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With this issue, the SHADOW is officially one year old!!
We came about mostly as a result of the distorted news
reports of the mainstream media on the August 1988 Pig
Riot in Tompkins Square Park, and because the Lower East
Side had no real alternative and counter-cultural voice
since the early 1970's to tell what was really going on.
So, in the same vain as the underground newspapers East
Village Other (EVO) and the R.A.T., we set out to do just
that.

In the past year, we've been learning a lot as we've been
reporting on local news. We were just learning what role
certain Community Board 3 members played in the Pig Riot;
we have learned about how many "community" housing groups
claim to speak for everyone else while fighting each
other for the all-mighty Federal Housing Dollar; we've
also learned of the Grand Master Plan for the Lower East
Side as we are seeing the pieces being fitted into place
by the city and real estate interests. This was the real
purpose of the Riot and the subsequent arsons, evictions
and demolitions near the park.

We're looking at our second year with a mixture of high
hopes that things will get better on the Lower East Side
and some suspicions that we can expect more of the same
shit we got last year from the city and their thugs in
blue. By now, the people of the LES see things very
clearly, thanks to the Pig Riot, and they should be ready
to act to protect their neighborhood as the new
administration gears up its real-estate development
machine.

Already, part of the park has been destroyed in the name
of "renovations" and there are murmers coming from
Community Board 3 (no doubt from the same members who
caused the Riot) about re-instating the 12:00 curfew in
the park. Remember, the curfew was one of the factors
that led to the Pig Riot in the first place!! The new
shit rag on the street, "lower east side news", is
attempting to sell this bullshit idea to the public
through a series of articles by a "writer" who has ties
with questionable political groups in the area. At the
same time, the "newspaper" of the Joint Planning Council
(JPC), the "People's Press", and the "housing" group
Cooper Square Committee have been issuing edicts that
condemn homeless people's demonstrations and housing
actions, as well as political activists, while at the
same time urging them to "join" their efforts. JPC
president Val Orselli recently told the main organizer of
the Tent City homeless group that they should squat in
privately-owned buildings because the city-owned
buildings are reserved for JPC's groups. Of course, he
knows that people who squat privately-owned buildings get
arrested for "criminal trespassing", while squatters of
city-owned buildings have never been arrested for
"trespassing"!|!

So, it looks like the stage has been set for another
interesting summer. No matter what happens in the months
to come, the SHADOW will continue to root out the truth
and uncover corruption and present it to our readers.
Unlike some rags, we have no secret political agendas. As
always, our motto is: INFORMATION IS STRENGTH, KNOWLEDGE
IS POWER!! @
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"I think your newspaper
sucks--and so do you!!"--

TNT PIG ON EAST NINTH STREET
TO SHADOW REPORTER

SHADOW WIPES "lower east side news”
BULLSHIT ARTICLE BY

THEIR ASSHOLE "WRITER"
STEVEN VINCENT:

SIX DIRTY LIES EXPOSED!

(What follows is a point by point response to yet another twisted,
disinformative and inaccurate "article” "written” by Steven Vincent for the
"lower east side news”. This moron spews his distorted bullshit on their
front page as if he was "writing” a news story, but this is his soap box,
from which he spouts the party line for the various nefarious people and
groups he is involved with on the Lower East Side. Meanwhile, he attacks
the homeless victims of city policy and pig brutality, and he attempts to
discredit the political activists trying to do something about it. On top of
that, he claims that the activists "have a hidden political agenda”!!
Somehow, this mindless shithead has been able to get his lies printed by
New York Newsday and In These Times, which until his article, was
considered a fairly accurate progressive national newspaper. Since printing
his shit, both of those papers have received a storm of criticism from people
who know the facts. We at the SHADOW believe that the best way to fight
scum like Steven Vincent is with the facts and lots of exposure, so everyone
will know where he’s coming from!! Every item labelled "FALSE" is
quotted by Steven Vincent in his "article” "From Midnight To Dawn".
Every item labelled "“TRUE" is the truth, which always runs counter to
anything Vincent "writes”!!--Editor)

FALSE:"Every inch of New York's 20,000 acres of park land is regulated
by an 11 PM to dawn curfew — except Tompkins Square Park. But no
community ever voted for this.”

TRUE: On June 15, 1988, when the Parks Committee of Community Board
3 met, according to CB3 member Philip Van Aver, two members of the
Ave. A Block Association - Donna Ellaby and Jeanette Zelhof — brought
up the issue of closing the park. The issue was discussed and rejected...
The issue of a curfew was raised again at the June 28, 1988 general
meeting of CB3, despite the fact that it was not on the agenda, which is
contrary to the procedural rules of CB3. A tape of the meeting had key
sections erased, admittedly by CB3 District Manager Martha Danziger.
CB3 does report the following text for the June 28 motion:

"The matter was discussed in the Parks Committe report and referred to
new business. The Ave. A Block Association requested a letter of support
from CB3 for police presence at Tompkins Park...”

The motion never mentions a "curfew”! Nevertheless, -the vote was 25 to 0
with 4 abstentions, presumably on the above motion (all discussion of which
has been erased). We may never know.

So how would Stephen Vincent or anybody else know, unless Martha
Danziger, the person who erased the tape, knows something that she hasn’t
told anyone except Stephen Vincent?

Besides, how can Vincent say "no community ever voted for” not having a
curfew, as if they had had a say when the city implemented it in all of the
parks only a few years ago? Could it be that Tompkins Square Park’s
curfew has been suspended because the community decided" for themselves
that it should stay open?

(SPECIAL THANKS TO THE SABOTAGE BOOKS CREW FOR THEIR HELP
IN MAKING THIS ISSUE HAPPEN!!)
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FALSE:"The police, meantime, reaffirmed their promise not to disturb the
homeless.”

TRUE: During the course of 1988, the year of the attempted curfew and
infamous police riot, the number of homeless people sleeping in the park
increased to nearly 200 by June. Many were refugees from Washington
Square Park, driven out by a special federal model park "clean-up” in
early "87, coordinated by Mayor Ed Kock with Ed Meese’s Justice Dept. as
part of the so-called War on Drugs. At the same time, George Bush’s
"Arms for Coke"” pipeline was flooding poor neighborhoods in cities like
New York with crack and crack-induced violence.

From Steven Vincent, not a word about genocidal plans against homeless
people — he thinks the police are here to protect him from homeless
people. And you know he’s right.

FALSE:"...elected officials involved [in Tompkins Square Park’s curfew
battle] refuse to acknowledge that the persons [sic] who have sought to
instigate confrontation, both with the Community Board and the police since
at least March 1988, are currently sitting on this [Tompkins Square Park]
Task Force and are the persons [sic] who are dissuading the legitimate
residents of the community from attending the meetings of this task force
and expressing their concerns and desires.”—(from the so-calied minority
report of the TSP Task Force, authored by Krystyna PiorKOWska, a well-
known neighborhood Fascist and landlord.)

TRUE: Krystyna PiorKOWska, who made the above quoted charges,
exposed her true political leanings when at one Task Force meeting she
accused curfew opponents of being "under the shadow of the hammer and
sickle”. In fact, the Task Force was made up of other CB3 members, and
only a handful of neighborhood residents. To present PiorKOWska’s
allegations as fact without first checking them out is typical of Vincent and
the "lower east side news”. In fact, that rag quotes PiorKOWska so often
that one would think she runs the paper!!

FALSE:" Already it was clear that the situation in Tompkins Square Park
was out of control. Induced by Anarchists and radio station WBAI,
hundreds more homeless had poured into the park, along with them wood,
tenting material and other supplies.”—(Vincent on the park during Summer
1989.)

TRUE: Vincent, who had just finished calling homeless supporters
"undemocratic”, accuses WBAI, anarchists, the SHADOW and homeless
supporters of inducing a riotous situation in TSP.

This is clearly a form of twisted right-wing logic commonly called "blaming
the victim”, Tens of thousands of homeless people (half are children) are
forced into shelters and streets. Hundreds of homeless people choose to live
in a world-famous park that gained its notoriety from heroic resistance of
its residents to a brutal police attack aimed at closing the park.

But not one word about the police attack from Vincent, you’d never know
that the community is fighting a war, not against the homeless, but against
fascist gentrifiers and their lackey spokesmen, such as Steven Vincent.

FALSE:"On July 4 a second riot nearly erupted when police half-heartedly
attempted to dismantle "Tent City"” ".

TRUE: It looks like Steven Vincent hasn't been reading his SHADOW back
issues. On July 4, there wasn’t a confrontation between the homeless people
in the park and police. July 4, 1989, was the first Independence Day
following the Supreme Court decision legalizing flag burning. That day a
mob of fascist pro-America skinheads attacked a well-known activist at the
Anarchist Switchboard, putting a 20 stitch gash in his face. Some of the
skinheads, as reported in the Viuage voice, were told by police that
"nobody attacking anarchists would be arrested that day”.

The confrontation Vincent mistakenly placed on the 4th began on the next
day, July Sth., The police admitted they decided to clear the homeless out of
the park because activists defending the homeless would be at a pro-choice
rally in Union Square Park at the same time. The so-called "half-hearted
attempt to dismantle 'Tent City’” by police actually occurred on July 8th.
But Vincent writes as though he heard about what happened fourth or fifth
hand. The police and Parks Dept. Enforcement Patrol repeatedly battled
hundreds of well-disciplined and determined homeless people and their
supporters from the squats and throughout the city,

To tens of thousands of people in this city and many more in the whole
country, the events of July 8, 1989 were a wonderful beacon of hope. And
even more than that, the action was successful and Tent City gave a little
bit of humanity to a tiny number of homeless people.

But Stephen Vincent doesn’t see what Tent City means-—all he sees is his
own bitterness because his side lost. When he says the cops’ attempt was
"half-hearted”, does he mean a "full-hearted” brutal, merciless assault like
August 1988 would have been better?

FALSE:"” "We felt our community leaders were unwilling to address
problems in the park,” explains Sam Turvey, one of the founders of the
[Tompkins Square Park Neighborhood] Coalition.”

TRUE: Sam Turvey (see SHADOW #9) is a founder and spokesperson of
the TSPNA. He's a yuppie lawyer from Queens who lives in a luxury co-op
across from the park, in 131 Avenue B, which once housed low-income
families and elderly poor people. He made his stake with a $50,000 condo at
72-74 East 3rd Street, a building sold for $1.00 to commercial developer
and former Mayoral candidate Henry Hewes. He took his $100,000 profit
from the deal and bought his present Avenue B co-op.

(Other TSPNA spokespeople are Antonio Pagan, who has been questioned in
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In fact, the only "problem~” seen in the park by people like Turvey and
the other minority right-wing gentry scum he has joined with, are the
homeless people that yuppies living across from the park could not avoid
seeing every day from their windows. One of the reasons for paying such
high prices for their yuppie flats was the expectation that Tompkins Square
Park would be included as their backyard. Unfortunately for them, the
people already living here don't want to go along with their plan,
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Stephen Vincent would have done better to carefully study the SHADOW,
at least he might have gotten his dates correct. Vincent's article had no new
information, very few facts of any sort, and a large number of factual
errors that create a pattern of deception, aimed to dehumanize and dismiss
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SPC=HPDI

On February 19, the Joint Planning Council ("JPC"--an umbrella organization
of several local housing groups, including the "Cooper Square Committee") held
its’ widely publicized rally and march to the N.Y.Post with the stated purpose of
protesting the warehousing of apartments by the Kalikow family, which owns
many such buildings, as well as the Post newspaper.

After a short rally outside of the Kalikows’ buildings at the corner of 10th Street
and Avenue B, the marchers, which included many groups outside of the JPC,
such as the Tent City crew from Tompkins Square Park, made their way
downtown to the N.Y.Post with a police escort. Once there, they were coralled
behind police barriers that were set up ahead of time several hundred feet away
from the building entrance. After a series of speakers, including a representative
from Councilwoman Friedlander’s office, everyone clapped and cheered and
then politely made their way home. (Once again, a staged demonstration that
only channelled and re-directed the energy of it’s participants).

This march was, however, unique in that despite many differences, many groups
marched together to express their anger toward a common enemy. The group
from Tent City, which advocates squatting and other forms of direct action to
end homelessness, joined with the "officially recognized" housing groups such as
RAIN/LESAC, and JPC, that have been trying to stop the efforts of squatters in
occupying city-owned buildings (sometimes to the point of using goons to
terrorize squatters in residence).

This was an effort by Tent City to join together instead of competing with JPC
for empty buildings on the Lower East Side, and it seemed to be a good idea
when the Tent City crew was asked to participate in the march. This illusion
was short-lived, however, with the next issue of the JPC's newspaper "People’s
Press". Editor Valerio Orselli attacked the activists working in and around the
park, calling them "self-styled Anarchists", He even criticized them for opposing
the Federally-funded projects slated for La Plaza Cultural (the neighborhood’s
only "People’s Park"), and the site of the ABC Community Center, even though
he knows both projects have been tied to a corruption scandal involving Senator
D’Amato and the Dept.of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), After all
that, he ended the editorial by urging community residents to "Unite and Fight!"
About one week later, the Tent City group, in a continued effort toward building
solidarity, invited Val Orselli to join them in a planned demonstrative "take-
over" of an empty warehoused building at 13 East Third Street. Not only did
Orselli decline, he also appeared at the site as scores of police took positions
along the street to prevent the demonstrators from doing anything. Orselli told
them they should go after some privately-owned buildings instead because his
group had this building, adding that they "should have known better". He even
had his own keys to the lot next door!!

Maybe the Tent City crew should have known better than to trust Orselli and
JPC (which uses its’ position to contain political activism and individual
initiative, for which they seem to be rewarded with vacant and therefore
WAREHOUSED city-owned buildings!!). The Cooper Square Committee
quickly issued a statement condemning Tent City’s demonstration, and urged
people to report squatters (who they alluded to as "intruders") to the police!!
(Now we know who told the cops to be on Third Street for the demo!!).

The actions of Orselliand his group JPC have shown their true intentions. In
their mad frenzy to acquire as many vacant city buildings as possible, they will
do anything, including smiling in the faces of those they oppose while stabbing

"JPC MARCH ON THE N.Y.POST"(2/19):
Ccarol Watson of RAIN/LESAC and CB3 (left),

and Val Orselli of JPC (center), work with cops
to keep demonstrators corralled.

connection with the HUD/D’Amato scandal, and right-wing landlord
Krystyna PiorKOWska.)
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THE REAL. STORY BEHIND THE

"UNION OF THEHOMELESS " .

So there can be no mistake, we want to emphasize that this article is
written with great respect for the sincere and legitimate grassroots people,
formerly of Tompkins Square Park’s Tent City, who are now involved with
the "Union of the Homeless". It is an attempt to pass on the experience of
homeless people with the "Union of the Homeless” in New York City in the
winter of 1986-87.

The first organizing attempt of the National Union of the Homeless in New
York City began in late 1986. Two national organizers leafletted around the
city, staged rallies, and contacted residents of welfare hotels and shelters
and squatters at Shantytown on the Lower East Side. They eventually
formed an organizing committee of several dozen people to plan for the
founding convention of the NYC chapter of the Union of the Homeless.

At this time in NYC, small groups were already getting together in the
shelters and hotels to protest abuses and to demand better living conditions.
Squatters on the L.E.S. were also organizing and effectively stopping illegal
evictions of squats. These groups were unaware of each other. Eventually,
they would have made contact with each other and gotten together on the
basis of their common struggle on the homeless front. (They would have
certainly combined forces for a more effective struggle.) A city wide
independent grassroots network would have naturally formed. Some were
already thinking in this direction.

What happened was that key people in these groups were gathered together
prematurely by the Union of the Homeless before they naturally met
through the enlargement of their struggles. Even so, this was a very
powerful coming together. Those grassroots people in the organizing
committee for the convention felt very strong and hopeful about forming a
citywide organization. The meetings for the convention were very inspiring.
Those of us in the committee felt a lot of solidarity with each other. Most
were from the shelters and hotels. Many of us knew or could figure out
that there was a political group behind the organizing effort. It did not
seem to matter because we felt powerful enough together and it did not
seem that any group would succeed in controlling us.

So, we organized for the founding convention in November 1986. We were
told by the National Union that we had to choose a candidate for President,
Vice-President, and Secretary-Treasurer. These candidates would be
presented as the organizing committee’s recommendation for election at the
convention. Some of us did not see the necessity of officers. The committee
had been working fine without them by discussing everything together.
Some of us thought that having officers might destroy the collective nature
of our work with the officers making the decisions. There was also another
problem. There were going to be 2,000 people at the convention who were
getting together for the first time. Was it right to ask these people to vote
for candidates that they did not even know? In the end, the majority in the
committee agreed to choose our candidates with the hope that the right to
remove officers by re-elections would guarantee grassroots control over the
NYC Chapter of the Union of the Homeless.

The convention was held at Riverside Church. Busses to bring shelter and
hotel residents were provided by several labor unions as well as HRA
(which runs the notorious NYC shelter system). Most people who came did
so with the promise of a free chicken dinner. As they entered the church,
they were registered as members of the NYC Chapter of the Union of the
Homeless. This bothered many of us, but we were swept away by the
powerful energy of a room full of 2,000 homeless people.

The National Union controlled the convention. Just before the election of
officers, we were informed that the National had replaced two of the
committee’s three candidates. Only our presidential candidate, James Bond,
remained on the list. Qur V.P., a Latino male, was replaced by another
Latino male with the excuse that we needed a Latino as one of the officers.
We did not protest this because we also liked the replacement candidate.
Our Secretary-Treasurer, a hard-working guy from the Bellevue shelter, was
replaced by a woman wkom none of us knew and who had not been to any
of the meetings. We were told that we had to have a woman as one of our
candidates. It became apparent that the woman had close ties to the
Communist Labor Party (CLP-the political group behind the Union of the
Homeless). Later, we found out that this office is very important because
the Secretary-Treasurer, not the President, serves on the National
Committee in addition to controlling the money. We had serious misgivings,
but in our enthusiasm for the convention, little protest was raised. These
three candidates were elected at the convention by people who knew nothing
about them.

The National President, Chris Sprowl,gave a great speech, saying "this is
your union”. There was an open microphone for a while. There was the
chicken dinner and music. Then we all went home. Some of us were
shocked that there was no discussion about what we were going to do and
no attempt to actually organize the people there for on-going activities.
The lights at Times Square read "NYC HAS UNION OF THE
HOMELESS."

In the next few days, the original group that organized for the conference,
along with several dozen new people from the shelters and hotels, met
together. The meetings, however, were not to discuss what we wanted to do
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FIGHT THE POWERS THAT B

but to carry out a plan of actions already decided on by the National and
in which we had no say. We were told these actions were mandatory or we
would be thrown out of the National Union. This of course stirred up a lot
of fear, confusion and discontent. The first action was around money for
job training, We were to go to various labor union offices, stage sit-ins and
demand millions of dollars from each union. We came very near to getting
arrested for some of these actions, which were designed to be
confrontational. None were successful. We alienated labor unions that might
have been receptive to more friendly overtures. People were getting
demoralized and dropping out. None of us saw job training as the main
issue anyway,

At this point, most of our energy became directed away from our
organizing in the shelters and hotels. All our efforts were now going
towards actions set up by the National Union, which had little to do with
our most pressing needs as homeless people, such as fighting abuses in the
shelters and hotels and, above all, obtaining housing. This was a crucial
point. Those who had been key organizers in the shelters were singled out
and kicked out of the shelters. They were later housed by L.E.S. squatters.
At no point did the National or C.L.P. members support or initiate any

action to house homeless people, including the Union members thrown out
of the shelters and hotels for organizing.

More and more people stopped going to the meetings. We began to notice
who the C.L.P. members in the group were. They had everything already
planned and set up—even where their office would be. It was not to be in a
neighborhood accessible to the homeless and the community. It was on Wall
Street. Questions concerning where the money was and how much we had
received were never answered. Our President, Alfredo Gonzales (originally
our V.P. who became President when James Bond suddenly and suspiciously
disappeared) was blocked from going to the National Convention. Only by a
real struggle did he actually make it. Unlike a normal political group which
requires that members agree on a certain program before joining, the
C.L.P. tried to get officers of the city chapters of the union to join the
C.L.P. without discussing or agreeing on the C.L.P’s political positions.

CONTINUED ON PAGE 23

BASH THE RICH TOUR!
APRIL 1ST 5 PM
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CLASS WAR DECLARED

CREATE A CLASS WAR ZONE
TO DRIVE OUT DEVELOPERS




P«Nﬁ -WAREHOUSING

URITY RECONSTRUCTION 7

"The banners of large anarchist contingents, usually present in
past demonstrations, were conspicuously absent.”

Downtown Magazine
article on anti-warehousing march

WAREHOUSING 10% OF PROBLEM

"We have a million unit deficit of housing stock in the State of
New York.”
Richard Higgins, State Commissioner
of Housing

Most of Higgins' deficit’ is, of course, occurring in New York City.
Approximately 100 000 apartment units are currently warehoused for
speculation by NYC landlords. Anti-warehousing legislation, if successful,
forces these apartments onto a highly inflated rental market. Little
appreciable effect will be seen on the general "market’. This approach,
though well intentioned on the part of some, not only has little chance of
success due to legal barriers, but does not address the two fundamental
problems:

1) the Landlord/Tenant housing system itself, a feudal hangover, and

2) the rapidly accelerating implementation of a twenty year old federal
plan to depoplulate America’s inner cities through urban ‘renewal’, massive
demolition, lock-outs of entire neighborhoods by the War On Drugs, the
dynamiting of public housing projects, and the emergence of the modern
*poorhouse’ network: City Shelter systems and their extension into the
countryside via the closing of military bases for the purpose of “housing the
homeless’, these 'conversions” now being funded by the McKinney, Act.

MONOPOLY CONTROL OF HOUSING STOCK
MUST BE BROKEN

Despite the fact that the Landlord/Tenant housing system traces its historic
and philosophical foundations to the Divine Right of Kings and the Feudal
Era, it continues by inertia, decade by decade, to dominate American society.
Over a ten year period, a family paying $800 per/month for a rental unit,
invests over $100,000 for which they recieve not one square inch of
property nor one penny’s worth of equity. The complete idiocy of this
arrangement should be apparent to all, not to mention its immorality as one
of the chief forms of ‘legal larceny’ by which the public is robbed on a
monthly basis.

The primary mechanism responsible for the sky-high price of rental units has
been the systematic diminishing of housing supply through co-op
conversions, City and corporate policies of redlining, raising property tax
assessments to impossible levels, continuous arson, demolition of entire
neighborhoods, warehousing, neglect and destruction of acquired City
properties, etc. Reduction of supply raises price. The “successful outcome’
of these policies has created the present crisis of homelessness and
impossible rent levels. Two questions must now be answered:

1) How to build or release housing units on a sufficient scale so that
supply equals demand and the “just price” is achieved, and

2) How to convert the thousand year old Landlord/Tenant housing
system into a just and equitable Alternative System worthy of the Third
Millenium we are about to enter.

Instead of attempting to adjust the archaic Landlord/Tenant housing system
about the edges, the anti-warehousing movement ought to examine and
debate methods for its rapid or gradual conversion to a just system of
universal home ownership minus speculative possibilities.

SQUATTERS’ RIGHTS
AND THE MEANING OF *SQUATTING’

By independently squatting and renovating a number of city-owned
abandoned residential properties, the 'squatters movement’ has taken the
initiative of permanently removing a substantial block of property from the
Landlord/Tenant system and the speculative real estate market. Squatter
properties as a whole now form what could be described as a de facto 'Land
Trust® of affordable housing created from deteriorated brownstone shells and
costing, in most cases, less than $10,000 per unit.
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Squatting an expanding number of properties is one important inroad for the
evolution of a housing system beyond the reach of government management,
inflated construction costs, and feudal economic coercion. Squatting is thus
one part of the 'gradual approach’ to dismantling the Feudal Housing
System by removing greater and greater pieces of it into an emerging
Alternative System. When combined with new ideas of Community
Reconstruction (described below), and legislative or revolutionary attacks on
the present system, the problem can eventually be solved.

FOILING THE RACIAL AND ECONOMIC
APARTHEID PLANS OF THE GOVERNMENT

No neighborhood should be “gentrified’. Spatial Deconcentration plans,
described above, hinge on the ability of economic, political, and military
powers to relocate populations from their present conceitrated positions in
inner-city neighborhoods. Stay where you are! The homeless will lose if
they allow themselves to be continuously herded about. The strategic
position of the homeless in Tompkins Square Park, if it can be maintained
and better organized, will eventually force the Government to relent and
allow the homeless to create their own homes, along with squatters and
other groups previously targeted for deportation.

ANTI-WAREHOUSING STRATEGY FLAWED

Zoning and community planning are even more fundamental questions for
the Lower East Side than the question of warehousing. Any developer’s
attempt to abrogate the general seven story zoning limit can and must be
defeated! By cleverly “co-opting’ a certain umbrella group of politically
connected “housing organizations', namely the Joint Planning Council, in
1987, MAJOR REAL ESTATE INTERESTS, acting through the City
Administration, are now forcing the Lower East Side to accept the breaking
of the seven story zoning limit as a matter of policy. By the witholding of
funds for the rehabilitation of hundreds of city properties that the City itself
had both sabatoged and neglected, the City cajoled the Joint Planning
Council to abandon its principles regarding the introduction of major high-
rise developments into the neighborhood.

The City Administration cleverly introduced the idea of 'linkage’, a time-
worn negotiating ploy, into the debate. Suddenly it became necessary for
the Joint Planning Council and Community Board Three to allow new
luxury developments above the seven story limit for any funding whatever to
be released to rehabilitate the older abandoned properties. These properties
were, of course, the only housing that would be conceivably affordable by
80% and more of the general public! This ’linkage’ within the City’s
proposals was actually a form of EXTORTION and the people who hatched
this plan should be in jail for their role in the genocidal War on the Poor
now raging on every level. At the time of the "Memorandum of
Understanding” between the Koch Administration and Community Board
Three, 1987, it may have appeared to the Joint Planning Council that this
plan, the now famous 50/50 PLAN, was "the best they could get’. In fact,
the Joint Planning Council was the willing victim of clever strong-arm
tactics on the part of MONOPOLY REAL ESTATE INTERESTS then
controlling the Koch Administration, and now controlling the Dinkins
Administration through the shell-game of Democratic Party politics. For this
and other reasons, the "50/50 PLAN’ is nothing but a carefully crafted act of
DECEPTION best suited to ‘the ashcan of history' in the severe, insidious
atmosphere of the 1990°s housing crisis.

THE ANTI-WAREHOUSING MOVEMENT"
AND ITS LEADERS

Many of the same members of the Joint Planning Council and Community
Board Three, who were so thoroughly duped in 1987, are now ’leading the
charge’ in the current Anti-warehousing Movement. This is an attempt to
pass City-level legislation to force landlords engaged in speculation to place
their warehoused rental units back onto the inflated rental market. As I've
stated, this approach does not address the fundamental problem itself: the
Landlord/Tenant housing system; how to surmount it, and rapidly or
gradually eliminate it. In addition, even if anti-warehousing legislation is
successfully adopted, present absurdly high rent levels would remain
substantially unaffected. There is however, no chance at all that the
legislation would be upheld in the State Courts. That’s why, despite all
appearances, the City Council just might pass it! The State Supreme Court
ruling on SROs handed down last autumn, held that the City could not force
landlords to maintain their hotels as hotels. What makes these 'leaders’ of
the Anti-warehousing Movement believe the courts will uphold landlords
being forced to maintain their rental apartments as rental apartments?

CONTINUED ON PAGE 21
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IN THE AFTERMATH OF THE ABC COMMUNITY CENTER: '
HOW THE NEW YORK FOUNDATION FOR SENIOR CITIZENS AVOIDED
THE PUBLIC HEARINGS REQUIRED FOR CITY LAND USE % ¢ ,

After Public School 105 at 269-271 East Fourth Street
(which was to become the ABC Community Center) was
abandoned by the city, various proposals for use of the
building by local groups were turned down by the city.
This included the Board of Estimate's denial to "The
Displacement Center For Families", and Community Board 3
(CB3) 's denial of support to "Harry Dance in Musical
Theatre", to buy the building.

According to a chronology released by CB3, the City
Department of General Services (DGS), which had proposed
auctioning the building in 1983, decided to hold the
property in 1986 until the completion of the¢ Cross-
Subsidy Plan.

However, in 1987, when yet another group, the "Lower East
Side Community School", requested the property, the DGS
postponed the auction.

Beginning with the Koch Administration, after the city
nearly went bankrupt, it became deeply involved in
promoting private business interests in New York City.
Organizations that were formed, such as the "Public
Development Corp.", virtually eliminated the distinction
between the public and private sector, particularly in
the area of real estate.

One of the city's tools used to achieve privatization is
called an RFP, or "Regquest For Proposal”. CB3, in trying
to distance themselves from the maneuvering over the
building, says its Economic Development Committee (which
includes the now infamous police agent and right-wing
landlord Krystyna PiorKOWska) demanded the issuance of an
RFP.

The Dept. of General Services denied CB3's request
bercause the city believed that the sale of the building
to a NOT-FOR-PROFIT group would violate requirements that
an RFP could only be used for what DGS called "Economic
Development". ("Economic Development" being in this case a
euphemism for turning over public property to private
business interests. The RFP process itself allows the
city to choose developers without having to award
contracts exclusively to the lowest bidder in a
competitive bidding process).

THE NEW YORK FOUNDATION FOR SENIOR CITIZENS

According to documents acquired through the Freedom Of
Information Act (FOIA), by 1987 the New York Foundation
For Senior Citizens (NYFSC) was running into stiff
resistance from Community Board 11 in East Harlem for a
planned senior citizen project sponsored by NYFSC and
funded by the Federal Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD)'s Section 202 Program for Senior
Housing.

David Burns, a HUD economist based in New York City, told
the New York Times that NYFSC obtained the Section 202
money after he was pressured by friends and cronies of NY
Senator Alphonse D'Amato into approving the project and
the site.

CB11l Chairwoman Betsy Colon says that NYFSC was unwilling
to compromise and consider allowing a local group to run
the proposed senior housing project. In October, 1988,
only days after NYFSC was turned down by CBll in a
unanimous vote (with only two abstentions), George
Dalley, staff director for Congressman Charles Rangel,
received a letter from NYFSC director Linda Hoffman.
Hoffman's letter answered a request by CBll for more
information on whether or not the Section 202 project was
"gite specific". ("Site specific" means that the HUD
money can only be used for a particular location that is
not transferrable). In her letter, Hoffman said "I have
spoken to Martin Sckalor, Director of HUD's office of
housing, who has confirmed that if the sponsor changes
the site, the money goes with the sponsor to the new
site."”

However, a spokeswoman for the city's Department of
Housing, Preservation and Development (HPD), Catie
Marshall, says that none of the Section 202 HUD money
from the proposed East Harlem NYFSC project is being used
to renovate the abandoned school building on East Fourth
Street. A January 31, 1990 statement from HUD (also
acquired through the FOIA) says "approval has not been
granted for an alternative site" to NYFSC. The HUD
statement specifically points out that neither the Fourth
Street school or a site at 78-92 Ridge Street (both
within CB3 and both NYFSC projects) have gotten any HUD
money .

According to HPD‘B.Harshall,'the NYFSC project slated for
the site of the ABC Communityl§Center will be funded from
the city's own Capital Budget. The Capital Budget is the
fund that is supposed to pay for improvements and upkeep
of the city's roads, bridges, sidewalks, and other
infrastructures. The bones and arteries that hold the
city together have suffered because the Capital Budget
was seriously neglected during and after the near
bankruptcy of New York City in the mid-1970's. As a
result, structures like the Williamsburg Bridge have been
closed and steam and water pipes have been bursting with
alarming frequency. The Capital Budget is currently
facing a deficit of more than a billion dollars.

Former HPD Commissioner Abraham Biderman has said the
city's so-called "Capital Budget Homeless Housing puts
Not-For-Profit service providers into the transitional
and permanent housing business". He was quoted in a slick
public relations pamphlet distributed by HPD called "The
Ten Year Plan". The pamphlet makes the case for a Koch
Administration program to supposedly spend $5.1 billion
on low income housing construction. In 1986, Koch
announced that "by 19923, every single vacant city-owned
building that can be rehabilitated will be
rehabilitated..."”

In an exclusive interview with the SHADOW, former Right
to Life mayoral candidate and real estate developer Henry
Hewes confirmed that the thrust of construction on the
Lower East Side will be shifting from luxury condominiums
and co-ops to government-subsidized housing because of
the city deficit and stock market collapse. Hewes also
lays the blame for the shift on the neighborhood people
themselves. He said "It's terribly difficult to work on
the Lower East Side because any effort to provide for a
mixed range (luxury) development is rejected (by the
community)...the opportunity to rebuild the Lower East
Side has been lost to the downturn in real estate...there
will be more subsidy housing on the Lower East Side".

CONTINUED ON PAGE 21
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NEWVS FLASH

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:

BILL OF RIGHTS THREATENED ‘/,

HIGH TIMES has taken an unpopular point of view towards drug use ever since it
was founded 15 years ago. We do not promote the use of drugs; we educale people
about their use and the potentials for abuse. We are pro-choice. Although drugs are
potentially harmful (like guns, cigarettes, alcohol, pesticides or Exxon oil tankers), and
considered morally wrong by many in our society (who also view abortion,
homosexuality, pornography, music and certain TV and radio programs as morally
wrong), the US Constitution protects an individual's right to privacy and the pursuit of
happiness. Further, we don’'t believe that putting a drug user or abuser in prison is an
intelligent or effective approach to the problem of drug abuse.

In this country’s climate of anti-drug hysteria, this is a very unpopular belief.

Even so, a rational person would defend our right to express this point of view. However,
this year, during the 200th anniversary of the Bill of Rights, an unprecedented attempt to
silence our unpopular point of view is spreading across the country and the world. The
recent Operation Green Merchant DEA sting involved drug enforcement agents seizing
customer lists from HIGH TIMES advertisers in an attempt to close down HIGH TIMES.
This unconstitutional attack hurt us financially but we have survived. In Canada, sale of
HIGH TIMES carries a $100,000 fine and a six-month prison term. In small cities in
Arkansas and Montana, law enforcement officials have threatened anyone caught
reading HIGH TIMES with an automatic six-month jail term. In Ohio, a bill has been
introduced to ban the sale of HIGH TIMES.

It is especially ironic that, as conservatives like William Buckley and George
Shultz have called for a saner drug policy involving decriminalization or legalization (the
same drug policy we've advocated for fifteen years), other so-called conservatives seem
determined to eradicate our freedom of the press. We are asking you to consider what is
happening here, and present the facls to your audience: readers, listeners, or viewers. In
a free society, we should be allowed to present our arguments, and the people should be
allowed to decide their validity--not the government, local law enforcement officials, or
local pressure groups.

You can help preserve the integrity of our constitution by presenting our
facts in an unbiased manner. Set up an interview with Steve Hager, the editor in chief of
HIGH TIMES, or Jack Herer, the author of The Emperor Wears No Clothes. Allow them to
present our side of the war on drugs, and how it's desltroying this great country of ours.
Then let the people decide.

CONTACT: Judy McGuire (212) 972-8484 ¢ /
P

211 East 43rd Street, New York, New York, 10017




By Osla and Victor Laslow

On Sunday, March 18th, a demonstration was held in front of the
McDonald’s on Broadway, south of Astor Place. The demonstration
scheduled for noon to 4:00 PM was called by the Anti-Death Corporation
Group to protest McDonald’s corporation’s destruction of South American
rainforests, murder of animals, use of styrofoam packaging, their
contribution to third world starvation due to meat production, and
substandard working conditions, as well as many other atrocities.

The demonstration started peacefully, as planned, with free vegan food
being distributed as a way of educating meat-eaters about alternatives.
Literature was passed out and signs were held up for passers by to read.
As a result, many people decided not to eat at McDonald’s, and those that
did enter were jeered by the growing crowd of demonstrators.

Shortly before 3:00 PM the literature ran out and the more militant
demonstrators became bored. The crowd had swelled from 50
demonstrators to over 100, including passers by. The chanting became
increasingly louder and McDonald’s was paint-bombed with red paint,
signifying blood as a more dramatic visual effect. This immediately angered
the police who quickly called in back-ups. However, they were not able to
identify the person who did it. Shortly after, a McDonald’s garbage can
mysteriously burst into flames. This time the cops did not hesitate to react.
They began pushing at the crowd with their nightsticks, ordering them off
the sidewalk. They pinpointed one demonstrator, slammed him against a
car and cuffed him. A second demonstrator tried to pull the first one away
from the police. The second demonstrator was pushed to the ground by
another group of police, his arms were held behind his back as his head
was pressed against the pavement. His face turned bright red, he was
obviously in great pain. The crowd chanted "let him go”. Many of us put
ourselves between the police and their cars, but the police pushed their way
through, hitting many people with their nightsticks in the process. The two
demonstrators were taken away. By this time the entire crowd was in the
street blocking traffic and chanting "no police state”. Supportive passers
by and N.Y.U. students hanging out their windows chanted the same. The
police announced they were clearing the street and began pushing people
back onto the sidewalk.

The demonstration reappeared at the McDonald’s located on Ist Avenue
and 6th Street. The police were not there to greet us, but when they
finally caught on they showed up in force. This phase of the demonstration
was short.

The demonstration appeared for a third time at the original location.
There was still a police presence but the demonstration continued. This
final phase was peaceful. Although there was no literature left, we were
still able to educate people by speaking with them directly. McDonald’s did
not make their sales statistics available to us, but we are certain their
business was sorely injured.

After the demonstration winded down we (a large group of vegan
demonstrators) went to Chinatown for our post-demo dinner, On our way
back a demonstrator liberated a turtle from her sure to be torturous death
as soup. The turtle was quickly transported to Minneapolis where she will
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DEMONSTRATORS GIVING THE
McDONALDS HEARTBURN--3/18

i

7 |
With Letice 'n Tonatos

AW, C'MoN N\

QONALD..YOU 1

G SN o
HA VA
HA

—

EAH) RONALD.
WE JUST WANT
yoV To MegT

PAOTHER me AT

GRINDERE: E

i

LI N e
" .

be released into her natural environment. ®

BY NOT ACTING , WwE
CONFORM TO THEIR
MIDDLE CLASS AESTHETIC

ARTISTS ARE COLLABORATING
WITH DEVELOPERS !

HTHE WINDOWS WERE BRONEN AT A RECENT ART SHOW THAT A REAL ES
 DEVELOPER

— B SO T AR N 4 e L L e L R BRI PSP E - X — =
TATE P

HAaD HOUSTON STREET, , |

£ b

SPONSORED OM

7

WUANDALIZING PROPERTY 15 OUR
STAND AGCAINST GENTRIFICATION !

||| ”!l |||.. .:' |

||‘ |
W
"























































	SHA008.1
	SHA008.2
	SHA008.3
	SHA008.4
	SHA008.5
	SHA008.6
	SHA008.7
	SHA008.8
	SHA008.9
	SHA008.10
	SHA008.11
	SHA008.12
	SHA008.13
	SHA008.14
	SHA008.15
	SHA008.16
	SHA008.17
	SHA008.18
	SHA008.19
	SHA008.20
	SHA008.21
	SHA008.22
	SHA008.23
	SHA008.24

