
1. Are you aware that the City is allowing the American Museum of Natural History to 

expand into a public park (Theodore Roosevelt Park) without going through ULURP How 

do you feel about this? 

 

If elected Public Advocate, the City will have a fight on its hands. We have a public review 

process for a reason. The City's attempt to circumvent the law in this case should be a concern 

to every City resident, community, and neighborhood who values their public spaces and their 

ability to have a voice in public land use decisions. I am also extremely concerned abut the 

environmental and health impact of the excavation. Trampling on the rights of New Yorkers for 

the benefit of developers and private interests has sadly become business as usual in New 

York, and it's time to put an end to it. 

 

2. What is your position on the many alternatives that do not take ANY precious public 

parkland like moving back-office functions offsite or reconfiguring the existing footprint? 

 

That is the standard that any alternative must meet. This expansion must accommodate the 

neighborhood and the community, not the other way around. 

 

3. Given the immediate threat, how as Public Advocate would you work with our 

community to protect Theodore Roosevelt Park and get the American Museum of Natural 

History to adopt one of the many viable alternatives rather than taking precious and finite 

public parkland? 

 

I am campaigning for Public Advocate as an advocate and reformer, and my approach to this 

office would mirror that background. Resolving this dispute requires an inside-outside approach, 

and as Public Advocate I would use the office's megaphone to pressure the city and museum to 

come to the table, while also serving as a mediator who could facilitate an alternate outcome 

that preserves Roosevelt Park. It's critical to publicly connect this dispute to the 

disempowerment that many New Yorkers are dealing with throughout the city. 

 

4. What is your position on how the City prioritizes public open green space and how 

public parks and gardens are being pitted against culture (The Gilder Center,) affordable 

housing (Elizabeth Street Garden) and many other similar city governments sanctioned 

actions? (Marx Brothers’ playground, Mandela Community Garden, etc.) 

 

It's a false choice, plain and simple. Forcing New Yorkers to choose between things like green 

spaces and affordable housing is the cynical result of prioritizing private over public interest. We 

don't have to choose -- we can accommodate the entire public interest when the public wields 

the power in the decision-making process. It's only when our political system and elected 

officials are beholden to special interests that New Yorkers and their interests are pitted against 

one another. 


