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Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to testify this afternoon.  My name is 
Andrew Berman, and I am the Executive Director of the Greenwich Village 
Society for Historic Preservation, the largest membership organization in 
Greenwich Village, the East Village, and NoHo.  I am here today to urge you 
not to support Intro. 623. 
 
Sidewalk sheds are already an enormous problem in our neighborhoods.  Too 
often they are blights, sheltering waste and inhospitable conditions.  They are 
often poorly lit and maintained, and even in the best of conditions block 
pedestrian flow, dampen retail activity, and loom over our sidewalks and streets.  
Sidewalk sheds are without a doubt a necessity in many circumstances, and the 
negative impacts of a well-maintained sidewalk shed is the price the public must 
pay for safety in these circumstances.   
 
However, one of the most serious and pervasive problems with sidewalk sheds 
is that too often they remain up for much longer than necessary.  Often they are 
kept up as a substitute for doing necessary work, or remain up while work is 
halted for long periods of time or even after it has been completed.  We have 
noticed this to be especially true when there is advertising signage on these 
sheds, generating substantial income for the building owners.  It is our well-
founded fear that allowing advertising signage on sidewalk sheds will only 
exacerbate this problem, encouraging sheds to remain up for even longer than 
they currently do, extending those unnecessary, negative impacts. 
 
Additionally, we have concerns about the expanded allowance for advertising 
signage in our neighborhoods.  Much of lower Manhattan, even those 
neighborhoods which are substantially or predominantly residential, is zoned C 
or M, and thus would be affected by this legislation.  There is no lack of 
advertising signage in these areas, both legal and illegal, and I am not sure that 
more billboards are what they need.  While we understand that the bill before 
you would only allow advertising signage in districts where it is currently 
allowed anyway, this bill would extend that allowance to the entire length of a 
sidewalk shed, to a height of as much as 8 feet and in many cases the length of 
an entire blockfront. It is hard not imagine that the result will be a noticeable 
increase in advertising signage in our neighborhoods, and its further 
encroachment into the public space of sidewalks and city streets, as opposed to 
on buildings and private property where it is currently allowed.  
 
We believe Intro. 623 is ill-considered, and urge you not to pass it. 


