for doing
things, such as emailing sexually explicit cartoons to BPCA staff”, the source said.

Recall, the former BPCA President, Demitri Boutris, was removed from office last year

after other complaints from staff were investigated. Some African-American BPCA staff
alleged that he used the word “nigger”. Chairman and CEO Mebhiel then used taxpayer
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dollars to hire a private law firm to “investigate”, much like Governor Christie’s hiring of
lawyer Randy Mastro to “investigate” Bridgegate.

The next allegation made by Mr. Swanson in his memo to the New York Civil Rights
office deals with the inappropriate allocation of BPCA-funds, circumventing state law
that governs such contracts and purchasing. The newly hired BPCA President, Shari
Hyman (which itself is a scandal because she is the wife of the head of the main New
York ethics investigative body, JCOPE, that has investigated Mr. Mehiel, thereby posing
a conflict of interest.), and head of human relations, Brenda MclIntyre, allegedly awarded
a large contract to rebuild the BPCA website to personal friends, rather than properly
shop around for the best service at the best price. Also, legal work contracts were
allegedly awarded improperly.

The memo states, “In March of this year, I was informed that BPCA’s Legal Department
wanted to submit a contract amendment for additional money to BPCA’s Contract
Selection Committee (“CSC”— an internal approval body that I chair as Chief
Contracting Officer) for approval. It quickly became clear to me that the original contract
was not submitted to the CSC in clear violation of BPCA’s Procurement Guidelines.

I informed Legal that I, and the members of the CSC, would need an explanation why
this happened. Approximately a month went by before I heard back from Ms. Singh, the
acting General Counsel....

What is abundantly clear from the documentation provided is that there was a concerted
effort to bypass the approval process (the contract involves legal services relating to the
“issuance of the Authority’s auction rate securities and related swap and refinancing
transactions”), claim a status for the contract that it did not possess (being “pre-qualified
legal counsel”), and most egregiously, have the contract executed while I was away on a
two-day vacation (having a subordinate with no signing authority sign in my place). A
further troubling point is that our Finance Department processed the contract without
CSC approval—again, a clear, and suspicious, violation of process.

At my termination meeting, the attached email was cited by President Hyman as one of
the reasons I was being terminated. The reason: the email was “nasty.” Apparently the
substance of the email was not an issue.”.

The memo goes on to detail another inappropriate business transaction, “On March 28,
the CSC of both BPCA and Battery Park City Parks Conservancy (“BPCPC”) approved
separate contracts with “Revolver Studios” for website redesign services. The website
redesign was described as a “high-priority” project for the new president, and my
understanding was that Revolver Studios was a company brought to the staff’s attention
by Ms. Hyman herself.

When I was told by the Assistant to the Chairman/CEQ, that Revolver Studios would be
chosen as a “discretionary procurement” (being below $50,000 for pending services and
not requiring a “formal” competitive process—such as an RFP), I reminded him that we
nonetheless had to establish that their cost was competitive to justify the choice (this is

usually done through obtaining quotes, preferably three, for said services—this practice

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 49 of 130



reflects “best practices” and guidance from the New York State Procurement Guidelines
and other government sources).

Only one additional quote was obtained for consideration, and under pressure for this
“priority” item, the CSC voted its approval.

At a subsequent senior staff meeting, we were informed that work had started with
Revolver (namely through “branding” preparation), though it was clear that the contract
had not yet been drafted, let alone executed. Under no circumstances, excepting an
emergency or other critical considerations, should work on a contract begin before a
contract is fully executed by both parties.

After the meeting, I made this point clear to the Assistant to the Chairman/CEQ. On the
day of my termination, Legal was hurriedly preparing “Letters of Intent” (a mechanism
that allows for spending on a project before final contract execution). Again, work had
already begun on these two projects, and it is my guess that these Letters of Intent were
likely postdated. Clearly, a violation of a basic and fundamental control had taken place.
It is my firm conviction that the Governor, the State and City of New York, the Members,
the residents and tenants of Battery Park City, the Authority, and its numerous
stakeholders are being poorly served. I do not bring these circumstances to your attention
lightly—the far easier course of action for me to take would be to walk away.

That, however, is not an option. I believe in the work I did for the Authority, and more
importantly, [ believe in the other members of the staff, not mentioned above, who will
continue to do good work and honor their commitment to the Authority, and who will
continue to suffer if change is not made. I ask you to look into these matters, refer them
as necessary, and seek appropriate remedies.”.
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CB1 finally holds meeting about Pier 26 music concerts
July 17, 2013- BatteryPark. TV

In response to BatteryPark. TV reporting that the concerts on Pier 26 were organized
without CB1 or community input, as leaders of CB1, also on HRPT boards, likely knew
full well what was transpiring, the C1 is now going to discuss the noise problem
tomorrow.

7/18 Quality of Life Committee — 6:00 PM

Location: Community Board #1 — Office at 49-51 Chambers Street, Room 709

1) Construction Projects in Lower Manhattan — Update by Robin Forst, Deputy Executive
Director, LMCCC

2) Local Law 41 of 2007 — Update by Geri Kelpin, Director of Air and Noise Policy and
Enforcement

3) Montague Tunnel repairs — Metropolitan Transportation Authority Presentation

4) Construction For A Livable City Initiative — Presentation by Andrew Hollweck, Vice
President, New York Building Congress

5) 22 Thames Street construction project — Update by Rafael Vinoly Architects and
Michael Sillerman, Esq., Kramer Levin*

6) Events on Pier 26 — Discussion with Hudson River Park Trust and Heritage of
Pride

7) Polystyrene Ban — Borough Board Resolution and Presentation
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Madelyn Wils pisses off New Jersey

July 28, 2014- BatteryPark. TV

Madelyn Wils and her HRPT first outraged Tribecans with the Pier 26 concerts last year,
so they moved them farther north. Now, they are upsetting people in New Jersey. The
local CBS station covered the story (see video).

Letter: Ferry boats and helicopters plague us too on the Upper West
Side

August 10, 2014- Letter to the Editor, BatteryPark. TV

Dr. Greer,

Thank you for your tireless advocacy of noise abatement which I believe benefits not just
Battery Park, but the entire city. Simply put, tens or even hundreds of thousands of
people don’t need to suffer so that a few tourists can sightsee, or the “hypothetical
insomniac kayaker” can feel safe or the city can earn more in its “general fund.”.

Any who, [ live on the far west side (by 42nd) and am facing similar, but less severe,
issues including helicopters, ferry horns and worst of all, an awful establishment called
Mako which bills itself “NYC’s first outdoor nightclub” and hosts parties until 4am on
Pier 79 (Not to be confused with Pier 97. In the video above, Pier 97 is also causing
complaints).

In just six weeks of operation, I have filed five 311 complaints which have resulted in the
police showing up and telling them to lower the volume.

Upon investigating further, I have also found that their liquor license stipulation
agreement specified that they would operate as restaurant, and not having dancing or
bottle service and close earlier. I have raised this with the Community Board 4 which
seemed generally supportive and is calling them to testify at the Business Licenses
Committee this Tuesday.

[ am reaching out to you to ask for any advice or suggestions you may have in dealing
with this matter and in stamping out this severe nuisance to the community. It does

appear to be small enough that there aren’t ingrained vested interests ala Pier A or La
Marina.

Thank you, Michael
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Liquor License Application
Comminity Beard One Questionnaire

Type of application (check one): || Type of proposed establishment (chcct[ti;ne):
) [x]Restaurant ] Grocery/deli Kiosk
,I;.l::s fer - E ﬁf:::ln [(JBar ([] Catering or Banquet Hall

' ‘ [(ONightclub (] Tavem

Secking license to sell (check all thav apply):  [£] Beer [x]Wine  [x]Liquor

To besold: (] Off-premise [x] On-premise

Applicant Name:
(d/b/a) Name of cstablishment: _fiev 8 Rodtexy foxx Associaxds, cil

If this is a transfer, what was the previous applicant name? __n4

...previous establishment name? __ 1A

Address of establishment: 12 OaMevy Ploco

Nt w More Ny

Cross streets of establishment: __ wiost Strost

Are there any buildings used primarily as schools, churches, synagagues or other places
of worship within 200 feet of this establishment?

[ Yes [x]No

Are there three or more other establishments with on-premiscs liquor licenses within 500

, . t
feet “fgs\fs‘ab'“hm&o Whilt Thinl Oxt N04 30v Movs On Pramisss Kquov Nicenses
i Witviin 5000 twnirs ave SEVval VESSES  widw Hquor

Bens?S fnad dotr cose oy -
If yes, please artach a list establishments and distances:

(Please note the SLA proximity mapping report is for informational purposes only and is
not a legal document)

How many residential units arc there wirhin the property? ___ 0

Approximately how many residential buildings are there neighboring or across the street
Jfrom the property? 0

What is the zoning designation of the property in question? _ C(p- 4
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Liquor License Application
Commnnity Board Que Questionnaire

Public Notice

We ask that you demonstrate one or more good-faith cfforts at least 5 days prior to your
meeting with a CB1 committee to notify your neighbors of your intention to open this
establishment. These can include the following (please check what you have attached):

[Ja petition of neighbors in favor of the project (sample attached),

[J photographs of a flyer giving public notice of the Community Board mecting and the
details of your application (sample attached),

[Jmeeting with a coop board and/or building management,

(QJadvertisements of the Community Board public mecting in local papers,

[Jany mailings you have sent or distributed to neighbors, and/or

[CJa photograph of a visible, eye-level notice posted on your property door announcing
the date of the Community Board meeting and the details of your application

Size and capacity of establishment:

Total square footage:

Public assembly capacity: _1,000 4

Dining Area Bar Area Kitchen Area

"Total squave footage: Total square footage: Total square footage:
# of tables: # of wables:
fiseats: #seats:

Number of stand-up bars*: __ [Q Number of service bars:

Describe all bars (length, shape, and location): 2o ground Pioar, 20 Secavd fionr,
lem Mnigd Poor

Any food counters? [] Yes [f]No If Yes, please describe: _|n

*A stand-up bar is any bar or counter (whether seating or not) over which a member of
the public can order, pay for, and receive an alcoholic beverage.

Further Licensing:
Do you intend to apply for a cabaret license? [¥] Yes [(INo
Do you intend to apply for a sidewalk café license? [ ] Yes [X]No
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Liquor License Application
Community Board One Questionnaire

Hours of Operation: _
Weekdays (Sun-Thurs) Weekends (Fri, & Sat)
Food Service Hours 2:60 At - 4:00 4] 7:06 AT 1:00 AM
Bar Service Hours . 00 ANt 400 AN 7:00Af4- 100 At
Final Closing Hour q:00 AN 4.00 AM
Music:
Will there be music? (] Yes [ONo

1f yes, what type of music? (Check all that apply)
[x]Live [x]Recorded [x]DJ
What volume of music? (Check all that apply)
[¢] Background ] Other:
(IT it could be heard outside, or by neighbors, it is not background music)

Will there be non-musical entertainment? [] Yes. [x]No

If yes, what type of non-musical entertainment? __y\A

Type of sound equipment: __Studio  fonl lgrs

Size and number of speakers and amperage: Huitple.

Where will the speakers be installed? __Thmmm_wi 1divo

Will you utilize subwoofers? [x] Yes [INo
Type of sound proofing to be used:

Will the windows be open or closed? [ ] Open Closed
If open, what hours? NLA

Will new kitchen exhaust equipment be installed? [x] Yes (ONo
What type of kitchen exhaust system will be used? Top of ¥iw i Stoas of dyy Ot

Where will the kitchen exhaust system vent t0? _tgo§

Where will the air conditioning system be placed?

What is the tonnage of the air conditioning system? _oypy 100

What will the decibel level of the air conditioning system be?
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Liquor License Application
Community Board One Questionnaire
Indicate if you will engage (check all that apply):  [[] Outside promoters
[¥] Independent DJ’s

[x] Security personnel
[} None of the above

What type of security and crowd control will you employ?

Amoged.
Do you intend to have backyard dining? [ Yes No
If Yes, what hours will you serve liquor?
Do you intend to have rooftop dining? O Yes [x]1No
If Yes, what hours will you scrve liquor? : :
Do you plan to have bicycle delivery personnel? ] Yes [x]No
if Yes, will you guarantee to inform them of
Department of Transportation bicycle rules? (] Yes (JNo wip

Background information:

Corporate name: _fity N Bouevy Porr Associotes il

Corporate address: _ 93 Cravl  3tvset, N Cloor, Niw Yok, AN

Phone number: NT-3uYy - 0509

Name(s) and address of all principals:

tHave any of the principals been previously licensed by the SLA?  [X] Yes [(ONo
If yes indicate name(s) and address of other establishments:

% 510 Oitooined
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Name of Principal Residence

Peter Poulakakos 30 West St., Apt. 8E, New York, NY

Paul Lamas 520 Harbor Place, West New York, NJ

Daniel McDonald 15 South William St. #2A, New York, NY 10004
Michael Jewell 41 River Terrace, #1805, New York, NY 10282
Jeanetta Stega 2400 Johnson Avenue, Riverdale, NY

William Dickey 160 W. 56™ St., #4SE, New York, NY 10023

Stephen Benjamin . ...|39 Lloyd Neck Lane, Lloyd Harbor, NY 11743 |
Drew Spitler 7 Hawthorn Street, Massapequa, NY 11758
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Licenses Held by Principals of Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC
Paul Lamas

One Hanover LLC - 1 Hanover Square, New York, NY 10004 - 1174354

Vintry LLC - 57 Stone Street, New York, NY 10004 - 1225388

West Street Wines & Spirits LLC - 230 Murray Street, New York, NY 10282 ~
1250440

55 Stone Street LLC ~ 55 Stone Street, New York, NY 10004 ~ 1255517

Hip At Murray Street LLC - 102 North End Ave, New York, NY 10282 - 1263019
JMP Ventures LLC - 2 Gold Street, New York, NY, 10004 - 1186271

DRT Group LLC - 30 Water Street, New York, NY 10004 - 1268007

City Ribs | LLC - 8904 Parsons Blvd., Jamaica, NY 11432

Grace 365 Group LLC - 365 39 Avenue, New York, NY 10016 - 1268610
Bowery Restaurant Group LLC - 146 Bowery, New York, NY 10013 - 1268378

Peter Poulakakos

One Hanover LLC - 1 Hanover Squarc, New York, NY 10004 - 1174354

West Street Wines & Spirits - 230 Murray Street, New York, NY 10282 - 1250440 -
P) Associates Inc. - 1 Hanover Square, New York, NY 1174354- 1024482

55 Stone Street LLC - 55 Stone Street, New York, NY 10004 -1255517

Vintry LLC - 57 Stone Street, New York, NY 10004 - 1225388

Hip at Murray Street LLC - 102 North End Ave, New York, NY 10282 - 1263019
DLP Group LLC - 132 9th Avenue, New York, NY 10011 - 1248720

Pizza on Stone LLC - S4 Stone Street, New York, NY 10004 - 1162852

JMP Ventures 1.L.C - 2 Gold Street, New York, NY, 10004 - 1186271

Pearistone Restaurant LLC - 91 97 Pearl Strect, New York, NY 10004 - 1132328
DRT Group LLC - 30 Water Strect, New York, NY 10004 - 1268007

City Ribs I LLC - 8904 Parsons Blvd., Jamaica, NY 11432

Grace 365 Group LLC - 365 3™ Avenue, New York, NY 10016 - 1268610
Bowery Restaurant Gr’oup LLC - 146 Bowery, New York, NY 10013 - 1268378

Daniel McDonald

The Silken Thomas Restaurant Inc. - 34 East 4t Street, New York, NY 10012 -
1025176

Celtic Fare Restaurant Inc. - 298 Lafayette Street, New York, NY 10012 - 1106001
Pearistone Restaurant LLC - 91 97 Pearl Street, New York, NY 10004 - 1132328
One Hanover LLC - 1 Hanover Square, New York, NY 10004 - 1174354

JMP Ventures LLC - 2 Gold Street, New York, NY, 10004 - 1186271

55 Stone Street LL.C - 55 Stone Street, New York, NY 10004 - 1255517

DRT Group LLC - 30 Water Street, New York, NY 10004 - 1268007

Grace 365 Group LLC - 365 34 Avenue, New York, NY 10016 - 1268610
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Michael Jewell

The Silken Thomas Restaurant Inc. - 34 East 4t Street, New York, NY 10012 -
1025176

Celtic Fare Restaurant Inc. - 298 Lafayette Street, New York, NY 10012 ~ 1106001
One Hanover LLC - 1 Hanover Square, New York, NY 10004 - 1174354

|MP Ventures LLC - 2 Gold Street, New York, NY, 10004 - 1186271

S5 Stone Street LLC - 55 Stone Street, New York, NY 10004 - 1255517

DRT Group LLC - 30 Water Street, New York, NY 10004 - 1268007
Grace 365 Group LLC - 365 31 Avenue, New York, NY 10016 - 1268610

Stephen Benjamin

City Ribs I LLC - 8904 Parsons Blvd,, Jamaica, NY 11432
Drew Spitler

City Ribs | LLC - 8904 Parsons Blvd., Jamaica, NY 11432
William Dickey

City Ribs I LLC - 8904 Parsons Blvd., Jamaica, NY 11432
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Liquor License Application
Commmnity Board One Questionnaire

Name(s) and phone number(s) of munager(s) to call in case there are problems:
Phone: . Cell:
MAGCIE Ol LEY  212-34Y¥-050a __ To RE PROVIOED

Previous or existing comorate name(s) and d/b/a: lad / 4

Who will manage the establishment? __ M AGLIE. O'MALLEY

Previous related experience of the manager. _CLWAMS STEARMUOUSE
R\T2 CALLTIN GROVUP

Have you signed a lease for the space? Q{Y €s [JNo

Finally, please submit the following additional items:

o The latest copy of your menu
s Your floor plan

o Certificatc of Occupancy

[ will not apply to the SLA for an alteration to the mecthod of operation or the hours of

O} Check Bax
2214
Date ’
PALL T. CAMAS
Prigted-Name of Principal '
N 2 |z )1y
Signature of Presenter (if different from Principal) Date ' !

PETEL pPoucApAKAS

Printed Namc of Presenter (if different from Principal)

* We recommend that you attend the community board meeting at which the full board
will vote on your liquor license application.

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 60 of 130




Pier A plans are “A slap in the face to Italian Americans”

March 29, 2011- BatteryPark. TV

John Fratta, CB1 Chairman of the Seaport/Civic Center Committee explain why the CB1
opposes the current BPCA plans to turn over the Pier A to a private restaurant group led
by the Poulakakos family. He is leading a drive to convert the Pier A into an Italian
American heritage museum to compliment nearby Jewish and Irish museums. Mr. Fratta

calls the current plans, “A slap in the face to Italian Americans”.

Neither the BPCA nor the Poulakakos family accepted our offer to be interviewed.
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APPLICATION RECEIPT

SERIAL NUMBER: 1277555
04/08/2014 08:36 AM

PIER A BATTERY PARK ASSOCIATES LLC
22 BATTERY PL
NEW YORK.NY 10280

Thank you for submitting your application to the New York State Liquor Authority. We will be processing
your application.

If you have any questions, please reference your application or any documents with the following seven digit-
serial number; 1277555

The following [ees were received with your application:

Serials  Description Amount
1277555 RETAIL LICENSE 4,552.00
1277556  ADDITIONAL BAR 4,372.00
1277357 ADDITIONAL BAR 4,372.00
12775588 ADDITIONAL BAR 4,372.00
1277559  ADDITIONAL BAR 4,372.00
Total 22.040.00

Sincerely yours,

Kerri J. O'Brien, Deputy Commissioner
Licensing. Informationsla.ny gov

RECEIPT NUMBLR: 971178614
ORI #: NY922217Z

I fingerprints arc required, please wait 48 business hours afier your application receipt date before contacting ldentogo
by Morpho Trust USA Solutions to schedule vour appointment. After the 48 hours. appointments must be scheduled
within 2 weeks bygoing online to www.identogo.com or by calling (877) 472-69185.

Fingerprint Request Forms are available on our website at: hiipy/www.slany.goviforms-quick-find#retail
If fingerprints are not tken within two (2) weeks trom the date of this receipt, your application may be disapproved,
Fingerprints required forr STEGA, JEANETTA

NOTE: If you are applying for an On Premises Liguor License or a Liquor Store License, you
must visibly post notice of your intent to file an application on the front of your establishment. This
notice can be found on our website at www.sla.ny.gov/forms-quick-find#retail.

cc: HELBRAUN LEVLEY & O'DONOGHUE
110 WILLIAM ST STE 1410
NEW YORK NY 10038
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500 FOOT LAW STATEMENT 5 GU_FUUT

Applicants for on premises liquor licenses must complete this section
(Not required for on premises beer or wine application)

if <he locat on is subject to the 530 Foot Law. and no other axcepticn appiies, the license cznnot be issued
unless the State Liguor Authority makes an o firmative {.nding that itis 'n the public interes: to issue the license.

The provisions of Section 64, 84-3_64-o 64-¢ and 64-d of the ABC Law require the Autnority to consat with the
muricipality or commu-uty dsard prior to granung a license for ANY ON PREMISES LIQUOR ESTABLISHMENTS
where suck pramuses is located within a S0 faot radius of tkree or mare or-premises liqJor establisaments. The
Authority is further reauired to canduct 2 oublic Peaning, upor nouce to the applicant and tre municisality or
the commurity board,

The Proposed Premises; Check the appropriate box below:

— IS NOT WITHIN A& 500 FOOT RADIUS OF "HREE OR MORE ESTABLISHMENTS -{OLDING ON PREMISES LIQUGR
— . CENSES,

IS WITHIN A 500 FOC™ RACIUS OF THREE OR MORE ESTABUSHMENTS SF. LING LIQUOR FOR ON PREMISES
CONSUMPTION (iF SO, YOU mMUST COMPLETE THE WRITTEN STATEMENT BELOW ARD SUBMIT THE NAMES ANC
ADDRESSES OF THE FSTABLISHMENTS WI™ HIN THE 500° RADIUS, UNLESS THE PREMISES HAS BEEN CONTINGCUSLY
LICENSED ON OA PRIGR TO NOVEMBER 1, 997 )

&

"1 NOT APPLICABLE - PREMISES HAS BESN CONTINUDUSLY LICENSED ON CR PRIOR 70 NOVEMBER 1 1993

T NOT aPPLICABLE - POPULATION OF CITY, TOWN OR VILLAGE 5 LNDER 20,000

IMPORTANT:
YOU MUST PROVIDE THE NAMES OF ALL ON PREMISES LIQUOR
ESTABLISHMENTS LOCATED WITHIN A 500 FOOT RADIUS OF THE PROPOSED
PREMISES

For assistance use tha "GIS Maps - LAMP" (Liquor Authority Mapping Project)
system, which is available on our website.

If prermses 1s witnin @ 50C foot racius o* three or more establiskments holding on premises liguor Lcenses and has rot
been continuously licensea s nce Navember 1, 1993 and tne popuiation is over 2,000 you must, ATTACH A WRITTEN

SYATEMENT EXPLAINING IN DETAIL WHY YOU BELIEVE ISSUANCE OF THE LICENSE WOULD BE IN THE PUBLIC
INTEREST.

FAILURE TO SUBMIT THIS INFORMATION MAY RESULT IN DISAPPROVAL OF THE LICENSE APPLICATION.

NN S g Aglmenite

RECEIVED }

|
i
'
!

Pl R
Wy e
L fage 9
'5 Wany
' LITRE LTI RN

— e S ———— - —t £, & 510

_
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OP Establishments within 500’ of 22 Battery Place

herme

§TATUE CRLISES LS

GIGIMD AT WAGKER PARK LLS

R.7Z CARLTON RO EL TOMPAL Y LLT,
SratLE JRUISES LS

€37 E TRUISES LT

POREMTST QAT KUSHER TATERERS

ATIress

CASTLE JUINTON @ BATTERY FARK
2D BATERv PLalE

2 WEST STREEY

CASTLE JLINTON & BATTERY FARK
Cas s JLIN™ O & BATTERY FARK

Aaprix, Distarce

HeR

138 ]
SR
=R
a1
20

[ssuing Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC an On Premises liquor license would
serve the public convenience anc advartage for a number of reasons. First and
foremost, the principals on this application are experienced operators, with mulaple
successful establishments ir this neighborhood. Secand, the building the
establishment is housed was empty & unused for a number of years, and is now
being restored o conserve its historical architecture and serve as a destination for
‘ocals and tourists alike. Lastly, the success of this business means more jobs, and

maore city & state tax revenue.
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—

STATEMENT OF AREA PLAN
200 Foot Law

THIS QUESTION MUST BE ANSWERED BY ALL APPLICANTS REGARDLESS OF LICENSE TYPE

¢ e — — e \

! . tist the name, adcress and distance ‘rorm the prem 525 10 ANY SCROCL, CRURCH, !

ot PLACE OF WORSHIP W THIN 300 FEE”

2 s the premmises within 200 fee: of ANY SCHOOL, CHURCH or PLACE OF WORSHIP? : YES
tExzlusive use 25 & Chueeh or plage of worshup will be determined by this agency) D
1Please respond "YES" i ANY school. church ¢+ o'ace af worsnip s witnin 200 feent &

(V3 )

Submit 8 BLOCK PLOT 5.AGRAM {aeria) view of the owilding, with 1earsy cusinesses/residences
1abeten) showing tne lgcation of any school, cnurek or olace of worship (81" x 117}

indicate the dis:ance in feet from the entrance of the proposed premises to the dosast entrance of any school,
church or place of warship.

Arrach odditional sheets if necessary.

ATTACH A STATEMENT INDICATING HOW THESE MEASUREMENTS WERE TAKEN

e o e—— J— —

1, Name of church/school, tWA ]l

j
- — e

_ |
‘ Distance: o . _ : T lI
T

Agdress:

S— s s = P—

2 Name oi church/schaol: |

Adaress: l
Distance. Vo __ — |
3 name of churchrschool r |
l | SEE—— - e — !
i Address: { !

[ Cis:ance:

-

For assistance use the GIS Maps - LAMP® (Liquar Authority Mappmg Prosect. system
which 15 ava iable or our website.

It applying for a full liquar license (beer, wine and liquor) and the premises is within 200 feet of a school, church or
place of worship, the application may be denied.

if any discrepancy in the measurements is brought to the attention of the Autherity during the examination of

the application, it may be necessary for the applicant to supply a certified survey showing the attual measurement
from the premises to the closest school, church or place of worship.

Page 10
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) Orgina' O Amerdea  Date 5 a a 2t e 53 "i‘
ESTABLISHMENT QUESTIONNAIRE

in this section you must describe the premises to be licensed. Answer AL, questicns completely. Plaase do not arswer
“see attached” 10 any question, Ary incomplete answer may deizy or orevent the processing of the applicatian.

Helpful Hint: Drawing your diagram and reviewing your photographs may assist you in completing this section.
See sample diagrams at the end of this application.

1.Zoning

1a. Staze what the area is zoned ‘or; IMixea

\ie. Residential, Business Mixed!

1o, i appiying for an on premises license does the premises have 3

VALID CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY and ALL aporogriate sermts? & YES U NO
2. Premises
t . ) |
2a. Describe the type of Buikdhing i wich the . i
premises wilt be lccatec. Freestanding '
2b 4as the pulding/premises ceen known by any other adaress? O£ INO

1f YES. olease specify. [NS-SSI voubn €od Aue’ Pitv A Rrpotiyn Brioge Pit¢ A

2¢. I there currently or has thete ever been an active license to traffein
alcohaiic peverages at ths iocaton? SYES N0 (Do Mot Krow

P —— [ ———— r—

S
Narne of Licensee  [N/A License Senal Numoer: INA

2d, Are there any giscipainary actions genging against the applicant, curient iicensee, or prior licensee?
( YES TND 7;0c hot Know

Any pending disciplinary action may delay a determination on this application or result in the disapprovol.

de fine locat or has never been licansed, whar was priot usy?

Vacant
2. Is any ather fioor or area of the building currently licensed? TvEs NI
‘ !
t. Name of Licensee A | «itense Serid! Number:, '|

continved on cexrpage
i
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iy
o

3. Premises (Interior):

-

33, List tne numper of figors of the |

establishmens 10 be licensed 3
ncluding she basement fany: l

- "o -
3. Where 1s the alceha” sioredt  Graond Focr, miccle (Jotked keg reom:, Ground flcor & 2rd fion', 1ed” wine 51073ge; 2ndiFloor

3¢, Is there intenor aceess 1o any other flocr(s} or areafs| that will 0t se san of the premises o be hrensed? C VES

% NO
Show the means of access on the interior diagramis),
3d. Are the premises 10 D2 «icensed ¢.vided in any way, by 3 public Ot private dassageway, TOYES
ec, over which the appican: does agt have exclusive oossession and contioi! Example: TNC
heliway, Starwells, commior, areas. etc. !

I\ YES, descrbe NYA

e, How many pubhic batnrooms? If less than twa{2) puolic Sathrooms you tmust request a waiver of

14
the twoi2i bathraom 1 in writing, Show bathrooms on disgram
s |
3. st the Viaximum Oczupancy of the premises 1175
——
3g. Number of :ables’ 18 3h, Number of sears at tabies? 697 3t Number of tea1s 4: bar or zourier? l 161 '
4, BARS:
#a. How many bars* for cusiamers are .ocates on the . 4. How mary service hass*? !
premuses? (*4 por is wenere customers may arger. s {Service bar it for woit staff |1 I
i .
purchase, of recerve ciconalic bevarages ) ' use exclusively.)
e —

4c. Zescribe eazh bar in the fields below

Bar 1 Bar2 Barl Bard
Bar TM‘Cus‘cmnv Bar I Bar Type'Cusicme- Bar Ba TyoeiCustome' Bar -] Bar VPPruS(Ome' Bar o
Length l&o‘ i Length 3¢ i Length 235 i ' length 7
Shape Haorseshce (UShe  Shape |l Shapec Shape 'Square/ﬂ ang:; Shape lurregunar !
Artach additonal sheetsof needad  there are more than 4 bars, ¥ Pase S2e nexd ¢ uge

fﬁf conhnuabom

l conunued on nexi page j

Page 12
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Pier A Battery Park Associates, LLC

Page 12, question 4(c), con't:

. _ _Bar5 _Baré

Bar Type o ” ' Customer Bar Service Bar :
"Length 28.5° 135 B
_Shape Straight/Rectangular ; Straight/Rectangular ¢
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5. KITCHEN

5a. Does premuses nave a kitchen? & YIS O NO
I NG, does prernises have a 'ood preparation areal () ¥ES T NO
Show Kitchen or Faod Preparation Area on the Interior Diagram.

NOTE: FOOD MUST BE AVAILABLE FOR SALE DURING ALL HOURS QF GPERATION; SUMIT A MENU

Sb. 1s a chef/cook employed at the premises? (€3 YES (O NC

ITVES, liss hours of day cnef/cook will aevote ta the premisess  All nours of speration

6. HOTEL or BED & BREAKFAST

&3, How many {loors? [MA
S e

&b, How many roams®  |NsA

6¢,For Hotels Only: s there a restaurant in the buildings) housing the proposed hotel?  (ves Ty NO

7. OUTDOOR AREAS
7a. Are the'e any oulsige areas used for the sale or consumption of aiconolic beverages? oves N

7b.Check all types thatapply:  There must be access fram the intenior of the premises o be ficensed 1o any outdoor areats; trat
you wish 101 cense. Show accass on dagram,

T Sicewalk Cafe ', Deck 7y Pauo = Porc 7 Gazeto
7. Rooftap {7} VYard 7 Belcony v Pavihor o Tem

X Otner Outdue Se-dingaren Somamin Bulding s Trent Vor! flows dd/Phig cran

7. is tne sutdoo« areafs) diviged oy any pukiic
of PrIvale passageway or area thal the appiicant NZA
208t not have exciusive control? fYes, how s v

n divnded? -~
Y @ NO |

4. How 15 the outdoor areals) contained? Cneck alfl thar apely and shaw erclesure on dagram.
@& fencing T wall v Sheutbery s Rocing 7 Suanchons

-~
3 Other

-

7e. Is 2 permit requirad by locaiity for outside areeis)? Cives ©NC

If yes, submit 3 copy of the permi,
Page 12

“
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) Crigmal T amented  DQate W
METHOD OF OPERATION - o

Thes form saushies Sectian 110 of the ABC Law requinng that ¢ statement be submitec widicohing
the tyne of establ.shment cpercred al ihe premises.

Tne informatian provided i this section will oe tne metnad of operation you are approved for and wili be binding. Should you wish
10 deviate from this method of cosratian n any way, you must “i7ss apply for ang receive permissien from the Autherity.

1a. Select ine typeis) of alcoho! you intend 1o serve at the premises:

-
[ e

Bear Oniy

~
P

Beer & Wire Only ) Beer. Wine & Liquor

ib. Select the typels! of estabiishment you are applying for fram she st beiow (based upon your intenided method
of operanon:

o~ Club Not For Profit, Fraterng: Qrganizaton - Members .

& Restauran: @ Catenng Establishment Ty
!
Country Club . Golf ,
) Tav N r I N
!Q BarTavern O Arepas Sad Park / Staaum . Spons Bar  Course X
| !
Night Club / - . —~
2 Cabare ~ N9 ~ o fast O hotel
!V Cabaret T panca Club 7 Aduit Entetainment {2 Bed &Sreakfas » '
: I
b _ - -
i 7 Other Zxotaing
[~ — : - — |
[

i — o —— —— —

e —— Arm— — s

— ———

7 Wil any otner business of any king ge conaucted in sait premises’ 7 YES (@ NO

"
fif YES, proviae detans on ¢ sengrata sheel,

3 Wilpremies kavemusic? @) YES T ND

3a.'fyess  QUUVE % RECORCES ) Dy /D JUKFROX . KARAOKE

o’

2 Vil the premises permit dancng® " YES @ D \
42, IFYES, anz are tocated 11 KYC, o you have & Tabaret perme issued by the City o) New York ?
D ovEs N D BENDING

o Yos, submit s copy of the permut I Pending, 3 <opy must te submtted prior 1o ssuance of the figense,

+b. 1 ganoing is permutted, who will be pernvitted ra aance? N \ﬁ‘

T Pawons D) Emproyess forentertainment 3 Sotn
4¢. I YES. wilt there be axoug dancing inthuding, bat not henited to, topiess entenammen’ pole

dancing andsor tap danc.ng”
O YEs o NO

S Wili there be topless entertainment?

O Vs @ KO

- .
wAdnues on Next 0oge

T Page 14

——————
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£. Will the business emgloy 3 manager? @ vEs 3 NO
6. If NO., will prng-paiis} manage? s OONO

7. How many employees? (Excluding onncigals y l 0
ssonnel, >
and security pessonnel.)

7a If answerys "0" prowide

NFA |
explanation,

NYS Law requires businesses to carry workers’ compensation and disability insurance.
See ISty
If apphed for and panding, please indicate.

Workers Compensation Carrie’

Name anc Policy Numzer: IPending

Disability ineurance Cant er Nare Een dn
and Policy Number, readng

_

Security personnel you hire may be required to be registered In accordance with NYS Security Guard Registration,
Please contact the NYS Department of State to obtain information.

8. Will there be secunty personnel? /@ YES ) NO 72 #ve3, howmeny?!|Uarying foreoant
]

8b if Yes, a7e they registered In accordance with New Yark State Security Guarr! Regisration 7 gvES  ONO

NO explair: g, Not Regu.rea)!

Y Provide 4 cetaled plan of superviion  (Dstabl shmert will be supervsed ung managed at all imes by ¢ prnGipal, mensger, of
for the premmises (o be keensed. Attack  Ibsth. All staf members will be TIPS- andior A: AP-traned, and will he tra.ned cn
addiwonal sneets i necassary lrespunsibilty and awareness pract.ees.

ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES MAY ONLY BE CONSUMED, SOLD OR GIVEN AWAY DURING
THE HOURS APPROVED BY THE COUNTY WHERE THE PREMISES 1S LOCATED UNLESS FURTHER
RESTRICTED BY TRE AUTHORITY

Page 'S5
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PIER A

l BLOCK PLOT DIAGRAM
b 1 |/ - Museum Battery Place | Hotel T
___Restaurant | ——
| Water Little West Street
L' T proposed Premises | <— [Drugstore
; Park Residential
T ' Otfce
® | Deli .
, Battery Underpass Washington Street
- _Park|  BatteryPlace  “Tunnel Authority Building

February 27, 2014

-
)

®

0 e
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. Yp, gog g New York Cares
. i3 N B

Battery Place Market "% /( & § Rector St [RIET o 51
. Borri Law Offi

South Cove &5 < Fidelity Inves’
South Cove Park 2 Edga, N & 4
2 g NS ha,
ol = KB e 4 "
& €y
& Bank Negara Indonesia ’$‘
y New York Agency
e B _
’ o _ TGI Fridays (11
& ©
< Apartments & 3 540
N b es1 Bank Gourmet \F‘ £ Lets Get Rea(
NN & 0 n
s & & 30 NS
7 r P 0\ /%/
Museumof NN czq)’ (o V730
Jewish Heritage &) T rning Experience & P t}
Exhibits on the modern... Sl i Jacq. Pierol Ji & ; ABI Marketing
~ j~\ K & Sons, Inc ™~  pyblic Reianons/{b’\
R o A, (S, Bank of America/
- . (T 7
Auschwitz Jewish Center &\, ~ / /‘ 2] s S v
/ J Léman Manhattan - /
3] Wildcat Sewice@ W Preparatory School * a // p
- = Corporation (%) Deloitte Consutting e
Jewish Holoewstn & :
&, € h ﬁal &S Blue ink Co. Design 's} - e 14
. , ;
“Mgmorial ook ot ) /2
: ; ege ®) S
5 = *' N¥ Harbor views in ¥ Whitehal Bidg tug / / (=} Charging Bult
% ali [€nts S o Argemtges /] 2ot
B : (G
B % ; Investigations Cognito & {:/ Schiam Stone .,
Wal ) / & Dolan LLP -
 obertF Wagner Jt Park 2 120 feet away 'aw"m <& New York Film Acidimy New,fork State Dept .; Cate 11 ) A/
4 tatue of o, - | Baﬂ!ry Park, NY / of Motor Vehvcics /R
2 istand... & ; 9) / @
i) % / / Hebble&Assocnales RC ' C(?
% /&
Gigino at Wagner Park ! ;f Q/I @
Italian fare & Statue // s Iy E]/ 2
of Liberty views 4 @ . .- il T/ ¢
I T e e L T /) Jing Green
B~ af, ~ ~-.._  BonlingGreen |4.5}[&]’ Bowling 2
® T~ /)
T ~./// LOFT @
© i Bowling Green
Charging Bull _
MTA Bridges & Tunnels (I
/) '
K { ‘ Chipotle Mexican Grifl i{;
[ed [
New York % . [
Korean War @ The Sphere (8} S
. _ Veterans . o - R National Museum of the | = The National Museum
Ami‘::; m;: | ® Memorial ‘t‘% o American Indlan Store ' "B ofthe American...
@
SR TE '{ ! ' New Amsterdam
@ | )’ Plein and Pavilkion
| : | /|
L [, e e _E Cruvale — _2~.,, . . o . . j oo o 0 & .. il B
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NEW YORK STATE LIQUOR AUTHORITY
500 FOOT HEARING REPORT

Serial No.: New CR 1277555

Applicant: Pier A Battery Park Associates, LLC

Trade Name:

Address: 22 Battery Place, New York, NY 10280

Comm. Board / Municipality: Manhauan Community Board No. |
Hearing Date:  April 24, 2014

Calendar No.:  2013-180)

Appearances:

For the Applicant; Mr. Joseph Levey, Esq., Mr. Daniel McDonald and Ms.
Maegan O'Malley appeared on behalf of the Applicant. All were swomn. Ms. Ally
Colvin was present but did not participate. She was not sworn.

For the Community Board / Municipality: No one appeared on behalf of
Manhattan Community Board No. | [IT IS NOTED THAT THE
COMMUNITY BOARD APPPROVED THE ISSUANCE OF THIS
LICENSE SUBJECT TO CERTAIN CONDITIONS AGREED TO BY THE
APPLICANT. (AUTHORITY EXHIBIT NO. 2)

Opposition: Dr. Steven Greer, MD and Mr. Todd Golub appeared in opposition to
the issuance of this license. Both were sworn.

NOTE: DR.GREER'S OPPOSITION IS SET OUT IN METICULOUS DETAIL
IN A WELL WRITTEN AND RESEARCHED MEMORANDUM TO
CHAIRMAN ROSEN. (OPPOSITION EXHIBIT NUMBER 1)

SYNOPSIS:

THE AREA SURROUNDING PIER A AT BATTERY PARK HAS BEEN
“DEAD” FOR A NUMBER OF YEARS. AUTHORITIES IN THE
FEDERAL, STATE AND CITY GOVERNMENTS JOINED IN AN EFFORT
TO REVITALIZE THE AREA. (SEE, EXHIBIT A, OPPOSITION
EXHIBIT NO. 1)

Page | of 6
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NEW YORK STATE LIQUOR AUTHORITY
500 FOOT HEARING REPORT

PIER A IS ON THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLLACES AND
IS ANEW YORK CITY LANDMARK. MR.LEVEY STATED THAT PIER
A IS OF HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE BEING “THE LAST STANDING
ORIGINAL PIER IN NEW YORK CITY.” PART OF THE
REVITALIZATION WAS TO CREATE A VISITORS' CENTER,
MUSEUM, AND EATING AND CATERING ESTABLISHMENTS. WITH
REGARD TO THE CURRENT APPLICATION, PRINCIPALS OF THE
APPLICANT WERE INVITED TO SUBMIT A “REQUEST FOR
PROPOSAL,” WHICH EVENTUALLY RESULTED IN THE
APPLICATION AT ISSUE.

Preliminary Statement

The above-referenced matter is an application for a license to sell liquor,
wine and beer at retail for consumption on premises (an “on-premises” license).
Generally, an application for an on-premises license will be approved by the State
Liquor Authority unless there is good cause to deny the application.' However, for
premises located within 500 feet of three other establishments operating with on-
premises licenses, the Authority may only issue an on-premises license if the
Authority makes an affirmative finding that granting such license would be in the
public interest.? As part of that determination, the Authority must consult with the
municipality in which the establishment is located and conduct a hearing.3

To determine whether granting the license would be in the public interest,
the Authority may consider the following factors: the number of licenses near the
location; whether the necessary permits have been obtained; the effect that granting
the license would have on vechicular traffic and parking near the location; the
existing level of noise at the location and any increase in noise that would be
generated by the premises; and the history of liquor violations and reported
criminal activity at the premises.® The Authority may also consider any other
relevant facts to determine whether the public interest of the community would be
served by granting the license.

' See, e.g., Alcoholic Beverage Control Law § 64(1).

? See Alcoholic Beverage Control Law §§ 64(7)(b) and (f), 64-a(7)(a)(ii) and (d),
64-b(5)(a)(ii) and (c), 64-c(11)(a)(ii) and (c), and 64-d(8)(b) and (e).

*In the City of New York, the municipality is represented by the local Community
Board with jurisdiction over the area where the establishment is Jocated.

* Alcoholic Beverage Control Law § 64(6-a)
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NEW YORK STATE LIQUOR AUTHORITY i
500 FOOT HEARING REPORT ‘

A Hearing was conducted for the above-referenced matter on April 24, 2014,
at the offices of the Authority, 317 Lenox Avenue, New York, NY 10017. Notice
of the Hearing was sent to the applicant and the municipality. In addition, the
Authority’s website includes a calendar of all 500 Foot Hearings. The Hearing was
open to the public.

Proposed Licensed Premises and Arguments in Support of Application

Submitted as part of the hearing record are copies of the 500 Foot Law Statement,
Statement of Area Plan, Method of Operation and Establishment Questionnaire ‘
forms included in the application. A public interest statement is included in the
application. (Authority Exhibit No. 1)

Messrs. Levey and McDonald stated that the issuance of this license is in
the public interest, in part, because principals of the Applicant were specifically
invited by government authorities to submit a proposal for a visitors’ center /
museum / eating / catering establishment / public place at Pier A. This resulted in
numerous meetings with government officials and the Community Board;
eventually culminating in the application for this license. Mr. Levey stated that
principals of the Applicant were approached for their proposal because of their
substantial successful experience in licensed eating and drinking establishments.
(These individuals and the establishments they are licensed in are set out in detail
in Exhibit D of Oppasition Exhibit No. 1)

The premises will have 3 floors. The first floor will provide casual dining
opportunities for the public. The 2" floor will consist of a3 number of white
tablecloth dining rooms with different NYC historical motifs—police department,
fire department, etc. The 3 floor will consist of a catering facility for private
events only. The total capacity of the facility is 1,175. Throughout the facility
there will be a total of 115 tables with 697 seats for patrons. There will be a total
of 5 bars with 161 seats. There will be live and recorded music and a DJ. Dancing
will not be permitted. (IT IS NOTED THAT THE APPLICANT SPECIFICALLY STATED AT
THE HEARING THAT THERE WILL NOT BE ANY SPEAKERS OUTSIDE OF THE
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NEW YORK STATE LIQUOR AUTHORITY
500 FOOT HEARING REPORT

BUILDING, AND THAT IT WILL NOT OPERATE A BEER GARDEN. HOWEVER, THERE
IS NO STIPULATION WITH THE COMMUNITY BOARD TO THIS EFFECT. THE
APPLICANT ALSO INFORMED THE COMMUNITY BOARD THAT IT PLANS TO APPLY
FOR A (NYC) CABARET PERMIT IN THE FUTURE.] There will be outdoor service
surrounding the building and in the front yard / court yard / plaza area. The
Applicant also intends to serve alcohol from 7:00 AM to 4:00 AM daily, for 6
months, at which time it will seek approval from the Community Board for these
hours on a permanent basis.

IT IS NOTED THAT THIS APPLICATION IS FOR A NY STATE CABARET LICENSE
PURSUANT TO ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL LAW, SECTION 64-d. MR. LEVEY
STATED THAT THE APPLICANT DOES NOT INTEND TO OPERATE A NIGHTCLUB AND
DANCING WILL NOT BE PERMITTED. HE STATED THE REASON FOR APPLYING FOR
A NY STATE CABARET LICENSE IS BASED ON THE MAXIMUM OCCUPANCY OF THE
PREMISES, WHICH 1S IN EXCESS OF 600. NOTWITHSTANDING THIS, HOWEVER,
THE APPLICANT INTENDS TO EVENTUALLY APPLY FOR A NY CITY CABARET PERMIT.

Position of the Community Board

The Community Board did not appear at this hearing although it was
properly notified. The Community Board resolved to oppose the issuance of
this license uniess the Applicant agrees to comply with certain conditions. The
Applicant has agreed. (Authority Exhibit No. 2)

Avgument in Opposition to-the Application

Mr. Golub withdrew his opposition based on the Applicant’s assurances that the
outdoor plaza will not be used as a beer garden, and that there will be no music
outdoors.

Dr. Greer stated that he attended numerous public meetings / hearings regarding
this application, including the Community Board hearing that culminated in the
March 25, 2014 Community Board resolution. (Authority Exhibit No. 2) Dr. Greer
stated that although he was at that meeting the Community Board would not let l
him speak. He staied, however, that he submitted a copy of the memorandum,
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NEW YORK STATE LIQUOR AUTHORITY
500 FOOT HEARING REPORT

which is Opposition Exhibit No. 1, to the Community Board for their
consideration.

Dr. Greer is vehemently opposed to the issuance of this license and has expressed
his opposition in a well-researched, written, detailed memorandum to Chairman

| Rosen. (Opposition Exhibit No. 1) Dr. Greer's opposition is based, in part, on
fears, contrary to the Applicant’s assertions, that:

the Applicant will eventually operate “...the largest nightclub
1n all of Manhattan;”

the Applicant will use the outdoor plaza as a beer garden:

the proposed operating hours will be a detriment to the
quality of life for the residents of the area, including traffic
issues.

The remaining concerns of Dr. Greer, including his allegations regarding
impropriety in the regulatory process in this matter, are set out in detail in his
memorandum.

Recommendation

As noted above, the application cannot be approved unless the Authority
finds that issuing the license would be in the public interest.

The applicant has agreed to abide by a number of conditions proposed
by the Community Board to address the municipality’s concerns regarding
the issuance of this license. Those conditions would become part of the
approved method of operation if this license is issued, and the applicant would
be subject to disciplinary action or possiblc non-renewal of the license if it
failed to comply with the approved method of operation. T have considered the
arguments made in opposition to the application. [T IS NOTED IN THIS
REGARD THAT THE FOLLOWING ASSERTIONS OF THE APPLICANT
ARE NOT INCLUDED IN THE CONDITIONS SET BY THE COMMUNITY
BOARD:

Page 5 of 6

m

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 84 of 130



NEW YORK STATE LIQUOR AUTHORITY
500 FOOT HEARING REPORT

. THERE WILL BE NO MUSIC, INCLUDING SPEAKERS,
OUTDOORS;

. THERE WILL BE NO DANCING;

‘ . THERE WILL. BE NO “BEER GARDEN" OUTDOORS

Based on the record before me, | recommend that the application be referred
to the Deputy Commissioner of Licensing for a determination as to whether the
issuance of this license would be in the public interest or whether to refer this
application to the full SLA Board for that determination.

Dated: April 30, 2014, ] 3{

Raymond Di Luglio
Administrative Law Judge

EXHIBITS:
Applicant Exhibit No. 1-—Questionnaire

Authority Exhibit No. l—Application Documents
Authority Exhibit No. 2—Community Board’s Resolution

Opposition Exhibit No. I—Dr. Greer's Memorandum to Chairman Rosen
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Residents opposed to 4:00 AM cabaret liquor license
for the Pier A bar in Battery Park City

to: Dennis Rosen ‘
- Commissioner of The New York State Liquor Authority
317 Lenox Avenue
New York, NY 10027
(518)474-3114
dennis.rosen(@sla.ny.gov

from: Steven E. Greer, MD
Resident of Battery Park City
Founder and CEO of BatteryPark. TV
200 Rector Place, 35F

New York, NY 10280
steve(@batterypark.tv

(212) 945-7252

RE: Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555
April, 24,2014
Dear Commissioner Rosen,

1. Iam writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vote to deny a
catering/restaurant, or cabaret liquor license to Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC
(Serial #1277555). The impact of this establishment will be devastating the to quiet
residential community of Battery Park City (BPC) and its surrounding BPC Parks
Conservancy parks.

2. The restaurant group applying for this liquor license, led by the Poulakakos family and
the Dermot Company, want to open what will be the largest nightclub in all of
Manhattan, with a seating capacity of 1,175, which does not include an outdoor beer
garden. They want this establishment to be open to serve liquor virtually 24 hours a day,
seven days a week, or from 7:00 Am to 4:00 AM (which is 22-hours-a-day) .

3. Such an application would never be considered in nearby Tribeca or BPC where there are
tens of thousands of families living. Baby strollers clog the sidewalks in BPC because it
has become the destination of choice for young families, primarily because of the
multiple schools (PS 89, PS 276, and Stuyvesant High School) and nice parks in the area.

4. If the SLA grants this application, it will be setting a dangerous precedent.
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5. The historic Pier A renovation has a long and sordid history of failure. Finally, after
decades of mismanagement by the New York City Economic Development Corporation
(NYCEDC), the State's BPCA assumed control of the project. All told, well more than
$35 Million of taxpayer dollars has been spent to get Pier A to the state that it is

now, ready for public use. I emphasize "public use' because that has been the mission
all this time.

6. Prior to the BPCA assuming control of Pier A, the New York State Parks department
gave a $3.2 Million grant to the NYCEDC to build a "Visitor Center" at Pier A (see
Exhibit A). The city wound up squandering those funds. An agreement was then made,
that if the BPCA would build the visitor center instead, then the city would not have to
repay the $3.2 Million (see Exhibit B).

7. The Poulakakos team is making a sham of this visitor center. You can see in their
blueprints attached to the liquor application that they intent to merely put some historical
pictures on the wall of Pier A and call this a "visitor center". We have learned that they
will not even allot actual floor space to this so called "Visitor Center". This will be a
clear violation of the agreement the state made, and therefore a misappropriation of
state funds.

8. Another planned use for Pier A considered by the BPCA was to make it the permanent
location for security screening of passengers boarding the Statue of liberty ferry boats.
This process now takes place inside tents in Battery Park. Pier A could still be used for
something related to the Statue of Liberty, which would be a more proper use of state
taxpayer dollars.

9. The Chairman and CEO of the BPCA, Dennis Mehiel, is aware of the Pier A plans and
seems to be comfortable with this bait and switch scam. We urge the State of New York
to investigate this entire matter. Misappropriation of state funds could be about to take
place. Mr. Mehiel is currently under investigation by Homeland Security and New York's
JCOPE (see Exhibit C). We have alerted Governor Cuomo's staffer Howard Glaser and
others.

10. After the BPCA assumed control of Pier A, when it came time for the BPCA to choose an
operator for Pier A, the BPCA did not properly discuss the plans during the open public
meeting. An RFP process was somehow awarded to the Poulakakos family.

11. As a result, the Poulakakos family was given a tremendous gift by the community. They
are now rewarding that community by trying to deceive the Community Board 1 with bait
and switch tactics that resulted in an invalid CB1 vote on a resolution that is virtually
irrelevant to the actual liquor license application.
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The CB1 Questionnaire is inaccurate

12. On February 27th of 2014, the Poulakakos group submitted false statements to the CB1
in the form of a liquor license "questionnaire" (see Exhibit D). They stated that there
were no other establishments with liquor licenses within 500-feet of Pier, which was
false.

13. In the same questionnaire form to CB1, the Poulakakos team wrote the number "zero" to
the answer, "How many residential buildings are there across the street?". In fact, the
Ritz-Carlton condo and hotel is less than 200 feet away, in clear view. It seems unlikely
that this was an innocent mistake.

14. In the same questionnaire form to CB1, it requires a public notice of the CB1 meeting,
There were no announcements or ads placed. There were no meetings with apartment
building boards, to our knowledge. This is crucial, because the March 4th CB1 meeting
was not attended by many people from the community. Less than three people, if that
many, were there for the Pier A matter.

15. In the same questionnaire form to CB1, they misrepresent the capacity as 1,000 people.
In fact, it is 1,175 people in the final SLA application.

Opposition from the community

16. Peter Poulakakos, his father Harry, and his various employees, have made numerous
presentations before the CB1 over the last two years. CB1 members, such as George
Calderaro, Tammy Meltzer, Anthony Notaro, and others, have all expressed concerns
about the Pier A becoming a loud private restaurant rather than a true public space. CB1
member John Fratta has gone further, calling the assignment of Pier A to the Poulakakos
family for a private restaurant and bar, rather than making it an Italian museum, a "slap in
the face to the Italian community.".

17. At no point during the numerous presentations over the years did Peter Poulakakos
mention that he wanted Pier A to be allowed to serve alcohol until 4:00 AM. Only on the
final presentation on March 4th, 2014, were the actual intentions of the Poulakakos
family reveled. Few people in the community knew of these plans, therefore, few people
attended the CB1 meetings. As described above, this was because the meeting was not
publicized well by Poulakakos or the CB1.

Community Board seemed to be complicit

18. This entire CB1 process violated the New York Open Meetings laws. The actual
public meetings of the CB1 were nothing but planned Kabuki Theater orchestrated by
illegal private meetings of the CB1. The BPC subcommittee of CB1 heard the
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presentation by the Poulakakos team on March 4th, 2014. Then, the full CB1 voted on
March 25th to approve the resolution. The outcome of those meetings was largely
influenced by, and predetermined by, the illegal powwows held in private before the open
meetings.

19. Moreover, CB1 members that had stated publicly many times that they opposed Pier A
plans as a bar and docking station for booze cruises suddenly made a 180-degree turn and
became supporters on March 4th. Of note, the timing of the Pier A resolution vote was
days before the decision by the Manhattan Borough President to renew CB1
memberships. CB1 members could very easily have been intimidated to vote for the Pier
A SLA application if they thought that they might not be renewed as CB1 board members
when the April announcement by the Manhattan Borough President was made.

The Community Board resolution is invalid

20. Because of the misleading portrayal of the plans for Pier A by the Poulakakos group, the
CBI resolution (see Exhibit E) supports a project that significantly differs from the
actual Pier A plans. Therefore, the resolution is invalid and should not be construed as
community support.

21. The CB1 resolution makes no mention of Pier A being a dance hall with a cabaret
license, yet the Poulakakos team intends to apply for a cabaret license. The resolution is
only for a catering and banquet hall. Therefore, any future applications for a cabaret
license should be denied entirely..

22. The CBI resolution states that the applicant does not intend to apply for a sidewalk cafe
license. That is misleading since there are no "sidewalks" around the pier that just into the
Hudson River, surrounded by water on three sides. There is, however a very large newly
constructed paved "plaza” to the Northeast of the building. In the liquor application, the
Poulakakos team intendeds to request permission to make this a "beer garden" type area.
Never was there any hint of a "beer garden" or party/catering use of this plaza space.

23. The BPCA is spending more than $5 Million to build this new Pier A "Plaza". Gwen
Dawson of the BPCA has given many exhaustively detailed presentations of the plaza to
CBI1, never with any hint of its use for other than as a pathway for the public to reach the
parks to the south, and the Statue of Liberty cruises. For the Poulakakos team to quietly
try to slip this provision into the application is a "bait and switch" scam.

24. The CB1 resolution states that there are no buildings used exclusively for schools,
churches, synagogues, or other places of worship, within 200 feet of Pier A. That too is
very misleading. A mere 500-feet straight up Battery Place street is the coveted PS 276
school. The Jewish Museum is less than 300-feet from Pier A. Also, the residential Ritz-
Carlton building is less than 200-feet away.
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25. The CBI resolution incorrectly states that there are no other establishments with liquor
licenses within 500-feet of Pier A. This is because Peter Poulakakos proudly stated this
before the March 4th CB1 meeting. However, this is factually incorrect. In the SLA
application completed by Poulakakos, they list six facilities within 500-feet. There are
party boat operators, and three are land based restaurants. I have actually counted more
than that using SLA website data.

26. The only stipulation in the resolution by the CB1 board is that the Poulakakos team will
have to come back to the board in 6-months to be re-approved. This is a toothless
measure. Once the Genie is out of the bottle, it will be very hard for the community to
revoke this liquor license.

The SLA application is replete with inaccuracies

27. Upon inspection of the actual SLA liquor application (see Exhibit F), it too has
concerning requests and inaccuracies. '

28. Again, as with the CB1 resolution, the Poulakakos team states that no church or school is
within 300-feet. As explained above, there is a school and Jewish Museum less than 500-
feet away. We estimate that PS 276 is 528 feet away.

29. The maximum occupancy of 1,175 people, with five different bar areas as long as 60-
feet, will make Pier the largest restaurant and nightclub in the city. To put this in
perspective, large nightclubs in Las Vegas, such as Marquee, only have a 1,000 person
capacity.

30. On question 7, "outdoor areas", they check "other", the Poulakakos team describes the
"plaza" and "courtyard" as places for serving alcohol. That is the $5 Million BPCA-
constructed plaza that was never meant to be a beer garden. This is an outrageous request
by this restaurant team. Tricks like this have eroded trust with the community.

31. On question 7C, "Is the outdoor area divided by any public or private passageway that the
applicant does not have exclusive control?", they checked "No". That is untrue, In fact,
the main thoroughfare for thousands of tourists a day trying to reach the Battery Park
Conservancy and Statue of liberty ferry boats will go right through the plaza that they
want to make a beer garden.

32. In the "Methods of Operation" section, the Poulakakos team does not check off "cabaret"
or "nightclub”, yet they clearly intend to soon apply for those. This is another "bait and
switch" scam. They will ease into the community with 4:00 AM closing time, then with
little public notice, try to get the extra nightclub and cabaret permissions.

33. The applicants want to have live outdoor music. This is a very quiet residential
community with parks. The noise, until 4:00 AM , will be intolerable. BPC residents have
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complained about a variety of noise issues far less serious than live outdoor music. There
are currently no liquor licenses similar to this approved in all of BPC and Tribeca.

Summary

34. Pier A is a Landmark Historic building that was renovated with more than $35 Million of
taxpayer dollars. The plans for decades have always been to make Pier-A a public space
with a "Visitors' Center". The State of New York gave a $4 Million grant with the
express written agreement with the Battery Park City Authority to build a proper visitors'
center. The current plans constitute misappropriation of state funds becuase a
proper visitors' center has not been constructed.

35. Now, the community has learned, by reading SLA applications and CB1 documents, that
the operators of the Pier A facility plan to make it the largest restaurant and nightclub in
the city, complete with a beer garden and outdoor live music. The operators hoped to not
even have a SLA 500-foot meeting, and to have this outrageous 4:00 AM, 22-hours-a-
day, 7-days-a-week, liquor license granted with no one knowing about it.

36. No liquor license remotely like this has ever been granted for an establishment in Battery
Park City or Tribeca, to our knowledge. Schools, museums, and thousands of residential
apartments are all less than 1,000-feet away from Pier A.

37. For the SLA to grant this application, it would set a dangerous precedent.

Relief and Actions

1- I speak for many in the community who were interviewed on April 23rd by CBS 2 local
TV and beg of this SLA Board to reject this entire liquor applications and send it all back to
the Community Board 1 for a proper vote. The current CB1 resolution is invalid.

2- If the SLA declines to take that action, then we beg that it at least restricts to closing hours
to 11:00 PM, and opening times to 10:00 AM, with no live outdoor music.

3- The $5 Million BPCA-constructed "Plaza" adjacent to Pier A should not be allowed to
serve alcohol and become a beer garden.

4- No future applications for nightclub cabaret liquor licenses should be considered.
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From: Barbara Ireland [mailto:Barbaralreland@Iuckymail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 9:24 PM

To: dennis.rosen@sla.ny.gov

Cc: jbodine@manhattanbp.nyc.gov; YKitasei@council.nyc.gov; Avarghese@council.nyc.gov;
EUGENE.SCHATZ@nypd.org; bp@manhattanbp.org; Michael.Smith@sla.ny.gov;
emccabe@ebmccabellc.com; chin@council.nyc.gov

Subject: STOP Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555

TO: Dennis Rosen

Commissioner of The New York State Liquor Authority
317 Lenox Avenue New York, NY 10027

(518) 474-3114

dennis.rosen@sla.ny.gov

FROM: Barbara Ireland
19 year Resident/Owner 300 Rector Place, 4C New York, NY 10280

RE: Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial
#1277555

April, 24,2014
Dear Commissioner Rosen,

I am writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vote to deny a
catering/restaurant, or cabaret liquor license to Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC
(Serial #1277555). The impact of this establishment will be devastating the quiet
residential community of Battery Park City (BPC) and Battery Park and Wagner
Park surrounding parks under the BPC Parks Conservancy since it is going to be a
21 hr. a day nightclub and party boat center in a historical landmark building.

The restaurant group applying for this liquor license, led by the Poulakakos family
and the Dermot Company, want to open what will be the largest nightclub in all of
Manhattan, with a seating capacity of 1,175, which does not include an outdoor beer
garden. “The plaza” is supposed to be public space. They want this establishment to
be open to serve liquor virtually from 7:00 Am to 4:00 AM, 21-hours seven days a
week.

Other restaurants nearby have a license that end at 11am to 12 midnight - Gigino at
Robert F. Wagner, Jr. Park, Ritz Carlton, Inatteso Pizzabar Casano.

BPC has the lowest crime in the city and it has become the destination of choice for
young families, primarily because of the low crime and multiple schools: PS 276,
John V. Lindsay Wildcat Academy Charter School (M707), Richard R. Green High
School of Teaching 09 - 12, SE, Urban Assembly School of Business for Young
Women 09 - 12, SE, Lower Manhattan Community Middle School (M896) 06-08, SE
and daycare centers Battery Park Nursery, Preschool of the Americas, Bright
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Horizons, BPC Montessori, NY Kids Club that use Wagner Park (and the surrounding

BPC parks) on a daily basis..

This will affect The Skyscraper Museum and Museum of Jewish Heritage school trips
and transportation and traffic.

This nightclub and party boat center will change the area and our low home values.
See what other residents say:

uckus to-battery- pgrk-agg[

BPC/Fidi has thousands of families living nearby. You may not realize the number of
residence we have 500 ft. way in the immediate area:
1 West Street 494 Apartments

10 West Street 113 Condo Apartments plus the hotel
20 West Street 280 Apartments

21 West Street 324 Apartment

30 West Street 234 Condo Apartments

50 Battery Place 208 Apartments

70 Battery Place 209 Apartments

70 Little West Street 247 Condo Apartment

2 South End 164 Apartment

21 South End 182 Apartment

Please look at what Greenhouse did to SoHo. Such an application should never have
considered. Your support is needed to decline this application.

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 105 of 130



Begin forwarded message:

From: Marya Triandafellos <mtriandafellos@gmail.com>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 8:18:40 PM EDT

To: "dennis.rosen@sla.ny.gov" <dennis.rosen@sla.ny.gov>
Subject: Pier A License

Dennis Rosen

Commissioner of The New York State Liquor Authority
317 Lenox Avenue

New York, NY 10027

(518)474-3114

dennis.rosen(@sla.ny.gov

Marya Triandafellos
Resident of Battery Park City
70 Battery Place,

New York, NY 10280

RE: Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC,
Serial #1277555

June 2, 2014
Dear Commisstoner Rosen,

[ am writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vote to deny a
catering/restaurant, or cabaret liquor license to Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC
(Serial #1277555). The impact of this establishment will be devastating the to quiet
residential community of Battery Park City (BPC) and it's surrounding BPC Parks
Conservancy parks.

The restaurant group applying for this liquor license, led by the Poulakakos family and
the Dermot Company, want this establishment to serve liquor seven days a week for 21
hours a day, from 7:00 AM to 4:00 AM.

Although the applicants state their facility will not be a nightclub, that is not the point.
The point is that no matter what they call their facility, the behavior of the customer will
be impacted by allowing the consumption of alcohol till 4 am. This is not a neighborhood

 for all night drinking, which results in loud patrons, fights and other unwanted behavior. I
spent 3 years living 2 blocks from a location in the village serving liquor till 4 am and it
really is a problem. I eventually moved because of it.

The applicants also site their "successful" conversion of Stone Street as a reason to grant

this license. I beg to differ. Stone St is more of a business district and I would not want
the loud drinking patrons of Stone St in my neighborhood either.
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If the SLA grants this application, it will be setting a dangerous precedent.

Please either refute this license or have the facility close at 11am and no outdoor liquor.

Sincerely,
Marya Triandafellos
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Flasz, Josegh !ELA)

Subject: FW Peer A liquor license

From: Betty Kay :d \
Sent: Wednesday, Apri! 23, 2014 2:53 PM
To: Rosen, Dennis (SLA)

Subject: Pier A liquor license

Dear Mr. Dennis Rosen,

I am strongly opposed to the late night liquor license being sought for Pier
A in the Battery Park City neighborhood. This quiet neighborhood already has
multiple businesses that have liquor licenses in close proximity to Pier A so there is no
great need for more, especially not such a large one. The area immediately
surrounding Pier A contains PS 276 School (only 500-feet away), the Holocaust
museum and multiple residential buildings; not a location where loud music and
departing drunks would go unnoticed.

If they are granted the liquor license that they request, Pier A will become the largest
nightclub in the city, with occupancy of 1,175 (larger than club Marquee in Las
Vegas). In Las Vegas residential buildings do not surround club Marquee. The
proposed outdoor music will clearly be out of place and disruptive in what otherwise is .
a mostly residential area. To make thing worse, this beer garden with outdoor music to
4 AM will use the $5 Million BPCA-funded outdoor “plaza” and will allow “booze
cruise” party boats to dock and launch from Pier A. This is not the purpose intended
with the residents of BPC paid to restore this historic site.

I respectfully ask you to strongly oppose the granting of a late night liquor license for
Pier A. The voters in BPC will not forget the decision made and those who
support the granting of a liquor license at the expense of the safety and rights of the
immediate residents. We are the taxpayers who renovated Pier A so it could be a
historically significant place for all to enjoy not just the customers of a large ill-placed
private nightclub.

Respectfully,

Neil and Betty Kay

2 River Terrace, 18E
New York, NY 10282
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Flasz, Josegh (SLA)

Subject: FW.

From: Chnistine

Sent: Wednesday, Apnl 23, 2014 5:16 PM

To: Rosen, Dennis (SLA); Smith, Michael (SLA)
Subject:

To The New York State Liquor Authonty
Re Cabaret Liquor License Application Number 1277555 - Battery Park City Pler A

 am an 8-year resident of Battery Park City and wrte to oppose the appiication of Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC,

Senal Number 1277555 for the issuance of a cabaret iquor licensa, and associated licenses for additional bars, under

New York ABC Law Section 64-d The application seeks a license or the service of aicohol at a location in Battery Park

City commonly known as Pier A, from the hours of 7 00am through 4 00am

lssuance of the License Would Violate the 500 Foot Ruls

Because there appear 10 be at least three existing licansed and operaling premisas within 500 feet of the proposed Iiquor-

serving estabishmant at Pier A, no cabaret icanse is permitted to be 1ssued to Pier A, without exception See New York

:ac Law Section 84-d (8)(d) (the "S00 Foot Rulg) The cabaret license sought by Pier A should, therafore, be summarily
ened

issuance of the Licenss Would Nat Promote the Public interest

Alhtough considaration of the public interest is not warranted because the requested license shouki be denied under

Section 64-0(8)(d), ¢ the Authority were lo determine that the 500 Foot Rule did not apply, it wouid have to consider

whaether the hcense would promote the public interest. The public interest would not be served by the ssuance of a

cabaret license to Pier A permitting it to serve aicohol for 21 hours a day

in coconsider the public iterest, under New York ABC Law Section 64-d (7), the Authonty must consider all of the

following factors in determining whether pubkc convenience and advantage and the public interest wili be promoted by the

granting of a license pursuant o this sechon

(a) the number, classas and character of licensas in proximity to the location and in the particular municipaliy or
subdivision thereof,

(b) evidence that apphicants have sacured all necessary licanses and permits from the state and all other goveming
bodes,

(c) the effect that the granting of the ficense will have on vehicular traffic and parking in the proximity of the location,

(d) the existing noise level at the location and any increase in noise level that would be generated by the proposed
premises,

(o) the history of liquor violations and reported cnminal activity at the proposed premises, and

{N any other factors specrfied by law or regulation that are relevant to determme the public convenience or adventage and
necessary to find that the granting of such iicense shall be in the public interest

Battery Park City 18 a quiet residental neighborhood The area in which Pisr A is located I1s surrounded by several
residential towers and bulldings, as well as elementary schooi PS 276 The operation of an establishment that serves
hquor 21 hours a day will undoubtedtly have a negatve effect on the neighborhood

The increase in noise levels n the neghborhood dunng hours of the day and night when no other establishment in the
area is sefving alcohol 15 unreasonable and will not serve the pubiic interest Nor does the operation of & cabaret bar in
the vicinity of a schoo! dunng school hours promote the pubblic iInterast Although local restaurants such as Inatesso and
Gigino aiso serve alcoho! dunng school hours, therr capacity does not approach the proposed capacity of Pier A, @ multi
level establishment that 8 seeking iicenses for not one, but five bars

The noise of music and infoxicated patrons emanating from the faciity, and the noise of intoxicated patrons spilling nto
the streets at all hours of the night will not promote the pubiic interest The increasaed traffic as the volume of taxis and
livery cabs increase to farry intoxicated patrons out of the area wilt similarly not promote the public interest To the
contrary, such factors wiil have a negative effect on the quality of ife of residents

In sum, the requested liquor license should be summanily denied because issuance of the kcense will violate the 500 Foot
Rule Moreover, even if the 500 Foot Ruie did not apply, issuance of the requested license will not promote the public
interest and shouid, therafore, be denied on that basis

Very truly yours,
Chnstine Tramontano
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Flasz, Josegh SSI.A!

Subject: FW Opposttion to Pier A Liquor License

From: Marya Triandafellos [mailto;

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 8:07 AM

To: Rosen, Dennis (SLA)

Subject: Opposition to Pier A Liquor License

to: Dennis Rosen

Commissioner of The New York State Liquor Authority
317 Lenox Avenue

New York, NY 10027

(518) 474-3114

dennis.rosen(@sla.ny.gov

from: Marya Triandafellos

Resident of Battery Park City

70 Battery Place

New York, NY 10280

RE: Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555

April, 24, 2014

Dear Commissioner Rosen,

1 am writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vote to deny a catering/restaurant, or
cabaret liquor license to Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC (Serial #1277555) The impact of this
establishment will be devastating the to quiet residential community of Battery Park City (BPC) and it’s
surrounding BPC Parks Conservancy parks.

The restaurant group applying for this liquor license, led by the Poulakakos family and the Dermot Company,
want to open what will be the largest nightclub in all of Manhattan, with a sexting capscity of 1,175, which

does not include an outdoor beer garden. They want this establishment to be open to serve liquor virtually 24
hours a day, seven days a week, or from 7:00 Am to 4.00 AM, 21-hours.
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Such an application would never be considered in nearby Tribeca or BPC where there are tens of thousands of
families living. Baby strollers clog the sidewalks in BPC because it has become the destination of choice for
young families, primarily because of the multiple schools (PS 89, PS 276, and Stuyvesant High School) and
nice parks in the area

If the SLA grants this application, it will be setting a dangerous precedent.

In addition, 1t is clear that there have been deceptive practice and possibly illegal activity in regard to this
agregment. My understanding of the use of the structure, was to retain some of the original historic value of the
structure.

I do not believe this facility should be used as & nightclub, catering hall or related structure and should be
denied a liquor license, unless to be used for a "normal" restaurant closing by 11am. And absolutely no docking
of tour boats.

Thank you for your consideration.

Marya Triandafellos
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to. Dennis Rosen

Commussioner of The New York State Liquor Authority
317 Lenox Avenue

New York, NY 10027

(518) 474-3114

dennis.rosen@sla ny gov

trom: Rebecca & Chris Matchett

Resident of Battery Park City \
30 West Street

New York, NY 10004

RE. Liquor hicense application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555 .
April, 24, 2014

Dear Commissioner Rosen,

I am writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vote to denya
catering/restaurant, or cabaret liquor license to Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC (Serial
#1277555). The impact of this establishment will be devastating to the quiet residential community
of Battery Park City (BPC) and its surrounding BPC Parks Conservancy parks.

We have learned that the restaurant group applying for this liquor license, led by the Poulakakos
family and the Dermot Company, want to open what will be the largest nightclub in all of
Manhattan, with a seating capacity of 1,175, which does not include an outdoor beer garden.
They want this establishment to be open to serve liquor virtually 24 hours a day, seven days a week, or
from 7:00 Am to 4:00 AM, 21-hours.

Such an application would never be considered in nearby Tribeca or BPC where there are tens of
thousands of families living. Baby strollers clog the sidewalks in BPC because it has become the
destination of choice for young families, primarily because of the multiple schools (PS 89, PS 276, and
Stuyvesant High School) and nice parks in the area.

If the SLA grants this application, it will be setting a dangerous precedent.
We understand the need for a liquor license in order to run a successful business but ask that it be

under the same restrictions that other area businesses follow such at the Ritz Carlton Hotel and
Inatteso restaurant.

Many thank,

Rebecca & Chris Matchett
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Flasz, Josegh (SLA)

From: O'Bnen, Kern (SLA)

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 259 PM

Cc: Flasz, Joseph (SLA)

Subject: FW Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Senial #1277555
Attachments: PastedGraphic-3 tiff

Forscanmirg pls

Kerr } O'Brien

Deputy Commussioner

hew Yark State Liquor Authonity
&0 Sauth Swan Street, Suite 900
Albgny, New York 12210

tmail Kerrt O'Brien@sia ny gov
Telephone 518 474 3114

From: Rosen, Dennis (SLA)

Sent: Thursday, Apnil 24, 2014 2 30 PM

To: O'Brien, Kern (SLA)

Subject: Fw: Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555

From: George | Nassef Jr <gnassef@yahog com>

Sent: Thursday, Apni 24, 2014 2 08-30 PM

To: Rosen, Dennis (SLA)

Cc: Brooke Landau Landau

Subject: RE. Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555

from Mr & Mrs George Nassef
Condo unit owners 1n Battery Park City at 30 West St Adjacent to the reference apphcant's property

New York, NY 10004

RE Liguor heense application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555

Apnl, 24,2014

Dear Commussioner Rosen,

We are writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vote to deny a catering/restaurant, or cabaret liquor
license to Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC (Serial #1277555) The impact of this establishment will be devastating the to
quiet residential community of Battery Park City (BPC) and it’s surrounding BPC Parks Conservancy parks

The restaurant group applying for this liquor license, led by the Poulakakos famsly and the Dermot Company, want to open
what will be the largest nightclub 1n all of Manhattan, with & seating capacity of 1,175, which does not include an outdoor

1
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becr garden They want this establishment to be open to serve liquor virtually 24 hours a day, seven days a week, or from 7 (0
Amt 400 AM 21-hours

Such an apphication would never be considered in nearby Tribeca or BPC where there are tens of thousands of famihies hving
Baby strollers clog the sidewdlks in BPC because 1t has become the destination of choce for young families, primanly because
of the multiple schools (PS 89, PS 276, and Stuyvesant High School) and nice parks in the area

If the SLA grants this application, 1t will be setting a dangerous precedent

When we purchased in BPC, we were told that the developer would be opening nice restaurants and the limited chorces
for nice places to eat aur in BPC would be solved. This is not what we envisioned.

We recommend that an indgor-only liquor license be granted ONLY jf this is a family restaurapt which fits in with the

family-orjented development of BPC and the FiDj area, Certainly NO outside music, boats or booze cruises, or beer
swilling tourists walking around a beer garden,

George & Brooke Nassef
New Yok, NY
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Flasz, Joseeh (SLA) ———————————

From: O'Brien, Kerrt (SLA)

Sent: Thursday, Apri 24, 2014 4 07 PM
To: Flasz, Joseph (SLA)

Subject: FW Pier A night club

Importance: High

for stanmng pls

Kerri) O'Brien

Ceputy Commissioner

New York State Liquor Authority
€0 South Swan Street, Suite 900
Albany, New York 12210

Email Kernn O'Brien@sta ny gov
telephone 518474 3114

From: Rosen, Dennis (SLA)

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Q'Brten, Kern (SLA)

Subject: FW: Pier A night club
Importance: High

Dennls Rosen

Chairman

NYS Liquor Authority

80 South Swan Street, Suite 900
Albany, NY 12210

(518) 473-6559
Dennis.Rosen@sia.ny.gov

From: Esther Malamud [mailto-eamajamud@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 2:52 PM

To: Rosen, Denmis (SLA)
Subject: Pier A night club

Importance: High

Mr Rosen,

There 15 no way a nightclub should be operating in a residential neighborhood overflowing with young children | live
directly across the street from Pier A and whenever there is any type of concert going on outside during the summer,
the noise ts deafening and easily reaches up to my apartment on the 28ith floor

| was always told that an upscale restaurant was to be part of Pier A Not a beer garden or worse night club!!

This 1s unbelievable. and shouid not be approved. | would like to know how it got this far!!

1
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My husband and | were one of the first families to move ta Battery Park after 9/11 to try to help revive it with our two
young children People live here because 1t is safe for their children

t want to know what you are going to do about this
Awaiting your reply
Sincerely,

Esther Malamud
Ritz Carlton Battery Park
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Flasz, Joseeh (SLA)

Subject: FW Liquor license apphcation by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Senal #1277555

From: Rosen, Dennis (SLA)

Sent: Friday, Apni 25, 2014 6.47 AM

To: O'Bren, Kerri (SLA)

Subject: FW- Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Senal #1277555

Dennis Rosen

Chairman

NYS Liquor Authority

80 South Swan Street, Suite 900
Albany, NY 12210

(518) 473-6559
! Dennis.Rosen@sla.ny.qoy

Fram: Trang Carola [mailto trangcarola@gmail com]
Sent: Thursday, Aprll 24, 2014 9.21 PM

To: Rosen, Dennis (SLA)
Subject: Liquor icense application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Sertal #1277555

to: Dennis Rosen
Commussioner of The New York State Liquor Authority

317 Lenox Avenue |
New York, NY 10027

(518) 474-3114

Jennis tosenfe sla ny gos

from: Trang Carola
Resident of Battery Park City

21 West Street, Apt 8n

New York, NY 10006
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RE Liquor hicense application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555
April. 24, 2014
Dear Commissioner Rosen,

1 am writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vote to deny a
catering/restaurant. or cabaret liquor license to Pier A Battery Park Associates LLLC

(Senal #1277555). The impact of this establishment will be devastating the to quiet residential
commumty of Battery Park City (BPC) and it's surrounding BPC Parks Conseriancy parks

T he restaurant group applying for this liquor license, led by the Poulakakos family and the Dermot
Company . want to open what will be the largest nightclub in all of Manhattan, with a seating
capacity of 1,175, which does not include an outdoor beer garden. They want this estabhishment tc
be open to serve hiquor virtually 24 hours a day, seven days a week, or from 700 Am to 4 00 AM, 21-
hours

Such an application would never be considered in nearby Tribeca or BPC where there are tens of
thousands of families living Baby strollers clog the sidewalks in BPC because it has become the
destmation of choice for young families, primanly because of the multiple schools (PS 89, PS 276, and
Stuyvesant High School) and nice parks in the area

Please do not grant the requested liquor ficense - if the SLA grants this application, it will be setting a
dangerous precedent.

Best

Trang Carola
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Flasz, Joseeh (SI.A!

Subject: FW Neighbor concerned about Pier A plan

Dear Mr. Rosen,

As aresident and property owner 1n Battery Park City, | was incensed to read just this week that the
Community Board 1 Battery Park City Committee had 1ssued a unanimous resolution endorsing the hquor
license for Pier A with absclutely no restrictions. Thus giving Pier A the ability to serve alcohol from 7 AM - 4
AM (21 hours a day) 7 days a week.

The CBI Resolution absolutely does not reflect the wishes of the commumity and if passed this will negatively
affect Battery Park City with an increase in crime, pollution, noise and traffic that a 2] hour a day open
bar/music venue would create

I'herefore, we are asking the SLA to impose the following stipulations, upfront, something that should have
been done by CB1

»  Reduce hours of operation (close at 11 PM Sunday through Thursday; close at, close at | AM Friday and
Saturday)

o No outdoor music permtted.

» No alcohol to be served i the beer garden/public space which 1s directly 1n front and around the Pier A
cntrance

o Provide a detailed plan to the community addressing how they are going to deal with traffic problems n an
already dangerous traffic area?

thereof) of the CB 1 Resolution, which misrepresented key facts

e Misrepresentation - Cb) resolution stated no other establishments within 500 f#t

‘ We request that State Liquor A i valuate the Pier A hguor hicense based on validity (or lack

! e “Thc plaza” area in front of the Pier A entrance is supposed to be public space, per an agreement with the
BPCA. Pier A should not be allowed to serve iquor there

s CBI approved a resolution for Catering/restaurant license not cabaret According to SLA website, Pier A
Group applied for (5) cabaret licenses They also stated they intend to apply for a cabaret hicense.

s Majonty of the resolution template was left blank, leaving the most important questions all unanswered
How can that be considered a vahd resolution?
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o Ifthis s truly for a restaurant/catering hall for wedding and parties they do not need a 4 AM closing 7 days
a week? The reduced hours, we had mentioned above would be more than significant to ensure Pier A’s
success.

We request that the State Liquor Authority change the hours of operation as those outlined in the
Commugity Board | resolution are not appropriate given the residential and family neighborhogd and would
negatively affect the families and residents 1n Battery Park City.

¢ Serving liquor with outdoor hive and DJ music from (7 AM - 4 AM) 21 hours a day, 7 days a week 15 not
appropnate for a residential neighborhood. In fact, 1t 1s not appropriate for any neighborhood.

e Southem Battery Park City 1s almost exclusively residential  a community filled with families and
children who frequent the park on a daily basis

» Sigmficant number of schools and daycare centers in the iImmedsate area There is PS 276 a local K-8 very
close by as well as ( 6 ) schools and daycare centers that use Wagner Park (and the surrounding BPC parks) on a

daily basis Battery Park Nursery, Preschool of the Amencas, Bright Horizons, BPC Montessori, NY Kids
Club, PS 276, PS 89, Stuyvesant High School just to name a few

Traffic Problems, Crime & Pollution

o Southern Battery Park City has very little by way of public transportation, sv most people going to Pier A
Harbor House will be armiving via taxi, black car, or tourtst bus. This will cause a dramatic increase in traffic 2|
hours a day

o lounst buses are already parked illegally in front of that site  This problem will be exacerbated by multiple
tourist buses coming down for the cruises, parties and concerts taking place on at Pier A.

e There 1s already a sigmficant traffic problem right in front of ps 276 which resulted 1n the crossing guard

being hit on 2 separate occasions, while escorting school children across Battery Place Pier A operating 21
hours a day will increase an already very dangerous situation

Thank you for considenng my request.
Sincerely,

Robert Gniffin (resident and owner)
30 West Street

New York, NY 10004
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Flasz, Joseph (SLA)

Supr

Subject: FW DENY Liquor license application by Pier A Battery Park Assoctates LLC, Senal #
1277555

From: Brien [mailto bwassner@gmail com]
Sent: Saturday, Apnl 26, 2014 1:33 AM

To: Rosen, Denms (SLA)
Subject: DENY Liquor license appiication by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Senial #1277555

from: (your name)
Resident of Battery Park City

70 httle west street

New York, NY 10004

RE: Liquor license application by Picr A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555
Apnl, 24,2014

Dear Commissioner Rosen,

| am writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vote to deny a catering/restaurant, or
cabaret hquor license to Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC (Serial #1277555) The impact of ths
establishment will be devastating the to quiet residential commumity of Battery Park City (BPC) and 1t’s
surrounding BPC Parks Conservancy parks -

L he restaurant group applying for this liquor license, led by the Poulakakos family and the Dermot Company,
want {o open what will be the largest nightclub in all of Maahattan, with a seating capacity of 1,175, which
does not include an outdoor beer garden They want this establishment to be open 1o serve hquor virtually 24
hours a day, seven days a week, or from 7:00 Am 10 4.00 AM, 21-hours

Such an application would never be considered in nearby Tnbeca or BPC where therc are tens of thousands of
famihes hving Baby strollers clog the sidewalks 1n BPC because it has become the destination of choice for
young families, primanly becausc of the multiple schools (PS 89, PS 276, and Stuyvesant High School) and
nice parks in the area.

If the SLA grants this apphcation, it will be setting a darigerous precedent and destroying the neighborhood

1 am offended that this could even be a consideration ir onc of the most family oriented areas 1n the city. Wath
a kindergarien and middle school less than a bluck away and mostly residential buildings surrounding the
pier 1 would be nervous for the safety of my family

1 am against anything being open in a club our lounge structure It would be terrible for the children and the
neighborhood | would go so far as to say no liquor license at all if that was even a consideration I his would
damage the entire purpose of battery park city
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Sincerely, extremely concemed resident and father of small children

Brien Wassner

Supreme Court Records OnLine Library - page 122 of 130




Y

Flasz, JoseEh (SLA) :

From: Rosen, Denrus (SLA)

Sent: Saturday, Apnil 26, 2014 743 PM
To: O'Brien, Kerrt (SLA)

Subject: Fw Pier A - Battery Park

From: Mary Moringiello <mary verba@gmait com>
Sent: Saturday, April 26, 2014 7 17°41 PM

To: Rosen, Dennis (SLA)

Subject: Pier A - Battery Park

from: Mary and Gerard Moringiello
Resident of Battery Park City

~0 Little West Street,

New Yorh, NY 10004

Rt. Liquor heense application by Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC, Serial #1277555
Aprl 26 2014

Dear Commissioner Rosen,

| am writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vote to deny a
catening/restaurant, or cabaret iquor license to Pier A Battery Park Associates LLC

(Sertal #1277555). The impact of this establishment will be devastating the to quiet residential
commumty of Battery Park City (BPC) and it's surrounding BPC Parks Conservancy parks

I'he restaurant group applying for this hiquor license, led by the Poulakakos family and the Dermot
Company, want to open what will be the largest nightclub in all of Manhattan, with a seating
capacity of 1,175, which does not include an outdoor beer garden ‘I'hey want this estabhshment to
be open to senve liquor virtually 24 hours a day, seven days a week, or from 7:00 Am to 4°00 AM, 21-
hours :

Such an application would never be considered in nearby Tribeca or BPC where there are tens of
thousands of families living Baby strollers clog the sidewalks in BPC because 1t has hecome the
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destination of choice for young families, pnimarily because of the multiple schools (PS 89, PS 276. and
Stuwvesant High School) and nice parks 1n the area.

If the SLA grants this application, it will be setting a dangerous precedent.

As histony shows, all of these large clubs are breeding grounds for crime, drugs and murder, which
will render Pier A dormant for another 25 years We strongly oppose these liquor applications

Thank you.
Smceerely,

Mary and Gerard Moringello
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fo: Dennis Rossn

Commiasioner of The New York Stats Liquor Authority

317 Lantx Avenus
New York, NY 10027
(518) 474-3114 ‘ RECEIVED
NYS Uquor Authority
deoninenn R ale ov.aoy
MAY 05 2014
Albany, vy
Man's Office
Resident of Battery Park Clty

B West st Arpt 12

Now York, NY 10004

RE. Liquor icones appiication by Pler A Batiery Park Associaies LLC, Senal #277555
Apri, 24, 2014

Dear Commissioner Rosen,

1.am writing to ask that the New York State Liquor Authority (SLA) vots to deny 8 catering/reetaurart, or cabaret Aquor iconse to
Pter A Battory Park Associaios LLC (Serial #1277585) The impact of this establishment will be devastating the fo quast
residentiai community of Batiery Park Clty (BPC) and I's surmounding BPC Parks Conssrvancy parks

The rectaurant group applying for this Sguor iicenss, lad by the Poulakakos family and the Dermat Company, wart ©

, , open what
will be the largest nightolub in all of Manhsitan, whh a sasting capeclty of 1,178, which doss not inclide an autdoor baer
m:ymm%nummmmmmm;m.mmam of from 700 Am to

Such an application would never be considanad in nearby Trbeca or BPC whare thers are tens of thousands of tamilles iMng.
Baby stroliers clog the sidewalks in BPC bacause X has become the destination of choice for young tamiles, primarily bacause of
the multiple schoois (PS 88, PS 278, snd Stuyvesant High School) and nice perks in the area.

¥ the SLA grauws this application, & will bo setting a dangerous precadent.

%u./s S\ﬂu/‘.kb
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w: Dencie Rossn
Commessioner of The New York State Liquor Authorlty
317 Lanax Avenus

Now York, NY 10027

(518 4743114

dennisrosentsie.0v,.Q0v

Reeident of Batiery Park Clty
DWW St fgt- \3F

Now York, NY 10004

RE: Liquor licsnss applicabon by Pier A Batiery Park Associstes LLC, Senal #1277555

Aprl, 24, 2014

Dear Commicaionar Rosen,

RECEIVED
NYS Liquor Authority

MAY 0§ 2014

Albany, NY
Chalrman's Office

tam writhng 1o ask that the New York Stade Liquor Authority (SLA) wote to dery a catering/restaurant, or cabaset iquor icense
Plor A Battery Park Associatos LLC (Serial #1277888). The impact of ths establishment will be devasiating the 10 quist
residential community of Battery Park City (BPC) and it's susrounding BPC Paris Conservancy parks.

mmmmuumm.wwhmmmumw.mnmm
will be the largest nightalub in alf of Manhattan, with & seating capsclty of 1,178, which does not include an outdoor beer
garden. They want this astabllshvnent to be open to serve liquor virtually 24 hours a day, seven days a weak, or from 7-00 Am 1o

4:00 AM, 21-hours.

&mMMMWNMhWTMUE’CmmmMGMGmm
Baby stroflers clog the sidewalks in BPC because t has becoms the destination of cholce for young familes, primasfly becauss of

the muitiple schools (PS 89, PS 278, and Stuyvesant High School) and nice parks in the srea.

nhsummmm,nﬂum.mm

Youws Sacenety
Crdhortan

‘ Scovr wHART O
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Subject: FW. Pier A
Attachments: PierA.docx
From: Elizabeth McCarthy [majitn:elizabethomocs
Sant: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 12:10 PM

T0: Rosen, Dennis (SLA)

Subject: Pler A

Mr Rogen,

Please find attached a letter regarding the application for Pier A in lower Manhatian | am thniled that something is baing
done with that pler afier al these years, but very disturbed by cartan aspects of the process and the application itseif |
do not feel there has been sufficient information given to home owners in this area  The hours of operation, noise, traffic,
and precise usage are ali troubling, and the application does not address most of these issues

| appreciate your attention to this matter,
Elizabath McCarthy
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May 13, 2014

Mr. Dennis Rosen

Commissioner, New York State Liquor Authority
317 Lenox Avenue

New York, NY 10027

Sent VIA EMAIL

Dennis.rosen®sla.ny.gov

Dear Mr, Rosen,

As a resident and property owner in Battery Park City, | was surprised to learn that the Community Board
1 Battery Park City Committee had Issued a unanimous resolution endorsing the liquor licanse for Pier A
with absolutely no restrictions. Thus giving Pier A the ability to serve aicohol from 7 AM -4 AM (21
hours a day) 7 days a week. Since | can see Pier A from my window and hear every booze crulse that
goes by on the river, | assure you that this area Is not, "in the middle of nowhere,” as one official
suggested.

The CB1 Resolution absolutely does not reflect the wishes of the community and if passed this will
negatively affect Battery Park City with an increase in erime, potlution, noise and traffic that a 21 houra
day open bar/music venue would create.

.'l"ll‘ . : p B
hav n do! 81.

o Reduce hours of operation (close at 11 PM Sunday through Thursday; close at, close at 1 AM
Friday and Saturday)

s Provide a detalled pian to the community addressing how they are going to deal with traffic
problems in an already dangerous traffic area?

e Provide details about noise mitigation, which were omitted from the application.

¢ Misrepresentation - Cb1 resolution stated no other establishments within S00 ft.

e “The plaza® area in front of the Pier A entrance is supposed to be public space, per an
agreement with the BPCA. Pier A shouid not be allowad to serve iiguor there,

¢ (Bl approved a resolution for Catering/restaurant ilcense not cabaret, According to SLA

website, Pier A Group applied for (5) cabaret licenses. They also stated they intend to apply for
a cabaret license.
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s Majority of the resolution template was left blank; leaving the most important questions all
unanswered. How can that be considered a valid resolution?

o if this is truly for a restaurant/catering hall for wedding and parties they do not need 3 4 AM
closing 7 days a week? The reduced hours, we had mentioned above would be more than
significant to ensure Pier A’s Success.

o Serving liguor with outdoor live and D) music from (7 AM - 4 AM) 21 hours a day, 7 days a week
is not appropriate for a residential neighborhood. In fact, it is not appropriate for any
neighborhood.

¢ Southern Battery Park City is almost exclusively residentlal - a community filled with families
and children who frequent the park on a daily basls.

o Significant number of schools and daycare centers in the immediate area. There Is PS 276 a local
K-8 very close by as well as ( 6 ) schools and daycare centers that use Wagner Park (and the
surrounding BPC parks) on a daily basis. Battery Park Nursery, Preschool of the Americas, Bright
Horizons, BPC Montessori, NY Kids Ciub, PS 276, PS 89, Stuyvesant High School Just to name 3
few.

Xraffic Problems, Crime & Pollution ‘

o Southern Battery Park City has very little by way of public transportation, so most people going |
' to Pier A Harbor House will be arriving via taxi, black car, or tourlst bus. This will cause a
dramatic increase in traffic 21 hours a day.

o Tourist buses are already parked illegally in front of that site. This problem will be exacerbated
by muitiple tourist buses coming down for the cruises, parties and concerts taking place on at
Pier A.

e There s aiready a significant traffic problem right in front of ps 276 which resuited in the
crossing guard being hit on 2 separate occasions, while escorting school children across Battery
Place. Pier A operating 21 hours a day will increase an already very dangerous situation.

Thank you for considering my request.

Sincereiy,

Elizabeth McCarthy

200 Rector Piace, 20

New York, NY 10280
elizabethomccarthy@®yahoo.com
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Sir/Madam: '
‘ Please take notice that the within is a {certified) true copy of a

duly entered in the office of the clerk of

the within named court on the ____ day of Mmt)2014 ,

Yours, etc.

Dated:
Attorney for:__Steven Greer, pro se Petitioner /
- Respondent
200 Rector Place, 35F Ofﬂczoan; gost
New York, New York 10280 Office Address

l To: '
Attorney(s) for

FRALRI AR TR RERR i‘lﬂ*NOT‘CE OF SETTLEMEN Tii AXERRAA RSO XRIN
Sir/iMadam:

Please take notice that an

» f which the within is a true copy will be presented for settiement

0 the Hon, , one of the Justices
ri the within named court at : , of

; at___ AM/PM
Dated: Yours, etc
Petitioner

© !
.Kttorney(s) for
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Steven Greer

- against -

The NY State Liquor An
’ |
Dennis Rosen, Jeanique

Pier A Battery Park Ass

To the best of my knowledg
formed after an inquliry reasonable
the presentation of these papers ant
are not frivolous as defined in subse

of the Rules of t%t
Signh Name: __ < / .
Print Name: 5%@/” é
Address: 100 []Q ec ‘//Q|
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Telephone

Service of a copy of the within is

Dated:
Attorney for




