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Brooklyn Bridge Beach Feasibility Study – Response 

Introduction 
This document is a response to the Brooklyn Bridge Beach Feasibility Study that was 

commissioned by the EDC. Please address all comments or questions to the author: 

Graeme Birchall 

Email: Graeme_Birchall@verizon.net 

Phone: (201) 963-0071 

31/Dec/2016 

Conclusions and Recommendations 
This section addresses the issues listed in the Conclusions and Recommendations 

section on page 18. These summarize the study findings. 

“due to existing site conditions and other ongoing uses in the vicinity of Brooklyn Bridge 

Beach, OCC|COWI does not recommend allowing swimming or small recreational boat 

launching and landing at Brooklyn Bridge Beach without significant changes to the 

existing environment.” The existing beach is fine as it is, both as a wading beach, and 

as a kayak launch site. Swimming is not an issue on any beach in New York Harbor. It 

is not permitted and it generally does not occur. 

What is missing in the feasibility study is any analysis of relative safety. The beaches 

that already exist in New York Harbor are usually safer than the streets, which is why 

they are so popular with families in the neighborhoods where they exist. The study has 

no analysis of any of these beaches. 

“High current speeds where peak current flows may exceed the comfortable limit for 

recreational kayaking and canoeing interface with the East River's busy vessel traffic to 

create a very challenging and dangerous condition for public access to the water.” To 

say that the currents in the East River are a challenge for kayakers is missing the point. 

They are one of the attractions – like mountains for mountaineers. Note that there is 

already an official kayak launch site almost directly over the river (under the Manhattan 

Bridge), where the currents are often faster than what they are on the Manhattan side. 

A fast tidal current is still slow relative to some of the challenges that New Yorkers face 

every day on the streets of the city. A 3 knot current that is totally predictable (because 

it is tidal) is arguably less of a hazard than a much less predictable 30mph truck. 

Kayaking in New York Harbor does have its challenges, but it also has an excellent 

safety record. Plus it offers many local residents who otherwise lack the opportunity an 

affordable way to directly access the outdoors. The feasibility study contains no analysis 

of existing recreational usage and needs in the neighborhood, or in New York Harbor. It 

makes no mention of the economic and health benefits that might come from increased 

recreational usage of the harbor. It lists the negatives, but the not the positives. 

mailto:Graeme_Birchall@verizon.net
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The safety issues related to small human-powered vessels interacting with commercial 

vessels are not unique to this location, nor even to New York Harbor. They exist at busy 

ports worldwide, but are not usually a major issue. Many tens of thousands of people go 

kayaking safely in New York Harbor every summer with minimal impact on commercial 

boat traffic. Compared to the streets of New York, where human and motor-powered 

vehicles interact constantly, it is a big harbor with lots of space.  

“Derelict remnants of previous pier structures and the presence of combined sewer 

outfalls (CSO) both immediately north and south of the site create additional hazards to 

direct human interaction with the water. The presence of the CSOs and associate water 

quality may also present a risk to the public.” 

According to the NYC DEP website there are no tier 1, tier 2, or tier 3 CSOs near to the 

beach. There are more than 450 CSOs in New York Harbor. Many of them are close to 

popular public beaches and kayak launch sites. They are an issue, but their presence is 

not a reason in themselves to close a beach. 

All of the existing public beaches on the East River (e.g. Brooklyn Bridge Park, and in 

Hallet’s Cove) are close to CSOs. Yet they are accessible and very popular. None of 

these beaches are mentioned in the study. 

The exposed rebar on the beach can easily be removed. The derelict concrete piles can 

remain where they are as they are no more of a hazard than the riprap (i.e. large rocks) 

that are at the other end of the beach. Note that all beaches in New York Harbor have 

large rocks somewhere nearby. 

“More substantial interventions, such as methods intended to reduce wave and current 

energy at Brooklyn Bridge Beach, such as fixed and floating breakwaters, wave fences 

and artificial islands may create a depositional environment that artificially expands the 

extents of the beach.” 

The feasibility study mentions that the beach has existed without any stabilization since 

at least 1987. So it is arguably fine as it is. However, the study goes on to discuss four 

somewhat experimental technologies to stabilize the beach, none of which (as the study 

makes clear) will work well. 

What the feasibility study does not discuss is using a groyne, which is far and away the 

most common beach stabilization system for high-energy environments. Groynes are 

already used in New York City at Rockaway Point, Coney Island beach, and at Midland 

Beach on Staten Island. They are a proven technology. If the City wants an affordable 

and environmentally acceptable solution for protecting the decaying bulkhead that 

surrounds Manhattan, then groynes are the way to go. 

References 

NYC DEP CSO Listing: http://www.nyc.gov/html/dep/html/stormwater/combined_sewer_overflow.shtml 

Number of CSOs: http://www.riverkeeper.org/campaigns/stop-polluters/sewage-contamination/cso/ 

Groyne: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Groyne 

http://www.nyc.gov/html/dep/html/stormwater/combined_sewer_overflow.shtml
http://www.riverkeeper.org/campaigns/stop-polluters/sewage-contamination/cso/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Groyne
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Detailed Response – Page by Page 
The remainder of this document discusses each page in the feasibility study in detail. 

Those issues that have been previously discussed are skipped. 

East River Blueway Plan 
The East River Blueway Plan outlines a series of objectives (e.g. improving community 

access to the river) and a hypothetical design of a very elaborate beach. The objectives 

and the design are separate issues, but the feasibly study treats them as a whole. Many 

of the objectives can be met with the beach that already exists. 

Comments, Page 3 

“While this sandy area is a permitted kayak landing site, it is not publicly accessible due 

to reasonable concerns around the East River’s strong currents and wave action, which 

are at times unsafe for swimmers and kayakers.”  

The strong currents and wave action that are supposedly a reasonable concern on the 

Manhattan side of the East River also exist on the Brooklyn side of the river, where 

there already is a kayak launch site (under the Manhattan Bridge) and where there was 

for several years (until it moved around the corner to be closer to the new boathouse) a 

very popular free kayaking program in Brooklyn Bridge Park Cove. 

No kayak landings are permitted on the Manhattan side (i.e. at Brooklyn Bridge Beach), 

but they do occur because the small sandy beach is an ideal location. 

“Preserving the beach and making it publicly accessible as a designated landing and 

launch site for human-powered boats, as well as a place for walking on sand and 

touching the water requires designing ways to maintain and supervise this access.” 

Supervising access is a non-problem. None of the other publically accessible beaches 

on the East River (e.g. Brooklyn Bridge Park, Hallet’s Cove) have systems in place to 

supervise access. Some of them have gates, which this one will presumably have also. 

“The concept design combines railing and gates with amphitheater-style steps from the 

esplanade to the beach that function as both seating and landing for kayaks.” 

Kayakers usually prefer to land on a sandy beach than on concrete steps – especially in 

a tidal environment where the steps are likely to be slippery at low tide.  

There needs to be an ADA compliant ramp from the esplanade to the beach.  

The beach is not in a permanent security zone, which is defined all waters within 25 

yards of any bridge pier or abutment. But it is a moot point, because kayakers are not 

regarded as a major threat, which is why there is a legal launch site directly over the 

river that is next to the Manhattan Bridge pier. 
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The washed up debris on the beach can be classified as either large or small. The small 

items can easily be removed by a team of volunteers. The large debris are potentially a 

navigation hazard as they may float back into the channel during a flood. It is thus the 

duty of the responsible landlord to have them promptly removed from the beach. The 

US Army Corps of Engineers will remove them for free (using the Driftmaster), but they 

do have to be asked. 

Because the nearby offshore bridge abutment dampens a lot of the incoming waves, the 

Manhattan side of the East River (under the Brooklyn Bridge) is generally calmer than 

the Brooklyn side, where there is already two public beaches, plus a legal launch site.  

References 

East River Blueway Plan: http://www.wxystudio.com/projects/urban_design/east_river_blueway_plan 

The Driftmaster: https://www.facebook.com/USACE.NewYorkDistrict/videos/659819015291/ 

US Coast Guard Security Zone Regulations: https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/33/165.169 

Federal regulations, security zones: https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2003/01/22/03-1285/safety-

and-security-zones-new-york-marine-inspection-zone-and-captain-of-the-port-zone 

Comments, Page 4 

“The waterfront area adjacent to the natural beach would benefit from access to safe 

outdoor swimming and wading” Swimming is not an issue because it is not permitted in 

New York Harbor. Wading is to be expected – especially by children. It is a popular 

activity at every public beach in New York Harbor. There is no record of it creating a 

major problem. 

“Shallow wading pools utilizing filtered river water can be places for sunning, water play 

and education about water safety” It is not obvious why filtered water is needed on the 

Manhattan side of the East River while river water is acceptable on the Brooklyn side.  

A good way to teach people water safety is to let them use the beach as it is now. It is 

very similar to other beaches in New York Harbor, so lessons learned at this location 

will be generally applicable. 

“To ensure the active management and supervision of the site, the project proposes an 

urban beach concession” It is not obvious why this is necessary on the Manhattan side 

of the river, but not on the Brooklyn side. A freely accessible public beach would better 

serve local residents. 

“This affordable amenity [lido] for the public would include restrooms, showers, 

changing areas, lockers, facilities to rent towels, and a place to buy snacks. The lido 

operator would manage access and supervision to the wading pools, the facilities and 

beach.” If nobody is going swimming, showers, lockers, and towels are all unnecessary 

amenities. No other beach in New York Harbor has such facilities. 

More than 40% of nearby residents (in CB3) are on some sort of public assistance. For 

them the only “affordable” amenity is a free one. 

http://www.wxystudio.com/projects/urban_design/east_river_blueway_plan
https://www.facebook.com/USACE.NewYorkDistrict/videos/659819015291/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/33/165.169
https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2003/01/22/03-1285/safety-and-security-zones-new-york-marine-inspection-zone-and-captain-of-the-port-zone
https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2003/01/22/03-1285/safety-and-security-zones-new-york-marine-inspection-zone-and-captain-of-the-port-zone
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“The East River’s tides and currents are of concern when proposing programs that 

promote human activity on and in the water.” The tides (i.e. the rise and fall of the water) 

are not a concern. The currents are minimal near the beach, but in every other sense 

are similar to what they are on the opposite side of the river, where there already is a 

kayak launch site and wading beaches. 

“Depending on the time of day or month, weather, and nearby boat use, tidal and 

current patterns vary widely, but can be predicted nonetheless. Periods of lower flow, 

known as slack tides, are relatively safer than peak flow.” The time of day does not 

affect the tides. Given the sheltered nature of the beach, it is unlikely that a person 

kayaking nearby would be impacted by the currents at any period of the tide cycle. This 

is the situation directly over the river in Brooklyn Bridge Park Cove. 

“Because of safety considerations, informational signage on currents and slack tide 

patterns should be provided for recreational boaters in conjunction with making the 

beach publicly accessible.” No other legal launch site in New York Harbor has such 

information. There is such a thing as information overload and such complex signage 

would be an obvious example. The same signage that is used at ever other NYC Parks 

launch site in should be sufficient. 

References 

CB3 Demographics: http://www.nyc.gov/html/dcp/pdf/lucds/mn3profile.pdf 

NYC Parks Boating Sign: http://www.nyc.gov/html/waves/html/publicaccess/best_practices.shtml 

US Army Corp of Engineers signs: http://corpslakes.usace.army.mil/employees/sign/manual.cfm 

American Rivers, promoting a Blue Trail: http://www.bluetrailsguide.org/build/promote/ 

Stability of the site by Natural Processes 

Comments, Page 5 

“The nearest tidal record is located approximately 1 mile away at the Battery and can be 

used to represent conditions at the beach.” NOAA publishes tidal current and height 

tables for the Brooklyn Bridge (station ID: 8517847). 

“Current predictions at the Brooklyn Bridge show a peak ebb current and peak flood 

current of 3.4 knots.” The peak flow is for the middle of the river. It is not relevant for the 

water next to the beach. 

References 

NOAA Current Predictions: http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/currents15/ 

NOAA Brooklyn Bridge Station Info: http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/stationhome.html?id=8517847 

NOAA Current Predictions, Brooklyn Bridge: 
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2015&stn=5324+Hell%20Gate&secstn=Brooklyn+Bridge&sbf

h=%2B0&sbfm=29&fldh=%2B0&fldm=41&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=33&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=29&fldr=0.8&ebbr=0.6&fldav

gd=063&ebbavgd=253&footnote= 

http://www.nyc.gov/html/dcp/pdf/lucds/mn3profile.pdf
http://www.nyc.gov/html/waves/html/publicaccess/best_practices.shtml
http://corpslakes.usace.army.mil/employees/sign/manual.cfm
http://www.bluetrailsguide.org/build/promote/
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/currents15/
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/stationhome.html?id=8517847
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2015&stn=5324+Hell%20Gate&secstn=Brooklyn+Bridge&sbfh=%2B0&sbfm=29&fldh=%2B0&fldm=41&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=33&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=29&fldr=0.8&ebbr=0.6&fldavgd=063&ebbavgd=253&footnote
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2015&stn=5324+Hell%20Gate&secstn=Brooklyn+Bridge&sbfh=%2B0&sbfm=29&fldh=%2B0&fldm=41&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=33&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=29&fldr=0.8&ebbr=0.6&fldavgd=063&ebbavgd=253&footnote
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2015&stn=5324+Hell%20Gate&secstn=Brooklyn+Bridge&sbfh=%2B0&sbfm=29&fldh=%2B0&fldm=41&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=33&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=29&fldr=0.8&ebbr=0.6&fldavgd=063&ebbavgd=253&footnote


Brooklyn Bridge Beach Feasibility Study Response  Page 6 of 11 

Comments, Page 7 

“Without accompanying intervention, additional placement or removal of sand is likely to 

be negated by natural processes and the beach would return to its existing dynamic 

condition, growing and shrinking as current and wave forces act on it.” As is mentioned 

on page 6 of the feasibility study, the beach has existed since at least 1987. There is no 

need to add sand. It is fine as it is. 

One implication in this section is that the beach needs to be managed. It might be far 

more useful if it was not managed. Its continual changes would educate the public about 

the dynamic nature of the marine environment and would be a good example of a less 

intensely managed (and much less expensive) New York City waterfront. 

Sea Level Change 
This section of the document discusses how the beach would be impacted by sea level 

rise. For example, a hypothetical sea level rise “of 2.58ft over 50 years” would obviously 

flood the beach. This is true, but irrelevant. A sea level rise of 2.58ft would create a lot 

of trouble for all of New York City. The primary objective should be to prevent this from 

occurring. Creating a public beach might be a good way to get public support to prevent 

seal level rise. 

Preventing global warming and the consequent sea level rise is a hard problem. It will 

not be solved easily, but one way to improve our odds is to encourage greater popular 

awareness of the ocean and the potential impact of sea level rise. Opening up what is 

the best beach in Manhattan for public access is a good way to start. 

Impact on Benthic Habitat and Species 

Comments, Page 14 

“High current speeds are not conducive to providing habitat for benthic species.” Many 

benthic species are filter feeders which benefit from fast currents. Shellfish especially 

often live on the rocky shorefront, which is one of the harshest environments there is.  

“The Blueway Plan suggests structures such as breakwaters and artificial islands to 

reduce wave and current energy. The energy reducing structures would need to be 

constructed of a hard material, such as steel, concrete or stone.” The many groynes 

that already exist in New York City illustrate what can be done. But no convincing case 

has been made for the desirability of reducing either the wave or current energy at 

Brooklyn Bridge Beach. 

References 

Benthic Habitat: http://omp.gso.uri.edu/ompweb/doee/science/biology/benth1.htm 

Benthic Zone: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Benthic_zone 

http://omp.gso.uri.edu/ompweb/doee/science/biology/benth1.htm
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Benthic_zone


Brooklyn Bridge Beach Feasibility Study Response  Page 7 of 11 

Impact on vessel navigation 

Comments, Page 15 

“Significant vessel traffic exists in the area; tugs with and without barges, low and high 

speed ferries, deep draft ships, law enforcement vessels, and recreational vessels 

regularly transit the East River in the vicinity of Brooklyn Bridge Beach.” The same is no 

less true directly over the river, which there are two public beaches and a kayak launch 

site. One advantage of the site is that the nearby Brooklyn Bridge pier is a security 

zone, so no motor vessels can come close to the beach. 

Comments, Page 16 

“Interventions such as breakwaters and offshore islands intended to slow water speeds 

and reduce wave action should be aligned such that the intervention is located within 

the U.S. Pierhead line so as to avoid impacts to commercial navigation.” The beach is 

suitable for public use as it is. None of these structures are necessary. 

Water Quality 
“The water quality in the lower East River is not likely to be suitable for water contact 

activities.” And yet there are two public beach directly across the river from the Brooklyn 

Bridge Beach, plus a kayak launch site. There is also a small public beach at Hallet’s 

Cove in Queens, and several pocket parks in Brooklyn and Queens where one can get 

down and touch the water. Plus there are numerous popular kayaking programs (see 

list below) that operate in the East River or Buttermilk Channel. 

Kayaking Programs 

Brooklyn Bridge Park Boathouse: http://www.bbpboathouse.org/ 

Brooklyn Kayak Guides: http://brooklynkayakguides.com/ 

Governors Island Kayaking: http://www.downtownboathouse.org/ 

Harbor Lab, Long Island City: http://harborlab.org/ 

Long Island City Community Boathouse: http://www.licboathouse.org/ 

North Brooklyn Boat Club: http://northbrooklynboatclub.org/ 

Red Hook Boaters: http://www.redhookboaters.org/ 

Stuyvesant Cove Kayaking: http://stuycovekayaking.org/ 

Environmental Regulation Implications 

Comments, Page 17 

“From a regulatory standpoint, projects that enable public access to the water are 

desirable. Perhaps the easiest regulatory challenge would be obtaining authorization to 

modify the seawall to include public access to the sandy beach. “Get downs” have been 

in vogue along the City shoreline for about two decades.” Agreed! A gate in the fence 

and a short ADA-compliant ramp are all that are needed. 

http://www.bbpboathouse.org/
http://brooklynkayakguides.com/
http://www.downtownboathouse.org/
http://harborlab.org/
http://www.licboathouse.org/
http://northbrooklynboatclub.org/
http://www.redhookboaters.org/
http://stuycovekayaking.org/
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Appendix 

Beaches in New York Harbor 
There are more than 25 beaches in New York Harbor. Most are small and have formed 

naturally. Some are visited by many hundreds of thousands of people every year. The 

most popular beaches are directly across the East River from Brooklyn Bridge Beach in 

Brooklyn Bridge Park. 

List of Beaches 

List of beaches in New York Harbor, as of 2008: http://www.newyorkharborbeaches.org/main.htm 

Individual Beaches 

Brooklyn Bridge Park: http://www.brooklynbridgepark.org/ 

Dyckman Street Beach: http://www.nycgovparks.org/parks/fort-washington-park/highlights/11989 

East River State Park: http://nysparks.com/parks/155/details.aspx 

Hallet’s Cove Park: http://www.nycgovparks.org/facilities/kayak/25 

Hoboken Cove: http://www.hobokencoveboathouse.org/ 

Valentino Park, Red Hook: http://www.nycgovparks.org/parks/valentino-pier 

New York Harbor Water Quality 
The following organizations publish water quality reports for New York Harbor: 

New York City Dep: http://www.nyc.gov/html/dep/html/harborwater/index.shtml 

New York State DEC: http://www.dec.ny.gov/lands/4920.html 

Riverkeeper: http://www.riverkeeper.org/water-quality/ 

http://www.newyorkharborbeaches.org/main.htm
http://www.brooklynbridgepark.org/
http://www.nycgovparks.org/parks/fort-washington-park/highlights/11989
http://nysparks.com/parks/155/details.aspx
http://www.nycgovparks.org/facilities/kayak/25
http://www.hobokencoveboathouse.org/
http://www.nycgovparks.org/parks/valentino-pier
http://www.nyc.gov/html/dep/html/harborwater/index.shtml
http://www.dec.ny.gov/lands/4920.html
http://www.riverkeeper.org/water-quality/
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Addendum #1, CB3 Meeting, June/16 2016 
On Thursday June/16 2016 the EDC presented to the CB3 (i.e. Lower East Side) Parks 

& Recreation Committee meeting on the new park that they are developing along the 

East River Waterfront in the vicinity of the Brooklyn Bridge. 

One of the issues that immediately came up was public access to the small sandy 

beach under the Brooklyn Bridge. The EDC’s statements are below. My comments are 

in color. 

EDC Comments about Beach 
 The EDC said that they “stood by” the report that they had previously provided to 

local stakeholders which concluded that there should be no public access to the 

beach for the safety reasons specified. 

When the EDC politicizes issues of public safety, it endangers public safety. There 

are many legitimate safety issues regarding recreational use of New York Harbor 

and the waterfront, but it is hard to address them if key government agencies are 

distorting the facts for their own nefarious ends. 

 The EDC’s report had not addressed the very popular beach that exists directly over 

the river in Brooklyn Bridge Park. The EDC explained that the reason why this beach 

was safe to use by the public while the beach on the Manhattan side not was 

because the Brooklyn beach was more sheltered and also less exposed to fast 

currents. 

The EDC has not provided an iota of evidence that the beach over the river in 

Brooklyn Bridge Park is in any way more sheltered. On the contrary, a glance at a 

map will show the exact opposite because on the Manhattan side there is a giant 

bridge abutment in the water that protects the beach. This explains why wave action 

is consistently much greater on the Brooklyn side. 

Nor did the EDC provide any evidence that the currents are different on one side of 

the East River vs. the other at this location. Given the local geography, it would be 

reasonable to assume that they are significantly less on the Manhattan side. 

 The EDC said that the pile field that is adjacent to the beach was a safety hazard, 

given all the exposed rebar. 

I offered to remove all of the exposed rebar from the pile field adjacent to the beach 

for free. All I needed was permission from the EDC. They responded that any 

removing of rebar would result in a $25,000 fine. The same seems to be true for 

persons wanting to clean the beach. 

There are other public beaches in New York City, some of them with facilities that 

were developed by the EDC, that have exposed pile fields with rebar (e.g. the beach 

at Riis Landing in the Rockaways). The EDC did not explain what is special about 

the rebar on the Brooklyn Bridge Beach.  
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 The EDC said that the nearby abutment for the Brooklyn Bridge (in the water) is a 

security zone, and that the US Coast Guard would thus NOT recommend public 

access to the beach. 

The beach is NOT in a permanent security zone, which is defined all waters within 

25 yards of any bridge pier or abutment, and that opening the beach to public 

access would have no practical impact on security. When this was pointed out to the 

EDC they responded that this is what they had heard from the US Coast Guard and 

that if anyone disagreed that they should take it up directly with the Harbor Master. 

 The EDC said that another reason for preventing public access to the beach was the 

presence of a nearby Tier 2 CSO that they knew about but which the DEC does not. 

They did not say where this CSO was. 

The EDC did not explain why they had not informed the DEC about the CSO in 

question or who had categorized it as Tier 2. 

 The EDC did NOT recommend that the beach be opened up a launch or landing site 

for human-powered boating. They said that they were discussing with the Long 

Island City Boathouse a comprehensive plan for safe boating on the East River. 

The Long Island City Boathouse categorically denies discussing any plan for safe 

boating with the EDC. Nor has any other local human-powered boating organization 

said that they are discussing such a safe boating plan with the EDC. 

The EDC has sponsored two meetings in the past year with the local recreational 

boater community regarding safe boating and the introduction of the new of Citywide 

Ferry Service. At these meetings the EDC has not bought up any of the issues that 

are listed in the Brooklyn Bridge Beach Feasibility Study. 

Some local boaters have expressed reluctance about attending further meetings 

with the EDC – if they are going to use attendance at these meetings to go behind 

our backs and tell public officials things that are not true. 
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Addendum #2, Private Boating from Beach 
The EDC has refused permission for local residents to access the beach. But it does 

allow non-residents to hold an annual private paddleboard trip that launches from the 

beach and then goes counter-clockwise around Manhattan, landing in Chelsea. The 

participants have to pay more than $1,000 each for the privilege. 

 

Paddle Boarders on Brooklyn Bridge Beach 


