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Project Name West Side Community Garden 

Owner West Side Community Garden 

Between Columbus and Amsterdam Avenues 
location bordering 89th and 90th Street, N-Yori< City 

Project use(sl Public flower park and vegetable growing area 

Project Size 17.800 SQ. ft. Total Development Cost $250,000 

Annual Operating Budget (if appropriate) $39,500 

Date Initiated began 1976, formally instituted in 1987 Percent Completed by December 1, 2006 1 00% 

Project Completion Date (if appropriate) 

Attach, if you wish, a list of relevant project dates 

Application submitted by: 

Name Sandra Owen Title garden member 

organization West Side Community Garden 

Address 525 West End Avenue Citv/State/ZJp New York, NY 10024 

Telephone g12 ) 787-2344 Fax (212 ) 787-2344 

E-mail sowen43@aol.com Weekend Contact Number (for notification): N/A 

Key Participants (Attach an additional sheet if needed) 

Organization 

Public Agencies Community Board #7 

The Trust for Public Land 

Key Participant 

Penny Ryan 

Andy Stone 

Nanne Wollman 

Developer Jerome Kretchmer AssOciates Jerome Kretchmer 

Professional Consultant 

Community Group 

Other 

The Green Guerillas 

Goddard Riverside 
Community Center 

Steve Frillman 

Stephen Russo 

Telephone/ e-mail 

(212) 362-4008 

(212) 677-7171 

(212) 877-4902 

(212) 465-8448 

(212) 402-1121 

(212) 873-6600 
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post ~ ru~er ~oundat10n web srtes, the ~aterra ls submrtted. The applicant warrants that the applicant h full f>O'!,Ver and authority 10 
submrt rcatron and all a h mat r. and to grant these rights and permissions. 
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ABSTRACT 
Please answer questions in space provided. Applicants should feel free to use photocopies of the application forms if needed. If possible, 
answers to all questions should be typed or written directly on the forms. If the forms are not used and answers are typed on a separate page, 
each answer must be preceded by the question to which it responds, andthe length of each answer should be limited to the area provided 

n the original form. 

Pro·ect Name 
West Side Community Garden, Inc. 

Address Amsterdam/Columbus; 89th to 90th Sts. City/State/ZIP New York, NY 1 0025 

1. Give a brief overview of the project, including major project goals. 

The West Side Community Garden, Inc (WSCG), an active force in the community, began with a loosely-knit group of West Siders who 
set forth to combat the spread of urban blight in their neighborhood, back in 1976. They removed tons of accumulated debris from a 
demolished urban renewal site between 89th and 90th Streets and Amsterdam and Columbus Avenues. On this unpromising rubble, wnh 
the assistance of a $64,000 Community Development Block Grant, they created a garden of flower and vegetable plots. 

When the City selected developers to construct housing on the site, the Community Planning Board, The Trust for Public Land and other 
open-space advocates joined with WSCG to forge a coalition to save some portion of the garden as open space. Eventually, a 
compromise was struck with the developer to award nea~y 18,000 square feet in perpetuity for a combination vegetable garden and 
flower park. The Garden received a small planning and design grant but funding for the entire project fell to the Garden's membership. 

The Garden's design took shape during a series of meetings in the early 1980's, the membership agreeing that the permanent garden 
should be more than just another city vegetable garden; they also wanted a flower park to raise new and usual flowers and they wanted it 
to be open to the entire community. They planned grassy walks that were safe for toddlers; benches for seniors to sit wnh friends and a 
sheltered, flowered amphitheater to continue the existing vibrant arts program and provide a space for parents to picnic with their children. 

The result is a beautiful facility for the whole community to enjoy, morning to dusk, 365 days a year, in keeping with WSCG's underlying 
values: inclusion for all, seniors to toddlers, active to the physically- challenged; diversity within all garden activities; the principles of 
conservation, sustainable ecology and the virtues of recycling; hands-on education for school children and quality of life in a city that has 
few open spaces. 

2. Why does the project merit the Rudy Bruner Award for Urban Excellence? (You may wish to consider such factors as: effect on the 
urban environment; innovative or unique approaches to any aspect of project development; new and creative approaches to urban 
issues; design quality.) 

The West Side Community Garden is unique in New York City as it is a PUBLIC area, open to the community to utilize and 
enjoy. From the first crocus, the Garden is used by the neighborhood for quiet meditation, as a safe and beautiful place to 
bring small children, residents from a nearby Senior Housing Center may be found there on most days and its flower displays 
host wedding parties for photographs. The Garden is a natural gathering place for the neighborhood, which is amplified by 
Garden-sponsored pot-lucks, book sales, street fairs and the many activities listed below. 

The amphitheater hosts summer concerts by the students of the Mannes School ofMusic and early music·ensembles, for art 
shows, story-telling, poetry readings and theatrical productions, including Shakespeare for children. Five hundred children 
each year have the opportunity to work with a Garden coordinator (a licensed teacher) who works with local elementary 
school teachers to blend classroom instruction with hands-on work, giving the children the opportunity to plant, tend, harvest 
and eat vegetables fresh from the garden. 

Among the Garden's many awards and prizes are: the 1991 Phillips N. Winslow Landscape Design Award given by the New 
York City Parks Council; "The Pocket Guide to Great American Public Spaces" lists the WSCG right up there with the Golden 
Gate Bridge and other wonders; the American Star Award for "outstanding work in reversing urban blighr', from the America 
the Beautiful Fund in Washington, D.C.; Renew America issued WSCG a Certificate of Environmental Achievement in 1996, 
1997 and 1998; WSCG has received the Molly Pamis "Dress up Your Neighborhood" award every year since 1992; it is listed 
in "1 01 Best Places to Visit", and finally, as New York's own "good housekeeping seal of approval", the Garden is on the 
itinerary of the tour buses which ferry visitors to New York throughout the City 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
Please answer questions in space provided. Applicants should feel free to use photocopies of the application forms if needed. If possible, 
answers to all questions should be typed or written directly on the forms. If the forms are not used and answers are typed on a separate page, 
each answer must be preceded by the question to which it responds, and the length of each answer should be limited to the area provided 

the original form. 

1. How has the project impacted the local community? 

The beauty and utility of the Garden has engendered immense pride throughout the West Side 
community, which is evident in the tremendous volunteer response in maintaining the Garden 
and participating in its on-going operation. Hundreds of volunteers throughout the year gather 
to plant bulbs for the magnificent spring tulip display that WSCG is famous for, to care for 
communal sections of the garden, to raise supporting funds and staff events. 

It is a resource for elementary school teachers and children, gardening-starved city dwellers, a 
welcome surprise to visitors to New York, it has brought together people of many races, cultures 
and ages for a common good, it has energized local and state elected officials, involved local 
community groups and businesses and has served as a model for other entities wishing to 
improve their communities in this fashion. Indeed, Garden members have provided technical 
assistance to many such groups over the years, extending the scope of the Garden far beyond 
its own community. Its multi-faceted program of events and activities is a constant resource for 
lovers of the arts, neighborhood parents, and senior citizens, for whom the Garden is particularly 
accessible. 

2. Describe the underlying values of the project. What, if any, signifcant trade-offs were required to implement the project? 

The underlying values of the Garden, developed at its inception are: 

1) Inclusion: that the Garden be accessible and usable by all, senior citizens to toddlers, able or 
physically-challenged; 

2) Diversity: that all garden activities by available to and welcoming of all races, ages and 
cultures; 

3) Conservation: that the operation of the Garden and the teaching within it be grounded in the 
principles of sustainable ecology and the virtues of recycling; 

4) Hands-on education: that the Garden be available to teachers and school children to 
provide and opportunity for experiential education in ecological science; 

5) Quality of life: that the Garden be a place of beauty and respite for everyone in a city with a 
dearth of open spaces within communities. 

The trade-off in preserving the Garden was to accept only half of the original space it 
encompassed in return for permanent status. 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION (CONT'D) 

3. Describe the key clements of the development process, including community participation where appropriate. 

The Garden began with a group of committed West Side residents in 1976. They removed tons of debris from a demolished urban renewal site a created a 
'"" of flower and vegetable plots. As the economy improved and developers began to plan housing for the site, the Garden participants enlisted the 
ftance of the local community board, The Trust for Public Land, local politicians and open-space advocates to open a dialogue with the City and the 

aeveloper, whereby some portion of the site could be maintained as open space. 

Through a series of hearings on the advantages of a garden in this densely-populated west side area, a compromise was agreed upon, with the developer 
awarding nearly 18,000 square feet in perpetuity for a combination vegetable garden and flower park. The Garden received a $5,000 New York State 
Association of the Arts' Award to design the new garden. Funding of the project fell to the Garden's members. 

Wrth the help of developers, a Community Development Block Grant, grants from the J.M. Kaplan and Vincent Astor Foundations, as well as contributions 
from the Greenacre, Scherman and Mertz-Gilmore Foundations, McGraw-Hill and 'The New York Times", together with donations from neighborhood 
banks, businesses, local citizens, and a loan from The Trust for Public Land, dose to $300,000 was raised to reconstruct the garden. WSCG was also . 
charged with securing permits, insurance, bonds and approvals, hiring a general contractor, maintaining construction records, supervising and coordinating 
the work of its members with that of the contractors and maintaining the space according to the standards specified by the City of New York- a huge task 
for an all-volunteer membership with no paid staff. 

The permanent Garden includes meandering landscaped paths, benches and trees, an area for school children with growing beds for flowers and 
vegetables, two tool sheds, several composting bins, water access, lighting and plots for individual gardening-deprived New Yorkers. In February of 1990, 
the Deed of Ownership for nearly 18,000 square feet of the Earth's earth was signed by the 501 (c)(3)-holding West Side Community Garden, Inc., 
culminating almost fifteen years of dogged effort to save a small segment of New York reaJ estate for green space and for people. 

4. Describe the financing of the project. Please include all funding sources and square foot costs where applicable. 

The developers (Jerome Kretchmer and Assoc.), had the responsibility to: prepare the working drawings; to contribute 
$100,000 toward the reconstruction; to install fences on three sides, utilities to the site and sidewalks outside the Garden; to 
approve finished contract work for payment and pay real estate taxes on the land until transfer to WSCG (worth 
approximately $25,000). 

Support totaling $54,300 came from the JM Kaplan Fund, the Vincent Astor Foundation, Charles Hayden Foundation, 
Scherman Foundation, Mertz-Gilmore Foundation, New York Times Foundation, McGraw Hill Foundation, Goldome Bank 
Foundation, Chase Manhattan Bank, Stryker's Bay, Manufacturer's Hanover Bank and the Horticultural Society. The 

munity Block Grant totaled $30,000. 

Additional funds came from local business support, grass-roots fund-raising, private donors and garden members. The Trust 
for Public Land loan (at 0% interest) was in the amount of $28,000. The NYS Council for the Arts grant for design costs was 
$5,000; the Greenacre Fund contributed $7,500 for an administrator to partially oversee the redevelopment of the garden. A 
rough per square foot cost of the re-construction would be approximately $16.85 per square foot. 

Over the intervening years, several maintenance projects have been conducted, including the re-structuring of the flower 
park in 2003, to stabilize the foundations of that portion of the Garden, improve drainage and replace containment structures 
for the individual flower beds. 

5. Is the project unique and/or does it acldress significant urban issues? Is the model adaptable to other urban settings? 

As mentioned previously, to the best of our knowledge, the WSCG is unique in the City. Other community gardens are generally closed to 
all but members and consist mostly of either individual plots for cultivation or those in combination with small communal areas. At its 
inception, WSCG was not only intended for the entire community, it was designed PURPOSEFULLY to embrace the entire community, 
through ~s paths, seating, congregating areas and daily accessibility to all, which it has faithfully maintained over the intervening decades. 
It has been recognized for its uniqueness through many awards and citations and has been a sought-out advisor for other fledgling 
community spaces. 

One of the issues of modem urban life is the lack of welcoming places for community residents to gather infonnally- at their own pace -to 
build community. The Garden has done this spectacularly, with regular senior visitors interacting with parents or care-takers with young 
children, visitors being drawn in to the Garden's membership by their awe at what has been accomplished, people of various economic 
strata (still a hallmark of this area), ages and differing cultures working together in an almost primal need for the earth and the out-of-doors. 
Elderly members bring their grandchildren to help them plant and teach them the knowledge of earlier times- knowledge that many urban 
children never encounter. 

, if not most, of New York's neighborhoods are a polyglot mix of new and old c~izens, old and young in age and diverse in culture. 
G is, and continues to be, a model for bringing those differences together- not artificially, but by a common desire to be a part of the 

natural world and to enjoy creating beauty through that world for the enjoyment of others. WSCG's model can most defin~ely be replicated 
in other areas and we have been instrumental in helping other groups develop a more inviting design. 
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PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT PERSPECTIVE 

This sheet is to be filled out by a professional who worked as a consultant on the project, providing design, planning, legal, or 
other services. Copies may be given to other professionals if desired. 

If possible, answers should be typed dtrectly on thts form or a photocopy If the form is not used and answers are typed on a 
c;eparate page, each answer must be preceded by the questton to whtch tl responds. Please limit answers to the area provtded 

Name R . TERRY SOiNADELBACH Title Principal 

Organization THE SCENADELBAOi PARTNERSHIP Telephone ( 21 2 ) 255-7097 

Address 16 West 19th Street New York , N.Y . 10011 

The undersigned grants the Bruner Foundation permission to use, reproduce, or make available for reproduction or use by others, 
for any purpose whatsoever, the materials submitted. The applicant warrants that the applicant has full power and authority to 
submit the application and II att hed materials and to grant these rights and permissions. 

1. What role dtd you or your organization play in the development of this project? 

The Schnadelbach Partnership is a firm of Landscape Architects 
Environmental Planners and Ecologists. We were the designers of the West 
Side Canmuni ty Garden , the project and the adjacent housi ng developer. We 
coordinated the private client, City agencies and the installing landscape 
contractor to see the project through to a successful conclusion. 

2. From your perspective. how was the project mtended to benefit the urban environment? 

This project is unique in the number and high level of services i t delivers 
to the ccmmuni ty. It is an allotment garden used t o grow fcx:xi , a 
hort icul t ural garden providing seasonal plantings, an educaticnal garden 
teaching practical l::otany, a performance space for canmuni ty talent , fran 
the hard edges of urban 1 i vi ng. 

3. Descnbe the protect's impact on its surroundmgs and on the people rn the area Do you have data that document these 
effects? Attach supplementary matenal as appropriate. 

Many different p::>pUlation groups f ind their own use for the garden. High 
School students fran the school across the street actively participate in 
programs. The elderly fran the Public Housing to the north have active 
programs of their own. The gardens serve a mixed neighborhood central to 
the upper west side community . 



4. What trade-ofis and compromises were required during the deveJopmer:t of the project? How did your orga;-:izat:on participate 
in making them? 

Budget considerations were a constant source of redesign and specially 
difficult to achieve in the face of so many divergent programmatic element 
by a large number of client participants. The Schnadelbach acted as an 
informed gc:x:xi broker. 

5. 'vVhat was the !east SL!Ccessfu! as;;ect of the project? With hir:ds:gr-.t. what 'N8u!d you now do dif;erer.tiJ? 

The organization of the client group was somewhat diffuse with canpeting 
interests, but The Schnadelbach Partnership embraces the philosophy that we 
take them as they come (as long as they functioning in some productive 
was), work with the client as it is constituted, and work all problems out 
on that basis. In that the project was a plan agreed to by all actors land 
embodied their collective wishes, I don't know that we would clo anything 
differently. 

6. How might this pro!sct Ce ins:r:..;cti'/8 tc: others ir your prof&ssicr? 

Ultimately, the su=ess of any design lies in the hands of the designer. 
Listen long and listen hard, then take everything you've ever learned, and 
design. 

7. lf, five years from now, you were to judge that this project was still successful, 'Nhat characteristics wou!C convince you of that 
fact? . 

The positive continued use of the 
to it, are the best testimony of 
Garden. 

garden and the universal gc:x:xi care given 
the su=ess of the West Side Conununi ty 



Professional Consultant Perspective 

Name: Andy Stone 
Organization: The Trust for Public Land 
Address: 666 Broadway, 91

h Floor 
Fax: (212) 353-2052 

Title: Director, NYC Program 
Telephone: (212) 677-7171 
City/State/Zip: New York, NY 10012 
E-mail: andy.stone@tpl.org 

The undersigned grants the Bruner Foundation permission to use, reproduce, or make 
available for reprod\lction or use by others, for any purpose whatsoever, the materials 
submitted. The applicant warrants that the applicant has full power and authority to 
submit the application and all attached materials and to grant these rights and 
permissions. 

Signature: --~--...,t---'-1--'~----------
I. What role did you or your organization play in the development of this project? 

My organization played a key role as an intermediary between Columbus Townhouses 
(the developers ofthe adjacent housing), and West Side Community Garden, Inc. 
(WSCG), in developing agreements for conveyance of the garden to WSCG and for 
sharing of costs involved in capital improvements to the site. 

2. From your perspective, how was this project intended to benefit the urban 
environment? 

The re-developed community garden was clearly intended to continue the tradition of the 
original garden in a number of ways: to provide dawn to dusk public access to an open 
space that provides much more in the way of greenery and respite than is typically 
available in small municipal parks, and to provide a site layout that is conducive to social 
interaction and that can be effectively maintained and operated by a volunteer 
organization. 

3. ·nescribe the project's impact on its community. Please be as specific as possible. 

From my perspective as a professional in the open space field and a former resident of 
this neighborhood, I believe the garden addresses vital community development needs in 
a dense neighborhood. As much as any community open space I know, it provides an 
opportunity for a diverse array of people to come together on equal terms-both as users 
of the space and most importantly as stewards of the space. It also provides a rare 
opportunity for local schoolchildren to have direct experience with growing their own 
food. 



4. What trade-offs and compromises were required during the development of the 
project? Did you participate in making them? 

WSCG and Columbus Townhouses both needed to make compromises of many kinds, 
perhaps most notably in their vision of appropriate design. WSCG was most interested in 
a space that addressed the needs and desires of a very diverse constituency of members 
and users. The developers were obviously interested in a design that would be 
harmonious with the adjacent luxury housing they would soon be marketing. The 
resulting space represents an outstanding case of meeting seemingly divergent needs. 

5. How might this project be instructive to others in your profession? 

Professionals involved with open space could learn from this project: 
a. How open space can be provided which meets the needs of both an adjacent 

housing developer and a community stewardship group. 
b. How transfer of fee title ownership over a community open space can be 

successfully accomplished. 
c. How a community park/garden, entirely managed by volunteers, can successfully 

maintain dawn to dusk public access. 
d. How a community open space group can operate programs and offer activities to 

increase local use and involvement; and how such a group can forge effective 
relationships with local schools and churches. 

6. What do you consider to be the most and least successful aspects of this project? 

The most successful aspect of this project is that it provides a remarkably beautiful, 
welcoming public space, woven.into the fabric of the neighborhood. Remarkably, in a 
city whose staffed Parks Department generally provides only low maintenance hard 
surface neighborhood spaces, this high maintenance oasis is entirely run by volunteers. 

The least successful aspect of this project is the lack of any sort of ongoing revenue 
stream for maintenance, repairs, and future improvements. 
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ARCHITECT OR DESIGNER PERSPECTIVE 
Please answer questions in space provided. Applicants should feel free to use photocopies of the application forms if needed. If possible, 
answers. to all questions should be typed or written directly on the forms. If the forms a~e not used and answers are typed on a separate 
page, each answer must be preceded by the question to which it responds, and the length qf each answer should be limited .to the area 
, ·wided on the original form. 

·is sheet is to be filled out by a design professional who worked as a consultant on the project, providing design, planning, or other ser
vices. Copies may be given to other design professionals if desired. 

Fa:c ( £{2- ) "'18{- 844?"5" E-mail (IJM) 0 ll Wl31111 [a-~ ea-tUdtll)~. nexF 

The undersigned grants the Bruner Foundation permission to use, reproduce, or make available for reproduction or use by others, for any 
purpose whatsoever, the materials submitted. The applicant warrants that the applicant has full power and authority to submit the 
application and all attached materials and to grant these rights and permissions. 

Signature N rl:.1/(t_ 1/J.b.t--- ·. · : . . . . 
1. Describe the design concept of this project, including urban design considerations, choice of materials, scale, etc. 

The West Side Community Garden, like most community gardens in New York City was 
created on vacant lots, which were created when older buildings on site were demolished. 
The community garden was originally located on Columbus Avenue, but was relocated to 
the west of its original location when it was developed for new housing. The housing 
developer was instrumental in the construction of the community garden and built 
decorative steel picket fences on brick walls on the perimeter of the garden, which 
compliment the housing built at the previous garden location. Along with the typical 
standard garden plots to be planted by local gardeners, a unique concept of this design 
was to create garden display plots adjacent to the oval lawn area at the south end ofthe 

. garden. The southern end of the community garden is a popular green oasis with. trees, 
flowering shrubs and perennials encircling a sunken lawn area. 

2. Describe the most important social and programmatic functions of the design. 

This community garden is currently used by several neighborhood schools for their 
educational programs with several plots in the south portion of the community garden, 
planted by school children. Also, since the lawn ellipse at the southern portion of the 
community garden is sunken below the surrounding grade level, it has been become a 
popular place to let preschool children run free while mothers can safely watch them at 
the garden perimeter. 

• 

• 



ARCHITECT O R DESIGNER PERSPECTIVE 1co rD> 

). Describe the major challenges of designing this rrojcct and any Jesign tradc-o ffs or compromises required to complete the project. 

The greatest des ign challenge of this community garden is creating a green oas is on the 
site of demolished buildings. Aside from the lack of any quality so il or topsoil to grow 
plants, there are numerous voids below grade, which have been created in the basement 
areas of the former buildings that were on the garden site. This has caused numerous 
areas of the south end of the garden to settle and require reconstruction to correct 
hazardous conditions to visitors of the garden. Also, poor drainage at the south end of U1e 
park has made it difficult for the gardeners to maintain a lawn area in the sunken ellipse 
performance space. Furthermore, due to lack of funding the Community garden has not 
been able to provide a proper water meter pit and connection to U1e city water supply 
system and is dependant on connections through the adjacent housing . 

..J . Describe the way in wh1ch the project relates to i ts urban contc'\l. 

• 

The community garden acts as a mid-block green pedestrian walkway connecting the 
public school on the south side to the housing to the north. In the densely built upper 
West Side of Manhattan, the community garden provides an intimate green oasis for the 
neighborhood. With most parks in the areas consisting of playgrounds and paved 
basketball courts, this community garden provides a setting similar to the parks of 
London and a green oasis for the surrounding apartment buildings. Also, the perimeter 
fence and the work shed at the north west comer of the garden replicate the brick used on 
the I)ew housing on the east s ide of the garden. 

5. Describe the strengths and \\ eaknesses of the project's design and architct lure. 

• 

The strength of the design of this community garden is that the garden plots are not just 
the typical rectangular plots, but attractive floral disp lays created around the oval lawn 
area which is an excellent performance space and informal sitting area. The weakness of 
the garden is that not all areas of the garden are handicap accessible since this garden was 
designed prior to the current federal accessibility standards were developed . 
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DEVELOPER PERSPECTIVE 

Please answer questions in space provided. Applicants should feel free to use photocopies of the application forms if needed. If possible, 
answers to all questions should be typed or written directly on the forms. If the forms are not used and answers are typed on a separate 
page, each answer must be preceded by the question to which it responds, and the length of each answer should be limited to the area 
......... vided on the original form. 

; sheet is to be filled out by the person who took primary responsibility for project financing or is a representative of the group which 
dJC!. 

Name Title 

Organization Telephone 

Address Ci /State/ZIP 

Fax E-mail 

The undersigned grants the Bruner Foundation permission to use, reproduce, or make available for reproduction or use by others, for any 
purpose whatsoever, the materials submitted. The applicant warrants that the applicant has full power and authority to submit the 
application a~d all atta he materials and to grant these rights and permissions. 

1. What role did you or your organization play in the development of this project! Describe the scope of involvement. 

2. What trade-offs or compromises were required during the development of the project? 

3. How was the project financed? What, if any, innovative means of financing were used? 



DEVELOPER PERSPECTIVE 

Name: Jerome Kretchmer 
Organization: KB Associates 

Address: 

Title 
Telephone: H.877 3741 

The undersigned grants the Bruner Foundation permission to use, 
reproduce, or make available for reproduction or use by others for 
any purpose whatsoever, the materials submitted. The applicant 
warrants that the applicant has,full•power and authority to submit 
the application and all attached·materials and to grant these rights 
and permissions. 

Signature ~ -~ ~ Date 12-/3.:-('12-. 

1. What role did you or your organization play in the development of 
this project? Describe the scope of involvement. 

As developers, my partner Joe Wasserman and I made the decision 
to set aside part of our site-for a community garden. Our intention 
with the entire development was to build a project that would fit in 
and enhance the neighborhood. This was the key to our decision to 
incorporate the interim community garden into our plans. We were an 
integral part of the planning process with the Garden, the Community 
Board and the Trust for Public Land. My partner and I took on the 
responsibility of funding half the costs, facilitated the design, and 
supervised the construction. 

2.What, if any, modifications were made to the original proposal as 
the project was developed? What trade-offs or compromises were 
required during the development of the·project? 

As one could expect in any project of this magnitude, there was 
considerable give and take during the planning process. However, once 
the design renderings were complete, all sides were satisfied, and 
there were surprisingly few changes in the garden as built from the 
original architectural drawings. Our tradeoff to the loss of a few 
units was additional amenities for residents of our project. More 
importantly, as residents of the community, we have the satisfaction 
of creating both affordable housing and a beautiful permanent garden. 

3. What, if any, innovative means of financing the project were used? 
We were aware of the importance of properly funding the project 

from the very beginning, which is why we made a commitment to 
contribute half the money for the project. We convinced our bank-the 
development partner- to put up half the money for our share of the 
contribution. The early funding decision from us was important for 
the Garden's fund-raising efforts, both to show potential donors 
that we were strongly committed, and probability was high that the 
permanent Garden would actually be built. 



4. How did the financial benefits and economic impacts of this 
project differ from other projects? How does the projects quality 
relate to the financial goals? 

Th e project has paid off to us on many levels . We have had the 
satisfaction of seeing residents of our highrises and brownstones 
become friends with their neighbors quickly at activities sponsored 
by the garden. Joe Wasserman a nd I both live in t h is community, and 
the Garden e nriches our lives daily thr ough the satisfaction of 
knowing we have h e lpe d create a space that has truly become the 
community ' s commo n yard. On a more personal level, both my son and 
two daughters live adjacent to the Garden, and it is a wonderful 
place to take my grandson to play, and meet o ur n eighbors. 

5. What was the most difficult task in the development of this 
project? What was the least successful aspect? With hindsight would 
you do anything differently? 

The most difficul t decision to make about this project was to do 
it. Just imagine o ur first reaction as business men and developers to 
the idea of helping to build a Community Garden on o ur site . 
However, after we went to the meetings a nd listened to everyon e's 
viewpoints, the idea became an opportunity for us to create and add 
to the neighborhood in the best possible way. We decided to go ahead . 
Once we made that decision, the rest was easy . 

With hindsight, we should have gone more quickly . 

6. Wha t about this project would be instructive to other d evelopers? 
Doing something for t he communi ty gets the community o n your side . 
This yie lds the personal satisfaction of not only seeing your 
projects built, but also seeing them become an appreciated part o f 
the neighborhood . 

7.Five years from now, what characteristics would convince you t h at 
t h e project was still successful? 
The most important c haracteri stics that con tinue to give me a 

feeling that the project is a total success are the beauty of the 
Garden and the total communi ty involvement in the space . 
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City of New York 
Parks & Recreation 

I) What role did you play in the development of this project? 

The Arsenal 
Central Park 
New York, New York 10021 

Adrian Benepe 
Commissioner 

The Parks Department helped develop the West Side Cominunity Garden as an interim 
project in 1975. While I personally did not have a role in the development of the project, 
I have subsequently been an advocate of the Garden. 

2) Describe the impact that this project has had on your community. Please be as 
specific as possible. 

The Garden holds an extremely valuable place in the quality of life on the Upper West 
Side. It provides the public with needed green space in an urban center. Although the 
Garden is managed solely by volunteers, it is open from morning to dusk and it contains 
all the facilities of a public park. The Garden raises its own funds to maintain its many 
services to the community that include outreach projects, school programs and an arts 

festival. 

3) What trade-offs and compromises were required during the development of the 
project? Did you participate in making them? 

I did not participate during the development of the project, but I understand one of the 
trade-offs was that the Garden agreed to move to a smaller space. When developers 
bought the land. upon which the Garden was created, our agency negotiated with the 
Garden and the developers to maintain a presence on the highly congested West Side of 
Manhattan. Through a series of intense negotiations, we managed to establish a 
permanent community garden on a designated site. 

4) What do you consider to be the most and least successful aspects of this project? 

The most successful aspect of the Garden is its service to the community. Throughout the 
year the Garden provides the Upper West Side with a beautiful flower park. Its tulip 
festival is one of the great events of the city. People of all races and backgrounds 
participate together in gardening and social projects. It raises the quality of life in a 
diverse neighborhood. It is especially important as an urban oasis for the entire 
community--from infants to senior citizens. 

One of the drawbacks to the Garden is its constant need to raise funds to manage its 
capital improvements. Erosion of fixtures requires diligent care. Just this past year, the 
Garden successfully reconstructed their amphitheater, and I understand that they are now 
raising funds to reconstruct their vegetable growing area. 

Signature ~ ~ 

www.nyc.gov /parks 
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GALE A. BREWER 
COUNCIL MEMBER, DISTRICT 6 

:0.1ANH.:\1TA."J 

DISTRICT OFFICE 
563 COLW.IDUS AVENUE. AT 87m STREET 

NEW YORK, NY ICOl~ 

l~l:!) 87J-0182 
FAX (212) 873-0:?79 

CITY HALL OFFICE 
Z30 BROADWAY. ROOM l?.IJ 

NEW YORK, NY 10007 
(212) 788·G975 

FAX (212) 513-7717 

;pie.brcv.·cr@council.np.:.ny.u:; 
wv.·v.·.n\"t'touncll.info 

THE COUNCIL 

OF 

THECITY OFNEWYORK 

Suppmt for the West Side Community Garden . 
Hon. Gale A. Brewer. Council Member, 6'h District, Ne;i• York ·city 

l'EOiNOLOGY JN GOVERJ'.'MENT 

CO~IMITTEES 

FINANCE 

HOU5ING e.,: BUILDINGS 

GENERAL WELFARE 

HIGHER EDUCATION 

MENTAL HEALTH. MEi'ITAL RETARDATION, 
ALCOHOUSM. DRUG ABUSE & DISABIUIT SERVICES 

PARKS a: RECRE.'I.TIOZ..: 

What role did your agency play in the development of this project? Describe any requirementS 
made of this project by your agency. 

The City Council is able to allocate expense funds to the West Side Community Garden for 
programming, gardening and other activities. Since 2002, when I was elected, I have allocated 
almost $6000, and my predecessors also provided city money for this beautiful oasis. In addition, 
I persuade private fnnders to allocate money to the garden. l meet on a regular basis with local 
banks and corporations, and the garden is one of the non-profits that I suggest be funded. 

The garden exists on Urban Renewal land, and is the result of elected officials, community board 
members and neighborhood gardeners supporting the creation of moving a community garden to 
this new location because housing was slated for the old site. All of this took place many years 
before I was elected but it is an example of the effort that the City Council Member at the time 
was a part of. Today, the developer of the housing, neighborhood residents, gardeners and the 
current elected officials attend the many annual events sponsored by the garden. Perhaps no place 
else in our community is as beautiful or so accessible. People from the near by housing 
developments as well as the brownstones sit together and talk at these dinners. The garden gate is 
always open and thus there is not a "them and us" atmosphere; the space is welcoming and 
inclusive. As a Council Member, I recommend it for funding and gatherings. 

How was this project intended to benefit your city? What trade-offs and compromises were 
required to implement the project? How did your agency participate in making them? 

The West Side Community Garden is meant to be a place where people from different 
backgrounds can come together to garden, to grow vegetables and to socialize. This garden has 
achieved those goals, but has reached out farther to include neighborhood residents and workers 
who gather at official functions, or just come to sit and read. And all ages are involved - I meet 
many teens and seniors who feel that the garden is a part of their lives also. What is most 
impressive is that people return year after year for the potlucks and the musical and theatrical 
events. The board of the garden is creative and tireless; constant meetings on programming and 
infrastructure; planning for the events; and a newsletter comes out on a regular basis. A yearly 
reception honors people who have contributed to the garden in a variety of ways. The garden 
benefits those who walk by and those who live in our neighborhood. 



When ihe space was conceived and bUiii wni1 pubitc and pnvme tunds ~aherrhe iong negottanons 
! mentioned above), I don't think that anyone knew that it would be such a beautiful place or 
bring in so many neighbors. However, this tremendous success is due to the hard work of many 
board members and friends of the garden. I wholeheartedly support these efforts. 
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COMMUNITY REPRESENTATIVE PERSPECTIVE 
This sheet is to be filled out by someone who was involved, or represents an organization that w as involved, in helping the project 
respond to neighborhood issues. 

If possible, answers should be typed directly on this form or a phot~py .. lf the form is not us~. and answers are typed on. a 
separate page, each answer must be preceded by the question to wh1ch 11 responds. Please llm1t answers to the area provided. 

ne Sally Goodgold Title former cha1 r 

Organization Community Board #7 Telephone ( 212 1 362 4008 

Address 250 West 87th st. New York, N. Y. 10024 

The undersigned grants the Bruner Foundation permission to use, reproduce, or make available for reproduction or use by others, 
for any purpose whatsoever, the materials submitted. The applicant warrants that the applicant has full power and authority to 
submit the application and all attached materials and to grant these rights and permissions. 

S~nature .J~ ~ o&f r , 
1. How did you, or the organization you represent. become involved in this project? What role did you play? For example, was there a 

public review process in which you took part? 
I have been involved with this incredible project from its earliest 
stages. As Vice-Chair (later chair) of the Community Board in whch it 
is located, I was a member of the team that shaped the West Side Urban 
Renewal Area Plan. The Board wrote the project guidelines, advertised 
for site developers and screened the responders . It was an exhaustive 
process; there were public hearings lasting into the wee hours. The Board 
struggled to pick between competing interests . The spectacular work of 
the Garden leaders, the interaction between different ethnic and income 
groups, the community outreach and the resulting special relationships 
that g rew like the garden itself convinced us all that this project 
deserved our backing . The years have proven us right. 

-· . ·rom the community's point of view. what were the major issues concerning this project? 

Two questions were at issue in the Community Board's earliest debates 
about the Garden Project. Could the Group sustain itself over the years? 
In an area where housing (moderate priced) was desperately needed , should 
space be set aside for this use? 
The answer to the first question is apparent. The Project has flourished 
and grown more inclusive over the years. It has become a citywide (if not 
a national) model of inter-group relati~ns and private-public government 
partnership. 
The answer to the second question is equally obvious. 
a community amenity of inestimable value . The spirit 
was engendered by this s pace. It became the "highest 
the land. " 

The Garden became 
of community itself 
and best return on 

3. What trade-offs and compromises were required during the development of the project? How did your organization participate in 
making them? With hindsight, what. if anything, would you do differently? 

There was a great deal of discussion with the site developer concerning 
the "Garden. He had misgivings about this untested use on the land. 
The Community Board entered into an agreement with the Garden Group and 
the developer which was placed into a binding , legal agreement with the 
assistance of The ~ust for Public Land . An oversight group consisting 
of the three groups was formed. Whatever differences have occurred 
throughout construction and at any other time have been speedily settled 
by the oversight team. 
I never quarrel with success! I would not only not do anything different, 
I would suggest that others follow this model. 

• 



4. How has this project made the community a better place to live? Why should it win this Award? Please be as specific as possible. 

The Comm1J.I_l1.ty Gaz.:dem has both filled a vital community need, and,in·itself, 
has· o:p;;ia~af.'·i!~·V'ery ;:sp~..C1.al kind of neighborhood. 
The "West- Si'de Urban Rimewal Area was created without any substantial open '---" 
space. It is axiomatic to good planning that "open space ratio" between 
cement ~nd open (preferably green.) space is.ne~ed for a community to 

·flourish. This project provided for that need and .. exceeded.o.pportunity 
for both active and .. passive. uses. 
However, and even .more .. important, the Community Garden has become a focal 
point for the "glorious mosaic 11 of the area's ethnic .and socio-economio 
groups who work, play, relax,attend concerts, meetings and parties and 
just get to know each other within its borders. Everyone is an equal in 
the Community Garden. There is· no black or white "<lay to grow a vegetable. 
There is no rich or poor way to smell the flowers. In a city in turmoil, 
this is a neighborhood which can draw serenity and unity from this space. 
Is it worth an award to help insure the continuity of this project? It 
is worth the award both for substance and symbol -- substantively, it 
will be put to the best possible use -- symbolically, it will declare to 
one and all a message about how communities can co-exist and thrive! 

5. If a community group came to you for advice in carrying out a similar project. what would you tell them? 

The first thing I would suggest to anyone contemplating a similar project 
would be to study this one. I'd ask them to spend several months attend
ing Garden meetings and activities, de-briefing gardeners, talking to the 
developers and interviewing neighbors. 
T~e Memorandum of Understanding developed by the Garden has already served 
as a model; I would suggest that it should be used by any new garden 
group. 
Last of all, I would simply ask the founders of a similar project to 
examine this project-·through all four seasons in order to understand its •.__. 
year-round benefit to the community. Of course, once. they would see 
it when all the tu:Hp:;;i. have burst forth into bloom,~~·chey might be s·o 
dazzled they would want to go ahead immediately (who could blame 
them?). 

. . 
6. If, five years from now, you were to judge that this project was still successful, what characteristics would convince you of that fact? 

Many ideas, many projects,, many civic well-intentioned creations are 
short-lived. They are fads. They have no long-term benefit; they suit 
the times in which they are created and th~n lose favor and disappear. 
This project has been through a number of •!five-year tests." It has 
survived and passed them all by getting better and better. 
In five years,-this Community Garden will become even more firmly 
entrenched in the design of the neighborhood. People would MOVE if it 
disappeared. People will move into the neighborhood because it is the 
home of the Garden. 
Probably the litmus test is the fact that the city government is con
tinually looking for sites on which to build and in an unusual show of 
understanding, has always cited The West Side Community Garden as 
sacrosanct. 
There is always an activity occurring there. If I walk over on a 
pleasant Sunday and see various families digging, planting, parents with 

. baby car~iages, strollers, children playing and a concert going on in 
t~eh~~~hlt~rr~5~§§ InHik1bf~g~i~~aro~ht~o~~t~teu~dfBr£UnR£~ ~nB&8~i~o 



U~PARTMtNf OF THE TREASURY 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
HOLTSVILLE NY 00501 

WEST SIDE COMMUNITY GARDEN 
7. BLANCHE HODGES 
65 W 90TH ST 
NEW YORK NY 10024 

DATE OF THIS NOTICE: 03-13-1998 
NUMBER OF THIS NOTICE: CP 575 E 
EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: 13-3993092 
FORM: SS-4 
1916726134 0 

FOR ASSISTANCE CALL US AT: 
1-800-829-1040 OTHER NY 

OR WRITE TO TH.E ADDRESS 
SHOWN AT THE TOP LEFT. 

IF YOU WRITE, ATTACH THE 
STUB OF THIS NOTICE. 

WE ASSIGNED YOU AN EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER CEINJ 

Thank you for your Form SS-4~ Application for Employer Identification Number 
CEINl. w~ ~g~ianed y~u E!N 13-3993992. This EIN will id~ntify your busine5s account, 
tax returns, and documentsJ even if you have no employees. Please keep this notice in your permanent records. 

Use Your complete ~arne and EIN shown above on all federal tax forms, payments~ 
and related correspondence. If you use any variation in your name or EIN~ it may 
cause a delay in processing 1 incorrect.information in your account1 or cause you to be assigned more than one EIN. 

If you want to receive a ruling or a determination letter recognizing your 
organization as tax exempt, you should file Form 1023/1024, Application for 
Recognition of Exemption, with your IRS Key District office. Publication 557, Tax 
ExemPt Status for Your OrganizationJ is available at most IRS offices and has details on how you can apply. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Keep this part for your recOrds. CP 575 E CRev. 7-97) 
-------------------------------~---------------------· 

' .. ' .. 
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Weekend \ .,-"' ,...,.. ( 

'- ·_~.iiht_Ntnrlork~imtf' ;- _____ . __ . ~RJDAY.~~~u~ 
__ _,____: _ _______ . - - ebbed .. He ratsed .a benedlctory tl)umb, ~ I Improvised tapestry that miiH} oo:Ca.IJed p 

By MINDY ALOFF walked ocr. She just sat still m the sun for a time .. I . I've heard it said that·met:i"'P\llitap:P&rkl 
. : Then she opened ber purse. repaired her face, rari.,1tesent an atten:pt .to brt;ng so~~-tl\~ of unt 

· 1- a comb through her hair, got to her feet and went nature to the city. As someone ~nD. has ~ 

ONE· weekda¥ a few years ago, a Pf:destrl- on wtth her life. For this woman, as for untold . cities an .hec life, yet ' who has -Visited 
an walked mto Bryant Park, behind the1 numbers of other individuals, the park .had ~I bam letS and forests on a couple of contlne 
New York ~ubll.c Library at (2d Street,] its job· and done it well I find this idea, attractive as it is, to be fund~ 
west of_ ~•fth Avenue. The park ~. There are so many ways in whJch New YC!fk tally unpersuasive and, if heedlesSly purst 

swarmlng with VISitors that aflernoon, andY~.~~ City doesn' t work that It's easy to overlook the part managem~t, potentially dangerou! 
never ha~e picked this woman out .or the crowd if sliJhlng oases where it does. Bryant Park: _ symbolic iJS well as prac~ reasons. . 
sh.e hadn t been bone pale, tear-stamed and trem-,1 owned by the city, managed by a nonprofit co~ In real forests, m real wilderness, one c 
bhng. She t~k a seat on one or the stone benches~\ ration and. the benefic lacy of contJibatlons frp~ truly alone ror hours, even days, lf th~t Is ~ 
at the park s east end, closest to the library. Tiu:j follnd~tlons and surrounding businesses - is a chooses to arrange roe's time. ~a a c~ty, thi 
weather was so temperate that people were dofft. I spectacular yet by no means unique example of of exclusivity can only be sustamed mdoor: 
lng their jackets, but she continued to shake.~_· I how pubUc spaces, artfully planned to promote then only at tbe expense ol moblllty. What 

A passerby noticed her and walked up, fro . •· lndivlifual reflections while keeping the passing' country may prove restfllJ atiiltestorative a 
ing: dld she need help?. S~e di~'t acknowl~,. par~e of humanity in sl~t and earsho~ can as _challenJting, in the~ becom~ an inc 
him. He asked again. ThiS ume his concern bro malte It possible Cor some eaght miU!on restdents ~capacity, or misanthropy, or toss. 
through; she saki something and her tremblid and workers to lnterthlngle In that continuously Vhen a dty park affords pleasure, it 

- ~·tne Park throughout is a single loes so through cunning artifice that I 
:ork of art," wrote Frederick Law ;uggests or evokes wilderness In a 
llmsled, who, with his partner. Cal· :ivllized selling. 
ert Vaux, created New York's mas-
erpieces of man-made nature, Cen
ral and Prospect Parks. "And as 
uch," be continued, Is "subject to 
he primary law of every work of art. 
amely, thnt ll shall be framed upon 
siligle, noble motive, to which the 
es•~" or all its parts, in some more 
r subtle way, shall be confluent 
nl)....clpful." 
Wheri I vlsil n city park hoping to 

scape sidewaJk.an~ety or to think 
a rough a problem or just to nibble a 
andwlcb under the open s ky, r may 
e seeking temporary solitude, but I 
:m't "vahnt to be alone" absolutely. 
ity · living means an engagement 
i th people, and everything aboul an 
rban layout affects the pace and 
:xture of tha t engagement: traffic 
atterns, architecture, zoning ordi-
3Jices, schedules for rebuilding 
ridges. The more pressu re they ex
:1 on dally life, the more importan t 
1e role or serene, chloropbyll·en· 
Jwed and water·washed .places or 
1mlnw1al refuge. 

todest M ast erpieces 

And not only the major ones. When 
think or the premier outdoor sanc
'aries of New York, apart from 
~ntral and Prospect Parks, 1 think 
the rollicking greens of Wave Hill 
the Brqnx, of the delicate herbal -

trdens and jaw-dropping vistas of 
e Cloisters In Manhattan, of the 
afy necropolis of Brooklyn's Green· 
or ~metery and Lhe magis terial 
!ll ___ .mei ty of the Brooklyn Bo-
ni<l Ga~den, and or the bride-beau
\JI formality of the Conservatory 
Hden in Central Park, near East .... '- ,... ___ _ 

M lf 

The West Side Community Garden, between Amsterdam and Colom
bus Avenues, has entrances on 89th and 90th Streets. 

Still, I also think o( the many open 
ga rdens and public areas \~rovided 
by the c1ty's churdles, or tile en· 
chanting and welcom!l!&_ ~est s.ae 
~iji'i3 Gaid£:11.J&Bt connects 
~ tb..._~_reets betweenA.m
sterdam arufnffiimbUs Avenues; or 

"'01 me dense and surpnsm"'"if'y-ver· 
dant liz Christy Memorial Ga rden at 
lhe comer of East Houston Street 
and the Bowery in the East ViDjtge
so inviting in the midst of surround· 
lng tenements and rumbling trucks. 

And the vest-pocket pass-throughs, 
like tiny Fisher · Par!(. connectfng 
54th and 55th Streets between the 
Avenue or the Americas and Seventh 

Avenue, where the placement of ev
ery table and ivy planting, the shad!· 
ness of location, and the focal point or 
an austerely designed yet marvel
ously vocal fountain makes It a place 
In wbich solltaries and parents oC 
small children can share a piece oC 
the city alone together. 

If It's grandeur one seeks, there 
are the connecting parks or Battery 
Park City in lower Mcinhattan and 
the sprawling glades of the public 
parks .at the United Nations, which 
bring pedestrians to the brink of tbe 
East River. 

' 
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MILLENNIUM GREEN 
Honor the Past- Imagine the Future 

THE WHITE HousE MniENNIUM CoUNCIL 
designates as a 

MILLENNIUM GREEN PROJECT 

West Side Community Garden 

( 

gY.;ecognition of efforts to bring the community together around the national theme, 

''Honor the Past-Imagine. the Future," 

by planting a millennium tree, garden, or grove that promotes and creates 

a healthier environment and more livable community. 
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Accrual Basts 

Income 
Development Income 

City 
Corporate 
Foundations 

Artsts '& Craft 
Foundations -Other 

Total Foundations 

Total Development Income 

Dues 
Associate Members 
Members 

Total Dues 

General Fund Raising 
Benefit 
Book Sales 
Dear Neighbor 
Grass roots 
Member DonaUons 

Total General Fund Raising 

Investment lilcome 

Total Income 

Expense-
Administration 
Arts & Crafts 
Capital Improvements 
Contingency Fund 
Developments 

Bonllll Exp 
Dear Neighbor 

Total Developments 

Donations and Dues 
Endowment Fund 
Garden Ex[enses 
Greenhouse 
Insurance 
Maintenance 
Newsletter 
School Projects 
Special Events 
Utilities 

Becbic 
Water Bill 

Total Utilities 

Total Expense 

Net Income 

Louis Polese/Sandra Owen (2121 787-2344 

West side Community Garden 2006 
Profit & Loss Budget vs. Actual 

January through December 2006 

Jan- Dec Q6 Budget 

2,500.00 3,500.00 
1,000.00 1,500.00 

3,000.00 
3,600.00 29,oop.oo 

6,600.00 29,000.00 

10,100.00 34,000.00 

1,212.00 1,700.00 
2,295.00 2,000.00 

3,507.00 3,700.00 

14,611.00 12,000.00 
0.00 1,000.00 

5,035.00 5,000.00 
975.25 1,500.00 
947.53 1,500.00 

21,568.78 21,000.00 

6,946.02 5,000.00 

42,121.80 63,700.00 

387.42 1,000.00 
578.18 1,000.00 

10,705.00 25,000.00 
4.46 7,450.00 

3,584.34 4,000.00 
460.15 1.000.00 

4,044.49 5,000.00 

220.15 300.00 
0.00 3,000.00 

3,496.20 4,000.00 
718.54 2,000.00 
917.94 5,000.00 

2,192.29 2,000.00 
1,454.04 2,000.00 
1,450,00 2,500.00 

640.41 750.00 

769.14 2,500.00 
137.97 200.00 

907.11 2,700.00 

27,716.23 63,700.00 

14,405.57 0.00 

p.4 
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nphitheater 
s flower 
:>lots 

vegetable 
garden 

Children's 
Plots 

68-07 

90th Street 



School children of all ages 
&om toddlers to high school, 
make use of the West Side 
Community Garden. 



Students from St. Gregory school parade 
in their Hallowe'en costumes. 

CHHJ)REN USING THE 
GARDEN 



Designed as handicapped accessible, the 
Garden is a sweet haven for senior citizen: 
all through the summer. 



Swnmer Events in the Amphitheater 
Top left, NY String Orchestra 
Top right, literary reading 
Center, Shakespeare' s Midswnmer Nigh 

Dream perfonnance 
Bottom, Brass quartet from Mannes 

School of Music 
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Members of the West Side Community 
Garden, and their children, at work in then 
vegetable plots in mid-summer. 


