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- PANYC General Membership Meeting 23 January 1982 New York University

MIKUTES

Bankoff called the meeting to order at 10:20 A.M. Many NYAC members
were also present at this meeting..

Secretary's Report
The Minutes of the last meeting were accepted as printed in the
PANYC Newsletter No. 8. .

The membership voted to accept Marilyn L. Simon's application for
PANYC membership.

Marshall reported that she awaited a response from Colcnel Walter M.
Smith, District Engineer, in response to inquiries about the impact
changes in CRM Regulations would have on resources in the N.Y. Army
Corps District. The letter was sent December 23, 1981.

Copies of Ceci's letter outlining archaeological field school guide-
lines were sent to 2% universities and colleges and to 9 museums in
New York City. Two letters were also sent to members of the New York
City Roard of Educatlion,. Brooklyn College responded by letter and
LaCuardia Community College responded by telephone. Both responses
jndicated appreciation for the information. Salwen suggested that

if a school is offering training for SOPA certification, the director
of the field school should be qualified for SOPA certification. Sterud
added that SHA guidelines should be in theAAA and AIA field school
bulletins.

Responding to Marshall's notifications for dues payments and membership
file updates, all members except for one have paid 1981 dues. Resumes
are still needed from Askins, Harris, Rothsehild, and Rose Solecki.

President's Report

Bankoff reported for Ceci that she wrote a letter to the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation concerning reported pothunting

and trespassing at the TELCO site, Bankoff read Ceci's letter and
ACHP's response, General concensus of the membership was that
PANYC had fulfilled 1ts role by bringing this incident to the
attention of the ACHP but that further involvement is inappropriate.

Treasurer's Report
Sterud reported a starting balance of $157.15 to which#106 in deposits

was added. After dispersements of $73.13 the current palance in the
treasury is $90.02.

Committee Reports
Newsletter Committee

" Xlein sent out 46 copies of Newsletter No. 8. Four copies were

complimentary, 3 were exchanges, 12 were subscriptions and the
rest went to PANYC members. Klein is still awaiting receipt of
resumes from members so that he can compile a Directory. He has
only received L resumes. He also encouraged people to send news
jtems for the Newsletter.




PANYC General Membership Minutes {cont'd)

Action Committee
Gelsmar has not yet checked into the situation at Brother's Island

but will do so.

Geismar reported that an 18th century merchant vessel, in relatively
good shape, had been found at 175 Water Street. Arrangements were
being made to excavate this resource.

Salwen suggested that someone should look into the current status
gf the GSA plans to develop the site of the 1600's Jamaica Village
n Queens,

Research and Planning Committee
Rothschild agreed to organize suggestions and issues for discussion
of a repository for archaeological resources for New York City.

Dublin reported that she had heard that Drew University agreed to take
the TELCO site materials, Geismar confirmed this. She noted that

the repository plans for 175 Water Street materials was still negotiable
though the South Street Seaport had made overtures. Salwen noted

that NYU had agreed to accept Stadt Haus and 7 Hanover Square materials
on a temporary basis, The main concern expressed by all focused on
finding a place which meets curatorial standards. Optimally all agreed
that the materials should remain in New York City. The critical
eriteria for an appropriate repository as summarized by Salwen include
1) a long-term commitment to research in New York and 2) demonstrated
first steps toward suitable curation.

Legislative Committee
Orgel has not yet been officially notified of changes in the CRM

Regulations for the U.S. Army Corps.

Salwen alerted the membership to a serious situation in Washington.
The proposed presidential budget includes little money for historic
preservation. Many national regulations are under review including
Section 106 Procedures, A first draft will soon be circulated for

comment .

Klein informed the group of his appolntment to meet with City Council
members. WHe will discuss amending the City Landmarks Law to include

the word archaeology.

Public Relations Committee

Near would like to include slides of work ongoing in New York City
in a program she 1is coordinating for school children. She would
also like to offer the program with PANYC as sponsor. Rothschiild
suggested that Naar submit a detailed outline for review by the

Executive Board.

Naar suggested distributing a 1ist of cotinuing education courses

in archaeology to individuals on her nEriends of PANYC® list as a way
of reaching out to the interested public., The list will be sent to
the secretary and then distributed to Executive Board members for
comment,



PANYC General Membership Minutes (cont'd)

Unfinished Business

AT LA LR EAA N

Neminations Committee
The committee will include Ceci, Geismar and Cantwell. Bankoff

proposed the following gchedule for implementation of the election
procedures: Feb. 22 - Slate drawn up and sent to secretary;

March 1 - Ballots mailed to membership by secretary; March i5 -
Ballots returned to secretary; March 24 - Next PARYC meeting.

Public Program Committee
Naar, Marshall, Winter, and Sanders volunteered to work with Bankoff

on the 1982 Public Program, Bankoff will arrange to hold the
program at the Museum of the City of New York in late April or early
May., He forsees turning abstracts over to Klein 2 weeks before

the meeting date so that they may be published in the PANYC Newsletter,

The program will be fixed by mid-February. Klein noted that the
papers last year were not oriented to the public. He also informed
the group that publication of the papers would not be too expensive
and that he plans to publish the proceedings this year. Bankoff
proposed designing the program arcund a narrower theme than last

year,

New Business
Sglwen announced that Jan Baart, the City Archaeologist of Amsterdam,

Netherlands, will speak at New York University on 9 February 1982.

Sterud reported tht the Society of Historic Archaeology organizers
requested that he exhibit Hobley's Buried London presentation at

the next meeting in Denver, Colorado in January 1983. Sterud proposed
that PANYC sponsor this exhibit at the AIA meeting , December 1982,
in Pniladelphia, Pa. and at the SHA meeting, January 1983, Denver,
Colorado. Naar added that the American Museum of Natural History

was still interested in showing this exhibit.

The next meeting will be on Weds., March 24, in the evening.
Bankoff adjourned the meeting at 11:30 A.M.




Mo Yok Lawt

PRESERVATION OF LANDMARKS AND
HISTORICAL DISTRICTS

§ 205-10 Parpose and declaration of public rliq.—-gm
eouncil Snds that many improverents, a4 herein defined, and land-
soape festures, as herein defined, having s specisl character ¢r &
special historieal or arsthietic interest or valne and maay improve-
menta representing the finest architectursl products of distinet

ids in the hintory of the eity, have been wprootad, motwith-
standivg the fearidility of preserving and eontinuing the wee of
auth improvements and fan pe featores, and withont adequate
consideration of the irrepiaceabie foss to the people of the city of
the sexthetic, egltural and historic values Fepresented by mrh
fmprovements and landeeape festures. In addition distinet sress
may be similarly uprocted or may have their distinctiveness de-
wiroyed, altheogh the preservation thereof wisy be both feaxible
and desirable. It I the sense of the council that the standing of
thin eity as & world.wide tourist center and world eapital of busi-
nem, enlture and government cannot be maintained ov enhaneed
by disregarding the histarical and srehiteetural heritege of the city
and by countenaneing the destruction of such culturs] sesets.

b. It in hereby declared an & matter of pablie policy that the
protection, enhancement, ‘perpetnation and wee of improvementa
and Iandscape Teaturos of sperial sharscter or specis historieal or
sesthetic interest or value in a public necewity and i required in
the intarest of the health, promperity, safety and wellare of the
people. The purpose of this chapter is to (a) offect and accomplish
the protection, enhancement and perpetoation of guch improve.
ments and landseape features and of dustricts whish veprement er
reflest elementn of the eity's enltoral, sncin), economie, politieal and
architesiursl histary: (5) mefeznard the eity's historic, aenthetic
and enitnral heritage, xn embodied and reflected in such improve.
ments, Inndseape features and districts: (¢) stabilite and improve
mpeﬂy valuer i ench distrieta: (d) foster eivie pride in the

uty and nohle mecomplishmenta of the paxt: (o) profect and
enhanes the eity'a attractions tn fourmts and visitors and the sap-
port and stimulus to business and industry thereby provided s (1)
strengthen the economy of the eite; and () yromote the wne of
hintoric districts, Iandmarks, interior landmarks and seenic land-
marks for the edueation. pleasure and welfare of the people of the
eity. (Amended by L. L. 1973, No. 71, Dee. 1T.)

§ 207-10 Defnitlons.—An weed in this chapter, the following
terza shall mean and include:

& VAlteration™. Any of the acts defined se an stteration by
the building code of the city.

b. “Appropriste protective interest™, Any right er interest in
or title €5 an improvement parcel or any part thereol, neluding,
Yut not limited to, fee titie and scenic or other sawements, the

wiition of whith by the city jo determined by the commistion
to be necesssry and appropriste for the effectuation of the purpose
of this chapter.

€. “Capable of earning s reasonable refurn’. Having the eapae-
ity, uuder reasonsbly efficient and prodeat management, of sarning
o reasopable returp. For the purposes of this chapter, the mat
annual return, ss defined in subparagrsph (a) of parsgraph three
of gubdivision v of this seetion, yielded by an improvement pareel
during the test year, an defined in mubpsragraph {b) of meh pars.
graph, shall be presummed % be the earning capatity of such im-.
provement parcel, in the absence of subslantial grovnds for & eon-
trary determination by the eommission.

&, “'Citysided project”. Any physical betterment of Toal prop-
erty, which:

{1) may not be constructed or slfscted without the approval
of 0os or mwors officers or agenciey of the sity; and

(2) upon completion, will be swned in whoils or iw part by

perwont other than the eity; and

(3} is planned 10 be sonatrueted or sitected, In whole or in
part, with any form of zid farniahed by the eity (other than
wnder this chapter), including, but not limited to, any Toan,
grant, subsidy or other mode of financial amistance, axercise
of the city's powers of sminent domasin, eontribution ef ety
prtéperty. or the granting of tax exemption ot Lax abatement;

an
{4} will involve the eonstraction, recccstraetion, sHerstion
o demolition of any improvemsnt in & historie distriet or of
& landmark.

& “Commimion™. The landmarks prewervation ssmmismion.

£, “Day", Any day cther than » Sstorday, Bundsy or logal
Moliday; provided, however, that for the perpows of wobdivieion d
of metion 207-16.0 of this chapier, the term “'day’’ shall mean
grery day in the week.

g. ““Exterior architsctural feature.” The srchitectoral style,
denign, general arrangement end eomponenta of all of the outer
surfaces of an improvement, aa distinguished from the interior gur-
facen enclosed by seid exterior sarfaces, incloding, but mot fimited
o, the kind, eolor and texture of the building materisl and the
type and atyle of sll windows, doors, Lights, signs and ether fx.
tutes apprrienant to sech improvement.

&, “Historic dlatriet.” Any area which:

(1) sontains imprevements which:
(n)hunsmdnlehndzrnmmw
eutheliz interest or wvalus; and

—— Je—,

(b} represent ene or more periods or style of architoe-
n?miul-rmumnnhﬁak‘-uryo!mﬁb;
an

(e} eause swch arsa, by rvawn of wuch factors, to son-
stitute & distinet section of tbe ¢ity; and
{2) has been Jdesigmated as a historie district parsuant o
the provisions of this ehapter,

{. “Improvement.” Any building, structure, place, work of art
oc ether object constituting & physical betterment of real property,
ac sny part of such betterment.

4. "Improvement parcel” The uxit of ram] property which
(1) ineludes & phywical betterment eonstituting an improvement
ard the land embracing the site thereof, and (2) is treated sa &
xingle entity for the purpose of levying real estate taxes; provided
bowever, that the term “‘improvement parcel’ mid® alio includs
sny unimproved arsa of Jand which i treated a5 8 single eatity for
sach fax purposes,

k “Iatsrior.” ‘The viaible wurfssen of the interior of an im-

provement.
. 1. "Interior architeetars! feature.’”” The architeetural style,
denign, general arrangement and components of an interior, includ-
fag but not limited to, the kind, eolor and textore of the building
wmaterial and the type and style of all windows, doors, lights, aigns
and other fixtures appuriensnt to such interior.

m. "Intsrior fandmark ' An interior, or part thereof, any part
of which is thirty years old or older, and which is customarily open
or accemible to the public, or to which the public is customarily
fnvited, and which har a special historieal or aethetic interest ot
wloe a2 'rrt of the development, heritage or enitursl character-
fatics of the city, state r nation and which haa been designated a8
&t {nterior landmark porvoent to the providions of this chapter.

n “Tandmark.” Any improvement, any part of which is thirty
years old or older, which has & apecial charnetsr or special hintorical
or aesthetic interest or value an part of the development, heritsge
or cultars! eliaracteristics of the eity, state or nation and whith
has been designated as & lendmark pursuant to the provisions of
this ehapter.

o, “Tandmark site.'' An improvement parcs] sr part thereof
on which ix sitasted & landmark and any abntting improvement
parcel or part thereof uwed as and eonstitating part of the premives
on which the landmark ia situated, and which has been designated
sa a Iandmark site porsuant to the provisions of this chapter.

P. “Landscape featore.'’  Any grade, body of water, siream,
roek, piant, shrub, tree, path, walkway, road, plass, fountain, sculp-
tore or other form of natursf or artifieial landseaping -

& “Minor work.! Any change in, addition to of removal from
the party, elements or materials eomprizing an improvement wnclud-
ing, but not limited (o, the exterior architectural fentures or interior
architectural features thereof and, subject to and as prescribed by
vegiations of the commistion if and when promulgated porsuant
to section 207-18 0 of this chapter the surfasing, resur{acing, paint-
fng, renovaling, restoring, or rehabulitating of the esterior archi.
tectural festures or interior architectural festures or the treating
of the saine in any manner that matermlly alters their appesrance,
where sueh change, addition or removal does not conslitute ordinary
repairs and maintenance and fa of such natere that it may be law-
fully effected without a permit from the department of buildings.

£. *Ordinary repairs and maintenance.!” Any:

(1) work done on any improvement; or

{2) replacement of any part of an improvement; for which
& permit imued by the depariment of buildings ia not required
by law, where the purpose and effect of such work or replece-
ment is to eorrech any deterioration or decay of or damage to
such improvement or any part thereof and to restors same, &8
nearly 52 may be Inztiub!e, to ita eondition prior to the
sceurrence of rueh deterioration, decsy or 3

¢ “Owner.'” Any person or persons having auch right to, title
to ¢or interest in any improvement 8o s to be legally entitled upon
ebtaining the required permitn and approvals from the el agencies
Baving jurisdiction over building eonstroction, to perlorm with
respect to such property any demolition, eonstrnetion, reconstruc-
tion, slteration or other work sa to which such person seeks the
suthorigation or spproval of the sommission pursuant to section
30780 of this chapler.

4. *"Person in charge.” The person or persons powseased of the
freehold of au improvement or improvement parcel or & lowser
sxtate therein, & mortyagee or vendee in possession, amignes of
rants, rectiver, execntor, trustes, lemee, agent or any other perstn
directly or indireetly in eontrol of an improvement or improvement

R “Protected architectural festure.'” Any exterior architee-
tara] festure of & landmark or any interior architactors] feature
of an interior landmark.

v. “Reasomable return.’”* (1} A met annual retarn of six per
wentum of the valuation of an improvement parcel

{2) Buch valuation shall be the current smsemed valustion
astablished by the City, which is in efect at the time of the
filing of the request for & serlifieate of appropristenem; pro-
vided that:

{&) The cemmimion may make 8 determination thst the
waluation of the improvement parcel is an smount differ-
ent from such assessed valuation where there has been a
reduction in the saemed valuation for the year next pre-

e ia arigisal. Bhowid probalbly bo “shall”.




eding the effective dats of the rurrent amamed alustion
m efect at the time of the fling of such r.cqu_-t;und

{b) The commission may make & determination that the
walue of the improvement parcel i sa wmount differant
from the asessed valuation where there has been a bonik
fide sle of such parcel within the period between March
dfteenth, nineteen hundred fifty-sight, and the tim‘o'
the filing of mnch request, sy the resuit of & tranesetion

at arms’ Jength, on normal financing termw, at & readily
sscertainable price, and wnaffectsd by special sircom-
stanees such ax, but not limited to, 2 foreed sale, mxchange
of property, package deal, wash mle or mie to 8 coopers-
tive. In delermining whether & wals was on normal finsne-
fng terms, the eommistion shall give due sonsideration te
the following factors: by th el 80
1} The ratio of the eah payment received o

(u§ {be males price of the improvement pareel and (b) tm

sznual grom ineome from such parcel;

(2) The total amount of the onmdlng-umqu whith
are liens agsinat the improvement pareel (including purchase
money mortgages) s eompared with the Basewed valustion of

wach paresl;

(3) The ratio of the sles price to the annusl grom income
of the improvement paree], with eonsideration given, whare
the improvement i subject to residential rent contrel, to the
total amonnt of rent adjustments previously granted, excloaive
of rent adjustments because of ehanges in dwelling #pace, wor-
vices, furmiture, furnishingx or equipment, major capital im-
provements, or substantial rehabilitation;

{4} The presence of deferred amortisation in purchas
mqnw“&en‘mwto!nchmnl

unt;

(5) Any uther facts and eircumsiances surrounding weh
sate which, in the jndrment of the commission, may have 2
bearing upen the question of fnencing; and

(3) For the parposes of this subdivision v:

(a) Net annual retorn shail be the amount by which
the earned income yielded by the improvement paresl dor-
ing & text year exceeds the opersting expenses of such
parcs) doring such year, excluding morigage interest and
amortization, and excluding allowances for obmolescence
and renerves, but ineluding an alicwance for deprecistion
af two per eentum of the value, of the improve-
wment, exclusive of the land, or the amount shown for
deprecistion of the improvement in the latest Tequived
federal insome tax return, whichever i¢ Tower; provided,
hawever, that mo allowanee for depreciation of the im-
provement ahall be included where the improvement has
been fully deprecisted for federal ineome tax purposes or
on the books of the gwner; and

(b) Teat yoar aball be (1) the wort recant foll ealendar
yoar, or {2} the owner's most recent fiseal year, or (3)
any twelve eonsecutive months ending not more than
minety deys prior to the fling (a) of the request for &
sertifieate, or (b) of an application for a gu.mnl of tax
benefits puuwunthepmviﬁouduetmm-a.od

thia chapter, as the eame msy be.

w. “Beenic landmark.” Any landsape fasture or agyrequte of
Isndscape features, any part of which i thirty years or clder, which
Bas or have & special character or special historical er assthetic
intareat of value aa part of the dewslopment, beritags or ealtural
eharasteristics of the city, state or nation and which has been
designated a stenic landmark pursuant to the provisions of this
shapier. (Amended by L. 1. 1973, No. 71, Dec. i)

20720 Establishment of lsndmarks, lssdmark sites, ints.
rlo’rhndmuh.mnieuudmhudhhwﬂem—tm
the purpoue of elecling and fort L e eemarin, terio
tion, ephancement, jon and uee o t
landmarks, scenie Inl:;mnh and historic districts, the semmiomion
shall bave power, after & public hearing:

. (1) to deignste, and sx herein provided n subdivision §
in order to effcctuate the purposes of this chapter, o make
mapplemental desiguations ss additions to, a st of landmarks
whick are identified by & description setting forth the geners]
ekaracterintios and joeation thereof; - .

%) to designete and, in order to ¢Joctuate the purposs o
ﬁi(l l):hlpur. %o make sapplementat designations se sdditiona

10, & liet of interior Jandmarks, not including interiors utiliged

ae places of religions worship, which are identified by a de-

l:ripti;n setting forth the general charscteriation and Jecation

M.u ]

{3 hddnaumﬁ.hudcrhdmu_ﬁmﬂ
this chapter, to meke supplementsl designations s additions
te, & liet of stenic landmarks, located on property ewned by
the eity, which are identified by a description seiting forth
the general characteriatios and Jocation thereo!; and

($) to designate historie districhs and the Jecation smd
Beundariea thereof, and in erder to effectusts the purposes of
thia chapter, 1o Gesignate changes in wuth Joeations and bound-
ui-mdduign;unddiﬁmﬂi-wmmﬂlhhw
tion and boundariss thersof. Ve

b. 3t shall be the duty of the commission, after & ptl heating,

4o designate a landmark site for each landmark snd desiguate
the jocation and boundatiss of such site. peblic boarg, ¥

. The sommission shail have power, after & ]

mﬁuydd:nnﬁn-&hpmthﬁcmlﬂ

subdivisions s 208 b of this section. " e
€. The eommimion may, after 5 public besring, whether

hﬂmmumhw-rumww.

spacify the naturs of any sonstroction, resongtruetion, alterstion
or demolition of any landscape featare which may be performed
oo such soesie landmark without prier dswcanee of a report par-
suant to subdivision e of section 207-17.0. Ths commission shall
kave the power, after a public hearing, to amand any specifieation
made pursnant to the providons of thia subdivision d

a. Bubjeet to the provisions of subdivisions ¢ and b of thix see.
tico, any designation or amepdment of a designation made by the
sommimion pursusnt to the provisions of subdivisions », b and ¢
of thie section shall be in full foree and effect from and after the
date of the adoption thersof by the commiasion.

1. 'Within five days after making any sush deciguation or amend-
mmt thersof, the commimion shall fils & eopy of mme with the
secretary of the board of mtimate and with the department of
buildings, the city planning sammission, the board of standards and
appeals, the fire department and the health serviees administeation.

€. (1) The seeretary of the board of estimats, within five dsys
after the Aling of such eopy with such secretary, shall refer such
dmignation or amendment thereof to the ¢ity planning eopmimion,
which, within thirg days after such referral, shall submit to such
Soard & report with repect to the relation of such deslgnation or
smendment thereof to the master plan, the soning resclution, pro-
Jected 133:121:3 improvements and any plans for the reoewal of the
ek 8

(2) Such board may modify or disapprove soch designation or
amandment thereof within ninsty days after s eopy thereof i filad
with the secretary of the board. ¥ the board shall disapprove
waeh desigpation or amendment thersof, it ahall sease to be in effect
o the date of such setion by the bowrd. If the board ahsll modify
such deignation or amendment thersof, such modification skall be
{n effact cp and after the date of the adoption there? by the board.

k. (1) The commimion shell have power, after & public hearing,
o sdopt & resclution proposing rescission, in whole or in part, of
any desigoation or amendment or modifleation thereof mentioned
fn the preceding subdivisions of this section, Within five days
after sdopting any such resclution, the eommimion shall fils & eopy
thereo! with the secretary of the board of estimste, who shall,
within five days after such Sling, rafer such resolution to the eity
planning sommiasion,

(2) Within thirty days aftsr wuch reforral, the eity planning
sommisicn shall submit to such board & report with rewpect to
the relation of such proposed reszimion to the master plan, the
soning resolntion, prejected publis improvements and any plans
for the renewal of the ares invalved,

{2) Buch board may approve, disapprove or modify such pro-
posed rescimion within ninety days after s eopy of the resclution
proposing seme is Sled with the seevetary of the board. If such
proposed rescimion i approved or modified by the board, ek
rewcision or modifieation thereof ahall take effect on the date of
meh action by the oard. If such proposed rescistion ia disap-
proved by the board, or is not acted on by the board within such
period of ninety days, it shall not take effect.

f The eomm_in!m may st any time meke recommendations to
the eity planning eommistion with respect to amendments of the
provisions of the soning resoltion applicable to improvements in
historic distrizta,

§. Al designations and supplemental designations of lendmarks,
landmark sites, interior landmarks, scenic lndmarks and bistorje
districts made gumunt to paragraph & shall be made porsuvant
to notices of public hearings given, au provided in § 207-12.0.

k. Upon its designation of any improvement parcel as a !sud-
mark and of sny landmark site, interior landmark, seenic 1and-
mark or historic distrist or sy amepdment of any such designation
or rescimion thereof the commimion shall eauss to be recorded in
the offiee of the register of the city of New York in the county in
which sucli landmark, iuterlor landmark, seenic landmark or dis-
trict dies, or i the case of landmarks, interior landmarks, seenit
landmarks and distriets in the borough and esunty of Richmond
in the oﬂ}m— of the clerk of said county of Richmond, & unotice of
such designstion, amendment or vescission describing the party
sffected by, in the ease of the sounty of Richmond, its land map
block number or numbers and its tax map, block and lot number
ar nombers and in the case of all other counties, by ita land map
;mdﬁo]t number or pumbers. (Amended by L. L. 1973, No.

, Dee. 17,

CAYE NUTER

% L The designation of the Tacuard  Uherwafier was denled 34 2 dosignation
Joroms Houss a5 o landmark afier the  san b made dorlag the "Intenm™ 38-
owner had antered into a contreet for  wonth pericd exd bearisgs sculd be
Bts sale to & purchaser who propesed  hed within ench periods provided thess
i rase the baildlag and erwct sn br lHmited to thoee made pursuant ta
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54 A{Opl!ﬂ“ﬂt of landmarks Jaw pensabie taking the plainiifs nol
throngh drmial nf & eertificate of sp-  Meing shle to setublith that they were
proprialenees for eomalrnetinn of & Wnveapable of shialning a rrasonable
twery over Grand Contral Btation soun teiurn (rom (irand Central Trrmingl
ol unronsliintions] since in (hin ey sperations—Penn Oruteal Tramapor-
L application of the law did sot im-  tatios Co. v, City o N, !;“A.ﬂ.ll
powe pich @ butden as 1o romatitnie s  BS [1075).

§ 20730 Bcopt of oonmission's powers.—as. Nothing eon.
tained in thix chapter shall be eonstroed as authorizing the commia-
wmion, in arting with respect to any historic district or improvement
therein, or in adopting regulations in relation thereto, to reguiata
or Jmit the height and bolk of buildings, to regnlate snd determine
the ares of yards, courtx and other open spaces, to regulate denaity
of populstinn or to regulate and restrict the locations of trades
and industries or loeation of bnildings designed for speeific wae
or to creair districis for any such purpowe.

b. Exzcept as provided in subdivision & of this section, the eom.
mimion may, in exervising or performing it powers, duties or
funetions under this chapter with rexpeet 0 any improvement in
a historic dixtrict or on a landmark site ot contalning an interior
landinark, or any fandscape feature of a seenie lsodmark, apply
or impore, with reapent to the construction, reconstraction, altera.
tion, demolition or uae of aoch improvement, or landseaps feature
ot the prriormanee of minor wark thereon, regulations, imitations,
determinations or eondutinnk which are more rextrictive than those
prescribed or made by or pursuant to other provisions of lnw appli-
esble to mch aclivities, work or une, (Subd, b amended by L. L.
1973, No. 71, Dee. 17.)

F 20740 Regulation of constraction, reconstraction, aliers-
tions and demolition ~~a (1) Earept ax athereriee provided in para-
graph o af this suhdivininn a, it «hall be nolawlal for any person
in charge of & lanidmark site or &0 improvement pareel or portion
therenf Inenfed in An historic distrist of any part of an improve.
menl eettaining an interior lapdmark, to alier, resomsituct or
demolieh any impravement smatitnting 0 part of sueh aite or eon.
stitiling n pari af seh parcel and koerted within such dmtriet or
vanixining an inferior landmark er {o construe! any improvemant
npoi tand emmbrared within such wite or snch paresl and loeated
within such distriet; ar ta eanse or permit any roch work to be
performed on such improvement or land, uniem the commimion
kax previously imued a certificate of 1o eNent on protected archis
tectural fenfures, a eertifieate of approprintenesa or a notice o
procecd anthorizing suel work, xnd it shall he unlawful for any
silicr perann fo perform such work or eanse same to be performed,
whlems such eertificate or notice han been previously issned.

{21 The provisions of paragraph one of this subdivision & shall
not apply to any improvement mentioned] in subdivision a of mee.
tinn 207-17.0 of thix ehapter, or to any city-mded project, or in
essen pubject to the proviienn of section 207-110 of thin chapter.

€3} It xhall be untawlul for the person in charge of any improve.
wment or land mentioned in paragraph one of thia subdivizion & o
mainlain same or eause or permit same to be maintained in the eon-
ditinn ereated by any work in violation of the provmions of such
paragraph one.

b (1) Exeept in the exse of any improvement mentioned in
sabdivision s of section 207-17.0 of this chapter and except in the
ease of & eityaided project, no application shall be approved and
no permit or amendsd permit for the conatrnction, reconstruction,
alteration or demolition of any improvement located or to be located
e & landmark aite or in an historic district or eontaining an inte.
tior Isndmark shall be isued by the department of baildings, and
no application shall be approved and no special permit or amended
special permit for much conatruetion, reconstruction or alteration,
where required hy article seven of the soning resolution, ahall be
granted by the city planning commimion or the board of standards
and appeals, until the commimion shall have imned either a cer.
tificate of tin effect on protecied architectural features, a eertificate
of nppm{nﬁntmu ot a notice 10 proceed poryuant to the provisiona
of thix ehapter as an authorization for such work.

¢ (1) A ropy of every application or amended applieation for
& permit to eonstruet, reconstruct, alter or demolish any improve.
wment loeated or to be located on & Iandmark site or in an historie
district ar containing su interior Jandmark shall, at the time of
the submission of the oniginal thereof to the department of haild-
ings, be filsd by the applicant with the eommimion. A eopy of
every applieation, under article seven of the goning resolution, for
n special permit for any work which includes the eonstruction,
reeonatruction or alieration of any such improvement shall, at the
time of the submimion of meh applieation or amended applieation
of the city planning cemmiskion or the board of standards and
appeals, ax the eane may be, be filed wilh the commision.

{2) Every surh copy of an application or amended appliestion
fiird with the commimion shall include plann and specifications for
the work involeed, or xich other ntatement of the proposed work
ar would be aeceptable by the department of buildingn parsgant
to the building code. The applicant ahall furniah the commimion
with such other information relating to zuch application as the
eommimion wmay fram time to time require, -

{3} Together with the eopie of such application, or amended
application every smch applicant ahall file with the eommimion, &
requent for a cerfificate of no effecl on protecied architectural
featurm or a eertifieate of appropriatenewm jn velation 1o 1he prme

work specified in sach application. (Amended by L, L. 1973,

0. 71, Dec. 17.)

§ 267-50 Dwtermination of request for sertiffonts of me offect
" architectural festured —a. (1) Tn any eane where an
applicant far & permit from the department of buildings to cvn-
struct, reconstruct, alisr or demolish any improvement en s Jand.

mark site or in an historie district or containiog an interior land.
mark, or an applicant for & spersa] permit from the eity planoing
commision or the board of standards aud appesis anthorizing any
wuell work pnrsnant o arlicle seven of the xoning resolution, or
ameudments thereof, files, & copy of such applieation or amended
application with the eomnsission, togetlier with & request for a
eertificate of no offect on protected archileetnral features, the som-
mircion khalt delermine: {8} whether the proposed work wonld
change, destrox or alfecl any exterior arehifeciaral feature of the
improvement on a landmark site or in an hintorle dintriet or any
interiny architectural Teature of the interior landmark npon which
sard work in 1n be done, and (b} in fie cass of conatruction of &
new improvenent, whetlier such conatruction wonld affect nr not
be jun harmony with the external sppeatanee of other, neighboring
improvements o sueh site ar in sueh distriet  Tf the commimsinn
determines xuch guentinon in the mepative, it shall grant such eer-
tificate ; ntherwine, it shall deny such request.

(2) Within thirty days after the filing of such applieation and
request, the commimion shail either grant sush eertifiente, or give
natite 1o the apphiesnt of & proposst denial of such request. Upan
written demand of the applirant filed witl the commirtion after
e giving of potice of & proposerd deninl, the commiwinn Khall
eonfer with the applieant. "The sommmmion shall determine the
request for a eerfificate within thirty dayn after the flinz of xuch
demand. If & demand is not filed within ten dnyx after the mving
of notice of the propoacd deninl, the eommimion shall determine
sarh request witinn five dapn after the expiration of such ten-day
period

{3) In the event of a deninl of snch & eortifleate, the applieant
way file with the commision & reqnest for a certifieate af appro-
pristenem with verpert 10 the propoaed work apecified in such
apphieation.  (Amended by L. Tn. 3973, Ko 71, Dee. 17)

§ 207-6.0 ¥actors govarnines fssnance of cartificate of appro-
pristeness.—q. Tu sny eanc where an applicant for & pernnt ta
ratdrue|, veenustenet, nlier or demnlish any improvement on &
lastidmark site or in an historie districl or eontrining sn interior
landniark, filex sueh applicntion with the ssmmimion together with
& peqnicat for & eertifieate of appropriatences, and in any cace whers
o certifiente of 1t eflect e protected architreinral featnre is denied
anil the applieant thereafior, pursuant o the provisionx of section
217-50 af thix chinpter, filex n request for n certifieate of appro.
printenem, the vommiwion shali determine whether the proposed
wnrk would be appeoprinte for anid eourisient with the sfertuation
of the purjrosen of thin chapter.  Tf the eommision’s defermination
W in the affirinative an sucl question, it shall grant a ervtifieate of
wppirnprinteness, and it the conmission’s determination is in the
pegalive, it ahall deny the applieant's regueat, except &x otherwine
pravided v mestjon 207-R0 of this chapter.

b, (1) In making snch delermination with reapect to any such
application for & permit to construel, reconstruct, aller or demnlinh
ab improvement in an historic district, the commimion shall con.
sider (a) the effect of the propoasd work in creating, ehanging,
dextroying or affecting the exterior architectural features of the
improvement upan which such work i to be done and (b) the rels.
tionship between the reanits of such work sud the exterior archy.
teciural featuren of oiber, neighboriug improvements in such
distriet.

(2) Tn sppraising much +ffeets and relationship, the eommisnion
shell eoumder, 1 addition to any other pertinent matters, the
factors of mesthetic, hixtorical and archilectural valuex and mpg-
nifiecanes, srchitectural style, design, arrangement, texture, mate.
rial and eolor.

(3) All determinations of the eommiszion pursuant to this sub-
divizion b zhall be niude subjee! to the provisions of section 207-3.0
of ilus ahapter and the commimion, in ninking any such determi.
nation. slinll not apply any regulation, hmitation, determination
ef restriction sx to the height and buik of buildings, the ares of
yards, courix or other open apaces. density of population, the
location n! trades and industries, or [ocation of builidings dexigned
for specific uses, other than the reguintions, Limitations, determi-
nations and rexiriciiont a8 10 such maiters prescvibed or made by
or pursuant to appheable provixions of law, exclosive of thix chap-
ter; provided, however, that potlung eontained in such section
2071-30 or m thie aubdivition b shall be conntrued as limiting the
power of the comnisvon fo deny & request for & certificate of
appropriateness for demolition or alteration of an improvement in
an hixtorie district {(whethar ar not rurh request alno secks approval,
in euch certificate, of eonstruction or conxtruction of any improve.
ment), on the prognd that xuel demolibon or alteration would be
inappropriste for and inconsistent with 1he effectontion of the
pnrposen of thin chapter, with due econnideration for the factors
kereinabove set forth in this subdivision b,

e, Tn making the determination referred to in subdivinion a of
thin sectinn with renpert 1o auy applientian far & permit to con-
struet, veconatract, alier or demelml sy improvement on a land-
wark xite, other than o landmark, the enmmision shall concider
(1) the eleets of the praposed work in erentng. changing, dextroy.
ing or affeeting the exterior architeetural features of the improve.
aent upon which surh work in (o be done, {2) the relatienship
between sneh exterior archilectural features, ingether with sach
effectr, and the exierior architectiural features of the Iandwmark, and
{3} the effectx of the rexulta of rueli weork upon the protection,
enhaneement, perjwtoation and use of the lkndmark on such site
Tn appraiting siel: elfects and relationship, the commission alnll
eonmiler, in addition tn any other pertinent matters, the factor
mentioned in paragraph fwn of snbdivizion b of this nection.

d. In making the determination referred to in anbdivigion & of
thin section with reapret fo an appliration for a permit to aiter,
weconstraet ot demolish & Iandmark, the eommimion abal} consiley
the effecta of the proposed work upon the protection, enhancement,




perpeination and wae ol fhe exterier architertursi fratures of such
fandmark which caume it to prmess & speeinl chatacter or special
hixtorical nr acxthetie interest or walne.

a. Tn making the determination referred fo in subdiviion & of
thix section with rexpert tn an applieation for a permit to slter,
peeprinirnet ar demolish an improvement esntainiug sn interior
tandmark, the iminn ahiall tder the effeeia of the proponed
wark npon the protestion, enhanerment perpeination snd wee of
the interinr architectural features of xuch wierior Tandmark which
ssune it fo pomeess & specisl charaster or special histarienl or
;;n;lleﬁr interent or walne, (Amended by T L. 1873, No. 71, Dec.

§ 207-1.0 Procedure for determination of request for oartil.
foste of appropriateness—The commimion shali hold & publie
hcaring on earh requset for o certificate of approprintenems. Exeept
a4 otherwine provided in section 207.8.0 of this chapter, the eom.
mimion shall make ita determination as o such request within
ninety days after filing thereo!,

§ 207X Request for eertificate of sppropristensm anthoris-
ing demolition, alterations or moutruet?;x on ground of insuffl.
elent return—a. (i) Fxeept ax otherwise providedt v paragraph
two of this subdivision m, in ahy cane where an application for a

it tu demolixh any improvement locatsd on & landmark wite o7
in an hintorie didtciel or eontaining an interior landmark m filed
with the sammirsion, togeiher with & request for & certifieate of
approprisieness suthariring sach demolition, audl in Any rane where
an application for a peemit (o nake alterations s or reronrirnet any
improvenien! o a ndmark sile or eontaining en mteriar Jandmark
i filedl with the eammission, and the applieant requeste a certificate
of approprintencas for such wark, and the applicant extabliskes to
the mtielnetion of the rommission that:

{a) the imprevement parcel (or pareels) whith inclodex
wueh improvement, ax existing at the time of the filing of such
vequiest, in not enpable of enrning a rednonable retorn; and

(b} the awner of such improvement:

(1) in the ease of an xpplication for o permit to demol-
iah, seekn in good faith to demolith such improvement
fmmediately (8) for the purpose of constructing on ths
wite thereof with reazonable prompiness & new building or
sther income-prodncing Ieility, or (b) for the purpose
;L terminating the operstion of the improvement at a

;or -

{2) in the eane of an applieation for & permit 1o make
slterations or veconstract, seekn in good faith to alter or
peeonstruet snch improvement, with reasomabls prompt-
nem, for the purpose of jteceasing the retnrn therefrom;
the eomminsion, it it determines that the request for soch
eertificate should be denied on the basis of the applicable
standards set forth in section 207-60 of thiz chapter,
ahall, within nincty days after the Sling of the reqoest
for such eertificate af appropristenem, makes o prelimi-
nary determination of inxofficient retumn. {Bubd, &, par.
1 amended by L. L. 1873, No 71, Dee. 17.)

(2) In any enne where any application and request for & cer-
Hfieate of approprisfenses wentioned in paragraph one of this
xabdivision A ix filed with the commimion with respest to an
improvement, the provisions of this section shall net apply to such
request if the improvement parce] which includes xueh improvement
has received, for three years next preerding the fling of wuch
request, and at the time of such filing continuea to veceive, under
any provision of Jaw (other than thix chapter ar wectiona 458, 460
er 479 of the real property fax taw), exemption in whole or in part
from real property taxation ; provided, however, that the proviaions
of thin section ahall nevertheless apply to much request if wmch
exemption it and has bren reecived pursuest to Sectiona 420, 422,
24, 425, 426, 427, 428, 430, 432, 434, 435, 438, 440, 442, 444, 450,
452, 462, 454, 468, 470, 472 or 474 of the raal property tax law and
the applisant extablishes to the mtisfaction of the commimion, in
Tiet of the requirements set forth in parsgraph ome of this wb-
Aivirinn », that:

{a) the nwner of xueh imprnvement has entered intn & booa-
fde agreement to sell an extate of freehold or to grant a term
of at jenst twenty yenrs in wuch improvectont paresl, which
agresment # subject 1o nr contingent upon the isuance of
the eertificate nf apprprisierses o a notice to proceed;

{b) the improvement pareet which includes such improve.
ment, an existing at the time of the 8ling of much request,
wenld not, §f it were not exempt in whole ot in part from real
property taxation. be enpable of esrning & reasonable return;

(e) wach improvement hax eeaned to be adequate, mitable or
spprepriste for wee for earryine out both (1) the purposes
of wuch ewner to which it in devoted and (2) thome purpoees
e which it had been devated when acquired unless such ewner
fa n0 Songer enpaged in parsming such parposes; and

(4) the prospective perchasers or tenant

(1) in the eane of an application for & to demol.
fob secks and intendn, in geod faith either to demolish
wach improvement immedintely for the purpose of son-
stracting on the site thereof with ressonable promptnest
a new building or other facility; or

{2) in the eane of an application fer e t o make
alterations or reconatruet, seeka and intends in good faith
o alter or recowsiraet wech improvement, with reasonable
prompines. .

b, Tn the emae of an applieation made parvmant te paragraph-
ane of wubdiviion & of this section by sx spplieant wot required
fo smtablish the ponditions specified in peragraph two of such
-wﬁon,nmpﬁyukgmﬁsﬂodm—ﬁulpﬂﬂ-

aary rotgrmination s provided in paragmph eane of such sob-
divixinn a, the commimion, with the aid of suth experis sa it deera
necrasary, shall endeavor to devise, in eonsultation with the appli-
eant. & plan whereby the improvement may be (1) prewrved or
pel;phelmtcd in wueh manner or form aa lo effectuate Uie purposss
of thix chapter, and {2} alec rendered eapable of sarning & reascn-
able return,

e. Any such plan may inelnde, but shall nat be limited to, (1)
granting of partinl or complete tax exemption, (2} vemismion of
taxes and (3} authorisation for alterations, eonstruction er recon.
siruction appropriate for and not incoosistent with the effectas.
tion of the purposss of this chapter.

4. Tn any ease where the sommimion formolates any ruch plan,
i2 shall mail & eopy thereof ta the applicant prowptly snd in any
event within sixty davn after gi uoties of ita preliminary
determination of inmufBcient retarn, The commimion shall hold &
publie hearing upen such plan.

e. (1) If the commission, after bolding & public hearing pur-
scant to sobdivision d of this section, determines that a plan which
it haa formulated, eonsisting oniy of tax uemrh'on and/or remis-
sion of taxss, meets the standards pet forth in subdivicion b of
this section, as such plan wax ariginally formuolated, or with wach
modificatinna aa the enmmimion deems necessary of appropriste,
the commission shall deny the request of the applieant for & cor-
tificate of appropristences and shall approve wuch plaz, ae originatly
fermulated, or with such modifications,

{2} Buch plac, aa 50 approved, shall set forth the extent of tax
exemption and/or remimion of taxes dremed necemary by the som-
mimion to meet sueh standards,

{3} The comminsion shall prompily mail a eertified sopy of meh
spproved plan to the spplieant and thall promptly tramusmit a
eertified copy thereof to the tax commimion. Upon spplication
made l? the owner of sueh improvement pursusnt to the provi.
sionn of parsgraph five of this sabdivision e, the tax eomminrion
shall grant, for the fiseal year niext suceeding the date of approval
of such plan, the tax examption and/or remimion of taxes pro-
wided for thersin,

(§) In aceordance with procedures preseribed by }be‘mhtim
of the commimion, it ahall determine, upon application by the
ewner of mch improveemnt made in advance of sach su
Bacal year, the amannt of tax exemption and/or remision of taxes,
if ny, which it deems necessary, &2 & renewal of such plan for
the ening fincal year, fo meet the standards mi forth in sub-
division b of this section, and shall promptly mail & certified eopy
of any approved renewal of such plan do the spplicant and ahall
promptly transmit a eertified eopy of such renewal to the tax
eommimion. Upon spplication made by the ewnar of sach improve-
ment pursgant to the provisions of persgraph five of this sub.
diviaion ¢, the tax commission shat! grant, for such fiacel yoar, the
h::i sxemption and/or remimion of taxen specified in mich determi-
nation.

{5) ‘Where any such plan or & renewal thereo! is approved by the
eommirsion, pursuant to the provisions of the preceding paragraphs
of this subdivision e, prior fo January first next preceding the Jacal
yoar to which the tax benefits of such plan or rencwal thereof are
applicsble, the owner Khall not be entitled to such benefits for such
fiaca! year uniess be files an applieation therefor with the tax eom-
mimion between Febroary first and March fifteenth, both dates in.
clusive, nest preceding such fiseal yenr, Where any such plan or &
venewal thereof m approved by the commismion between Janoary
first ang June thirtieth, both dates inclusive, next preceding the
Sacal year to which the tax benefits of such plan or renews! thereof
are applicable, the owner shall not be entitled to such benefits for
wach fiscal year uniess he fles an applieation therefor with the tax
esommismion on or before Auguat first of wach Sscal year.

£. (1) In any case where the comminsion determines, after hold-
ing & public hearing purtuant lo subdivision d of this section, that
& plan which it has formulated, consisting in whole or int part of any
proposal other than tax exemplion and/or remission of taxes, meets
the standards set forth in subdivision b of this seztion, as ench plan
was originally formulated, or with such modificationn an the com-
mimion decms mecewary or appropriate, the eommizsion ahall
approve such pian, ax originnily formulated, or with soch modifiea.

nis, and shall prompily mail & ¢opy of same to the applicant.

(2) The owner of the improvement proposed to be benefited by
woch plan mentioned in paragreph one of this subdivision { may
aseept or reject such ;Ialm by written acceptance or rejection Sted
with the eommision. Jf anch an accaptance is filed, the commission
shali deny the request of such lp})liuht for & eertificate of appro-
priatencas. If & new application for & permit from the department
ef buildings and & new request for a certificate of appropristeness
are filed, which application and request conform with such proposed
plan, the commimion shall grant such eertificate a9 promptly s ia
practicable and in any event within thirty daye after such filing.

{3} If wmuch accepted plan consicts in part of tax exemption
and/or remission of taxes, the provisions of paragraphs two, three,
four snd five of subdivition ¢ of thia section ahall govern the
granting of auch tax exemption and/or remimion of taxes.

cr (1) Exeept In a cane where the applieant i required to sstab-

ik tI: e&ndttm net forth in paragraph two of subdiviaion & of this

{2} The commimion does not farmulste and wail a plan

purrmant io the provivions of anbdivisions b, «, and 4 of this

section within the period of time prescribed by such zubdi-
wvislon d; er

{b} the commimion does nol approve s plan pursuant to the

ons of subdivition ¢ or f of this section within sixty

after the mailing of sush plan to the applicant; or

I




‘e) & plan approved by the commimion pursmant fo the
, roviaieng of paragraph one of subdivision £ of this seetion is
rejected by the owner of sack .i;ﬁrnvmmt pursuant to the
provisions of parsgraph twe of subdivision;

the rommimion may, within Lo days after sxpiration of ihe
appsicable period referred to in subparagrapha (a) and (b) of this
paraeraph one, or within ten days sfter the fling of a rejection of &
plan pursuant to parxgraph two of subdivision £ of this section, as
the case may be, transmit to the mayor a wrilten recommendation
that the eity aequire @ specified appropriata protective interest i
the improvement parcel which includes the hoprovement with
reapeet tn which the request for & eertifieate of appropriatensss was
Kled, and shall promptly notify the applicant of such sction.

(2) If, within ninety days after transmision of wuch recom.
mandation, or, if no such recommendation i transmitted, within
ainety duys afier the expiration of the pericd hersin proscribed for
such transmimion, the city does pot:

(a) give notiee, pursuant fo section three hundred elghty-
two of the charter, of an application 1o eondemn much interest
or any other appropriste protective intersat agreed upon by the
mayor and the eommimion; or '

{b) enlor intc a contract with the owner of such fm:
ment parcel to acquire such interest, as o recommended or
agreed upon;

the eommieion shall promplly grant mne and foreward to the
owner, in lieu of the certificate of appropriatenss requamted by the
applicant, & notice to proceed.

h. No plan whith eansixts in whole or in part of the grantingof 2
partial or complele tax exemption or remimsion of taxes pursuant
to the provisionn of this ehapler shall be deemad 1o have been
approved by the eommision unies it is alwo approved by the
bonrd of estimate within the pericd of time praseribed by thia
mection for approval of such plan by the commmsion,

i (1) In any case where the applicant ia required to establish
the eonditions set forth in paragraph two of wubdivision a of this
section, ax prompily an iy practieable after making & imizary
determination with reapect in anch eonditions, as provided in para.
graph one of subdivision & of this section, and within one hundred
and eighty drys after making such preliminary determination, the
eommimion, slone ar with the aid of snch persons anad agencies as it
deems necesanry and whose aid it ix able to enlist, ehall endeavor to
obiain & purchaser or tenant (as the cass may be) of the improve-
ment parcel or parcels with respeet to which the application has
betn madte, which purchaser or tenant will agree, without eondition
ar eontingency relating to the nance of & erriificate of appro.
prialenesa or notice {o proreed and subject to the provisians of

ragraph three of thin subdivinion i, to purchase or sequire an

terest iGentical with that proposed Lo be arguired by the prospec.
tive purehuxer ar tennul wluse ngeeciment i the basis of the appliea.
ion, on reasonebly squivalent terms and eonditiona,

{2} The applizant shall, within a ressonable time after notice by
the commismion that it has obtained such & purchaser or tenant,
which notice shall be actved wilhin the period of one hundred and
tighty dsys provided by pamagrapl ane of this subdivision i, enter
into sueh agreement Lo sell or lease (az the crze may he) with the
parchaser or tenant se obtainel. Such notice whall specify & date for
the exccution of such agreement, which may be postponed ¥y the
eemmission at the request of the spplicant

{3) The provisions of this section shall not, after the sorwum-
mation of suth agreement, apply to such purchaaer or tenant or to
the hairy, knceessors or amigns of such purchaser or tenant,

(4) (a) I, within the one-hundred eighty-day period following
the comrmissiona’ preliminary determination puracant to paragraph
one of subdivision & of this section, the commimion shall not have
suceeedded in obinining & purcheser or tenant of the improvement
paree], pursuant to paragraph one of this subdivision i, or if, having
obtained such s purchaser or tenant, such purchaser or tenant fails
wilhin the time provided in paragraph two of this subdivision |, to
enter into the agreement provided for by sueh paragzraph two, the
sommiasion, within {wenty days safter the expiration of the one
dhundred-eighty day perind provided for in ph ene of this
snbdivision |, or within twenty dayn after date upon which a
purehaser or tenant obtained by the eommimion pursuant ta the
provisions of such parsgraph one fails to enter into the sgreement
provided for by said paragrapl, whichever of said dates [nter oceurs,
mey trammit Lo the mayor a weitlen recommendation that the city
aequire a specifiad appropriste protective interest in the improve.
wment pateel or pareel which include the improvement er are part
of the landmark site with reapect to which the request for a certifi-
eate of approprialensm was filed, and shall promptly motify the
applicant of such action,

{b) If, within wincly days afier tranemistion ef muth recom.
menilation, or, if o surh recommendation, is lransmitted, within
ninety days after the expiration of the period herein prescribed for
such tranxmimion, the city doon not give notiee, pursuant to seetion
three hundred eighty-two of the echarter, of an application te
vondemn such inferest or any sther approprinte protective interest
agreed apon hy the mayor and the eommission, or does net enter
iato & eontract with the ewner of snch improvement pareel to
wequire such interest, ax 90 recommended and agreed wpon; the
eommision shall prompily grant, imus 2nd forward to the owner,
in Tien of the eertifieate of appropriateness requested by the
applicant, a notice {o proceed.

(5) Ench nolice Lo procesd shali anthorise the work of demolition,
alteration, and /or reconatruction scught with respect to the improve
ment parcel or parechs concerning which the application was made,
oniy if such work {a) in underiaken and performed by the purchaser
st tenant specified porsusnt te the provisions of paragraph twe of
webdivision & of this seetion, in the applieation, or a bonafide
smignee, suceensor, hemsee or sub-leasce of such purchaser or tenant
(other than the swner who Made application therefor), and (b) i

sndertaken and orroed with reasomsble prowmptnes afisr the
fxcance of yuch m to preceed.

CASE NOTXR

€ 1 Matter of deslgmation of wom.  senl oad whelher the sont. of mals-
picx of Imildings weed an o home for tainlng Uhew without wee would en:
eidrrly mariners as & Jandmark wns  all wericen eapepditure —Matter of
temasded for Turiier somaideration  Uhe Truaives of the Balior’ Buug Har-
where lower emri was ol nuppled  Bor, I A.D L ITE NI N. Y. 0. 84
with sufficirnt fecte on whith to ren. 314 [IP2N]),

et b dmlinfactory delerminalion as to 4 T. Teat for evwetitutionel ‘gl:-
anch quertions ns whether the presey-  tion of landmarks law to & tl
wation of the eharity’s bulldingn o whether mainienanee of the .
woibd serionrly fmlerfere whh the  weark sjther p\Eulnlly or I.nmth
wwe o the property, whether the  prevents or serlously inlesferes wi
ulidings were capably of comvemsion -;r‘ﬁq: ot the charitable purpom.
te & waein] purpose witheut excomsire  —Id, .

§ 207-9.0 Raguiation of minor work—a. (1) Bxcept a4 other.
wrise provided it section 207-31.0 of this chapler, it sbail be unlaw-
fol for any person in charge of an improvement locsted om &
Jandmark site or in an historie distriel or containing sn intenor
Jandmark to perform any mingr work thereon, or to eatse or per-
mit ¥0eh work te be performed, snd for any other n to per-

*form any anch work thereon or eanne same to be ormed, unlves
the eommimion has jswued & permit, pursuant to this metion,
sathorizing sueh work,

{2) It shall be anlawful for any person in charge of any smch
fmprovement o maintain same or cause Or prrmit same to be main.
tained in the eondition ereated by any work done in wiolation of
the provisicns of parsgraph one of this subdivirion &.

b. The owner of an improvement desiring to obtain such & per-
wmit, or any permon authorized by the cwner to perform such work,
way file with the commimion an application for xuch permit, which
shatl inclode ench descripion of the proposed work, sa the eom.-
mimion may prescribe. The applicant shall sabmit such other
information with respest to the proposed work as the rommision
may from fime to time reguire. The commission shall promptly
tranamit sueh application to the department of buildings, which
hall, a3 prompily sa is practieable, certify to the commimion
whether & permit for such proposed work, imued by rach depart-
wment, #a required by taw, 1f soch departtnent eertifies thet such
& permit is required, the commimion shall deny such applieation,
and shall promptly give notice of such determination to the appli-
eant. If such department certifies that 3o sach permit i required,
the commimicn shail determine such application as hervinafter pro-

e. {1) The ecmminsion shall detarmine:

s} whether the proposed work wonld change, destroy or
sffect any exterior srchitectural festure of an improvement
located on & Jandmark &ite or in an historic district or interiot
arehitectural featore of an improvement containing an interior
Jandmark; or

(b} If suech work would have such effect, whether judped
by tiic standards set forth in subdivimen b, ¢, d and e of sec-
tion 207-60 of thit chapter with rexpect to an impravement
of ximitar classification hercunder, such work would be appro-
priate for and eonwistent with the effectuation of the purposes
of this chapter.

{2) It the sommumion determines the queshon set forth in sub-
paragraph (8) of paragraph one of this subdivision € in the nega-
tive, or determinen the questiny aet fortls w xubparagraph (b} of
wach paragranh in the afficntive, it shall grant such permit, and
it shall deny surh peemit il it determines such question set forth
in subparagraph {a} in the affirmative and delermines sach ques-
ticu set forth in subparagraph (b) mn the negative,

d. The proeedure of the commimion in making its determinntion
with reapect to any sch applieation shall be as prescribed in sub-
paragraph two of subdivixian a of mectinn 207-5 0 of thin chapter,
except that any pericl of thirly day« referved ton such mubpara-
graph shall, for the purposes of thie subdivision d, be deemed to
be twenly days.

. The provicions of thia section slail be inapplieahle to any
improvement mentioued in subdivicion a of mection 207170 of
this chapter and to any cify-mded project. (Amended by L L.
1972, No. 71, Pec. 11.)

§ 207-100 Maintenanes and repair of improvements.—a.
Every person in charge of an impravement ou a landmark site or
in an historie distriet shall keep in pond repniv (1} all oflﬁw
exterior portions of sueh improvement and {2) &1 interior partions
thereof whirh, if not an maintained, way caune ar fend to crves the
exterior portions of suck ymprovement ta deteriorate, deeay or
become dntnageal or otherwine to fall into a riate of disrepair.

b, Byery person in charge of an improvenient contaiping an
interior Iandmark shall keep in good repair (17 sll partious of
anch inferior Imndmnark anl (2) all ather portions af the improve.
went whith, if nnt a0 usinfained, may canse or tend to canee the
interior Inndmark rontawed in xueh improvement to deteriorate,
deray or berome damaged or otherwine fall into a sinte of dirrepair.

. Every perron i shargs of a seenic landmark shali keep in
good repair all portione thereof.

d. The provinions of thix aeelion shutl he in addition to all other
provisions of Iaw requiring any snch impravement to he kapt in
good repair. (Amended by L. Te 1973, No. 71, Dec. 17}

§ 207-11.0 Remedying of 4 conditions.—a, Tn any
eane where the department of bublinge, the fire department or
the health nervire adminiatration, ar any afficer or agenry thereol,
or any ronrt on application or at the instance af any such depart-
ment, officer or agency, shall order or direct the construction,
recantiruction, altersting ar demolition of any improvement on a
landmark sits or in an historic district or eentaining an interior



landinark, or the perforinance of any miner work wpon such
improvemcit, for the purpose of remedying conditione detonmined
to be dangeraus to hife, heaith ar property, nothing conlained ia
this enepier xhall be cuntirueiod ax waking it wnlawlal for any
person, witlmit prior mauanee of 8 cerlificate of no effect on pro-
teated architecivesl festures or eortificates of approprisienoes or
permit for minar wark pursisnt to this chapter, to eomply with
;;1:31 g;d)er or direetion.  (Sall. & amended by L. L. 1873, No, 71,

§ X7-120 Public bearings; confervnost-wa. The commimion
shall give patiee of any public bearmp which it e required or
autliorized to hold under {he provisions af (hin ehapter by publics.
tioe in the City lecord for at Jeast ten days immediately prior

The owner of any improvement parcel an which a landmark or
& propoaed ixndniark ix rituated or wlieh is & part of & landmark
site or propoacd landmark site or whick contams an interior land-
wark ar propesedd inferior landoack, or any property which
includen 8 scente Inulinark ar propoacd seenic inndmark shiail be
givet noties of any puhlhic hearing velating 16 the dexipnntion of
mch propeead Imadian ek, landmack site, inlerior indmack or seenie
inndmack, the smendment to any despuniioy therenf on the pro-
pomed Tosepmion af any designation or amendment thereto, Buch
nalice may be served by the comminion by registersd mail ad-
dreeaed {n (e owner ar owiers aL his or their Inst kivewn aditres
ot adilresses, an the mine appear in the reeords of the offire of the
eity dirertor of finsnee or if there in no name in aueh reenrdn, xuch
notier npy be merved by ordisary mail adidrewed to ‘“Gwaner*’ at
the ateeet milidress of the imprevemont pareel ar property in ques-
tien,  Failnre by the eommission 1o give aush nntice shall not
invalidate ar affect any procesding pumnant to this ehapier reist-
ing to suel improvement pareel or property. (Fubd. a amended
by L. L. 1574, No. 71, Dee. 170

b. At any xuel public hearing, the rommimion ahall afford a
teasonable opporinnily for the presenfation of facls and the
expreszion of views hy thoar dexiring to be henrd, end may, in its
diseretion, take (ie testimony of witnesves and receive evidenee,
provided, hawever, that the ¢commisaion, in delermining any matter
an tn which any such bearing is held, shall not be coufined Lo ecnaid-
ﬁti.on of the facts, views, tentimony or evidence submitted at such

ATing. .

e. The commission may delegate to any member or members
fthereo! the power o conduel any snch public bearing and to hold
auy eonfarenee Toquired (o he keld under the provisions of secticoa
20750 and 207-10 of this chapler.

4, The commission, mny, in its discretion, direct that notice of
any anch pnblie hearing an a request for & certifieate of appropri-
atenem, of any plan formnlaied by the eommbmion in refation
thersto, be given by the applicant ta such owners of property in the
nelghborhood of the improvement or improvement pertel to which
neﬁ requent relaten, ax the rommiuim:l derms proper, When m
direcied. the applieant shall mail & notien of sneh hearing to anch
ewners, At their et krown addresses, as the same appear in the
pecords of the oflice of the city direclor of finance, and rhall likewise
mail a notice of such hearing to permona who have filed written
requests for such notice with the commimion. A rearonable perind
of time, as prescribed by the vegulationn of the somminvion, shall be
afforded the applicant for giving notice of such hearing to wuch
awners and pemons. Any failure to xive or receive such nolice shall
wot invalidate any xoch hearing or any determination made by the
eommimion with respest to such request for & eertificate or with
respect to snch pleo.

§ 207-130 Kxtension of tims for setion by eemmission.—
Whenever, ender the provinions of this chapter, comminion ix
required or aulhorieed, within a preseribed period of titae, to make
any determination or perform any ast in relation to sny request
for & eertificate of na effect on protected architectural features, &
certificate of appropriatenes or & permit for minor work, the
applicant may extend such period of time by hiz written eonsent
filed with the commumion. (Amended by L. L. 1973, No. 71, Dec.
17.)

§ 207-140 Daterminations of the sommission; motios th:not.
4. Aty determination of the eommiminn granting or denying =
errtificate of no effeet en protected architeetural features, a cer-
tificate of appropristeness or a permit for winor work shall met
forth the remsonn for much determination,

. The eommincinn shall pronintly give notice of any wach deter.
mination and of any preliminary determination of insufficient
refurn made prirmiant to parageaph (1) of subdivision a of section
207-8.0 of thix chapirr to ihe applicant. Buch notice shall inelude
¢ eapy of mneh determination. .

e. Bubject tn the provisions of mection 307-30 of this ehapter,
any determiination of fhe rommision granting & ‘cerhﬁeau of no
effect sn protected srehifectural features, a m'hﬁe'ste of appre-
printenem or a permit for minor work may prescribe eonclifions
wnder which the prepored work shall be done, in order to effectnste
the purposes of thiv chapter, aud may include recommendations
¥y the commimicn ax 1o the perfarmance of such werk, provided
that the provizions of thin mbdiv'i::n shall not l[[m!,v b:iq %z“no‘ﬁ::
to procesd granted purzuant to proviiane of subdi
pection 207-8.0 of this ehapter. (Amended by L. L. 1973, Ne. 11,
Dec. 17.) .

§ 207-150 Trussmission of sertifiostes uﬂ spplications to

city agvnty.~Tn any ease where a eertificste of ne effect
on protected arehitectural featiren, eertifieate of apprepriateness
#r notice to proceed in granted by the comminxion 0 an n_mphunt
who hax filed with the sommimion & eopy of an application for e

permit feum the depnrtment of buildinee, the eommimion ahall
iransmil such eortificate or m enpy af xneh ustice to the department
of buildingx. o any erae where any aneh sortifleate or noties in
xranted (o ane wpplicant wha has filed an applieation for » apecinl
permy with thie eity planning sonunimion or the board of stan-
slards amd appenir porsnant (o article seven of the xoniig reso-
fution, the v immirn whinll tr it amel eortifieate or & enpy of
surl walier to the planning esmmissinn or the honrd of atandards
:)':: n;u_p;uln, an tle enee may be, (Amended by L L. §073, No. 71,
A

§ 207160 Penaities for viclations; enforosment—a. Any per.
won whe violaieh any provisian of subdivision a of sectian 207-4.0
of thix chapter xhall be guilty of & mixluneanor and shatl be
punished e & fine of nat more than one thonaand dollars and not
fora than ene Bandred dolines, or by imprisonment for not more
than ene year, or by both such fine and imprisonment.

b, Any person wha vislafex any provision of sunbdivision a of
weetion 207-0.0 of (hix ehapter or any provision of section 207-100
ahall be puniskied, for & hirst nffense, by & fne of ot more than two
dndeed nud Tty dollars or lew 1hian dwenty-five dolinrs or by
imprisonient for nat more e thirty days, or by bath such fine
snd imprisoninent, and shall be punished for & second, or any
subsequent offense, by & fine of not more than five hundred dollarm
st less then ane hondred doliarx, or hy imprisonment for not more
than three monihw, or by both aneh fine and imprisonment.

& Any person whe filex with the eommiminn any applieation or
requent for a certifiente or permit and who refuses to furnich, upon
demand by the eommission, anv information relnting 1o wuch
anplication nr requeal, or who willully makes any false aiatement
In aueh application or request, or wihin, upan such demsnd, wilfully
{urnishes falxe information in the commission, shall be punished
¥y a fine of oot mare than five hundred dollars or by imprisonment
for ::-a: wmote than ninety days, or by both snch fine and imprison-
[

d, For the purpone of this chapter, each day during which there
exisin any violatian of the pravisions of paragmph three of sub.
divikion a of scclion 207-40 of thin chapter or paragraph two of
sabdiviaion & of scetion 207-9 0 of thin shapter or any wiolation
of the provisions of scctinn 207-10 0 of this ehapter, shall conshitate
& separate vislation of xuch provisions,

. Whenever Any person hax enpaged or i abont to enpage in
any att or practice which eonxtitutes or will constitute & viclation
of any provision of this chapter mentioned In subdivixinns 2 and b
of this seetion, the rommircion may make applieation to the preme
eourt for an order enjoiting aneh not or practice, or requiring such
person ta remove the violstion or directing the restoration, an nearly
8 may be practicable, of any impravement or any exterior archi-
teeturs! feature thereof or improvement parcel affected by or
mvolved in such violation, and uzon & showing by the commission
that such person has engaged or js sbout to eagage in any such aet
¢ practice, a permanent or temporaty injunction, restraining order
¢ other approptiste order shall be granted withont bond.

§ 207-17.0 Raports by commission on plans for posed -
~—& Plans for the construetion, rmsntrnction.w:lunﬁoﬁr
dmom(::r)a ;f any wgmvment or proposed improvement which:
swaed by the city or is to be eonstrastad u
oty owned by the eity; l,xr:d poR prop-
[t)] is or is %0 be located op & Jandmark aite or in an bis.
orie distriet or containg an interior landmark ; shall, prior to
ity action approviog or othermise authorisiog the use of such
leon with respeot to securing the performance of such work,
referred by the ageney of the city having respopsibility for
the preparation of sach plans to the commission for a report.
Buch report shall be submitted to the mayor, the eity conneil
and o the agency having wuch responxibility and shall be pob.
Liahed in the City Record within 45 days after such referral.
». (1) No offcer or agrney of the city whoss approval is required
by Jaw for the eonslruction or effectuation of & tity-aided project
shall Approve the plane or propenal for, or application for approval
of, such project, unlem, prior to wuch approval, sueh officer or
agency has received from the cemmimion & report sn such plane
propowl or spplication for approval.
{2) All such plans, preposals or applications for approval shali
referred to the commirsion for a report thereon before conmd-
oration of approval thersof ix underiaken by spy euch officer or
:gmeney u&& the eomrgr'miur‘: shali wubmit its veport to each much
cer and agency and mch report shall be published in the Ci
Record within 45 days after mach referral. L v
e. Except ux provided in subdivision d of section 207-2.0, where
the tommission so requests, plans for the eonatruetion, recanstroe-
tion® alteration or demnlition of any landacape festure of & scenic
Jandmark shall, prier to ety action spproving or otherwise author.
fsing the mne of such plany with respect to securing the performance
of such work, be referred by the arency af the city having responsic
bilily for the preparstion of such plana to the eomminsion for a
report.  Buch report shall be mubmitted to the mayor, the city
council and to the apency having sich rexponaibility and shall be
ublished in the City Record within 45 dsys after such referral
o such repert shall recommend disapproval of any sueh plans
where land eonfour work or esrthwark ix secessary in order to
mfomu_ with applicable laws concerning regulation of lots, storm
water dicposal and water eonurnes. Tha administrator of the parks,
recreation and cn!lun! affaitn adminietration may reguest an
adviwry Jeport conerrning work proposed fo be performed on, or
2] the vicinity of, & seenic landmark, and such report ahall be
Eztn;l;e;l in the City Record, (Amended by L. L. 1573, No 71,

* e fn erigieal.



... the commission discusses the propoeals
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Former W. Side S ynagogue
- Is Given Landmark Status

By MICHAEL GOODWIN

Despite the reservations of several of its members,
the Landmarks Preservation Commission yesterday

designated a former synagogue on the Upper West
s - !

Side as a landmark. ’

The designation of the vacant building, at 130 West. -

79th Street, formerly the Mount Neboh Synagogue,
came at a daylong hearing of the commission at City
Hall where possible designation was discussed for
several better&known buildings. *

Included among these were the Woolworth Build-
ing, at 233 Broadway; Lever House, at 390 Park Ave-
nue; the Hearst Magagine Building, at 858 Eighth
Avenue; the B. Altman & Company building, at 355
Fifth Avenue, and Pomander Walk, an entlosed, €3-
unit apartment complex between West B4th and §5th
Streets and West End Avenue and Broadway that was
designed to resemble & London street.

Votes ArePutOft =~

Decisions on those properties and nine others were
put off for later hearings. Most of those who spoke
argued for landmark Jesignation — several support-
ers spoke for more than one buikding — but represent-
atives of the owners of many of the properties re-
quested that votes not be taken. ..

Charles S. Webb, an attomey representing the
F. W. Woolworth Company, asked that consideration.
of the company’s building, 2 Gothic structure across
from City Hall, be put off. Although the company had
opposed landmark status when it was proposed twice
previously, calling it “onerous,” Mr. Webb said no
decision had been reachad on the company’s stand on
the current proposal, ]

) Piﬂmalsturwﬂmnrkdsmtimmbem
by individuals, community groups, members of the
commission or practically anybody else who {eels a
special affection for a piece of property. After that,
. and decides
by majority vote whether to grant a public hearing.

- Many are “wiinowed out' before the hearings are
. :{l‘ds.iai_d Kent L. Barwick, tbechlii:i:;nofthem.
o - - . e ta 1 b o+ ~, -

& 4] would ' :“ﬂl‘ltl.llth'eblﬂ]djnh:gs'e fn
’ mwmsmmt."hemd. - ‘mhﬁ?

* 7 Since {ts creation in 1965, the cominlssion hndéiz—
nated as Inndmarks the exteriors of about 700 proper-
ties, seven scenic areas and the interiors of 28 bulld-

ings. In addition, it has created 42 historic districts, .

covering sbourt 15,000 properties. .. -,

Designation means that the commidst :Ym must a;;- ¢
prove all sew construction within a historic distriet |

- and changes to landmark struc.
wm%eaoardofssdmtemme

tovetodesignations.

The designation of the former syna.
gogue, by a vote of six to two, with one
abstention, was greeted with applause.

cheers from about 25 supporters.

e T
president of,a group -
mittee to Save Mount Nebch. “The
system works.”

. He said the was alredy
to find uses for the building,
which is on the south side of Tith
Street, between Columbus and Am-
sterdam Avemues, ~- .
-Attorney Is Not Pleased

Howard Zipser, an attomey repre-
genting the developers who planzed to
demolish the bullding and bulld an

ent house, wasnot pleased,
. +“We have & serious problem,” he
said. *“The bullding clearly is not meri-

' torious.”

-

He said the owners would have tode-
cide whether to challenge the designa-
: tion on the ground t landmark

status was an economic hardship. By
Iaw, designation may not prevent own-
. @78 from making at Jeast a six percent
profit on their investment, 1f owners
request and receive hardsaip walvers
from the commission, they may
demolish jandmark buiidings.

The building was purchased
Alexander Edeiman and Emil Talbg
Jast year for §2.4 million.

~ Bulltin 1927

‘The six-story structure was built in
1927 and designed by Walter S,
Schneider in what Mr, Towers's group
called a “synthesis of Byzantine and
Other Near-Eastem influences.”

* In the debate before the vote, sev.
eral commissioners sald the building
did not seem architecturally signifl-
cant, but that it had played important
cultural and historical roles in the

..%Jt is not srchitecturaily signifi-
cant,” Mr. Barwick said before voting
sguinst designation.

Elliot Willensky, a commissioner,
said he agreed that there was no single
“measure” of the building that made
it a landmark. Nonetheless, he gaid,
‘twe designate bulldings because they
mean something in time” and that the
building had meant something to
guny people. He voted for designs.

on.




Interfaith Group Assails
City’s Landmarks Law

By CHARLES AUSTIN

Bundredsof churches and 3 Amng the cases tited was the cartro.
hﬂnd!ymbuﬁmadmmm ver:;f An to demolish the parish
tion to preserve ald bulldings that were | house of St Bartholomew's Episcopal
capriciouly designated as landmarks, cammmmmmmm“ma
sccording to a study released Iq.z high-risé office tower. But Bishop Stoart
bya group of New Yo ous J. Wetmore of the E; Diocase of
ers, B, Reer, - New York pointed out that the cornmis.

ited by the Committor of ‘Rell|over St. Bartholomen's, @

ﬁml Leaders in the City of New York, | The panel also cited the Pres.
made up of Protestants, Roman Catho- [ byterian Churck on 13th Street in Nan-
fics and Jews. It concluded that the 1965 | battan, & congregation that closed its
workable and unacceptable® with re- | iandmark designation placed oo the
spect to religious property and has been buﬂdlngmldeitdlfﬂcult:olell,lndlhe

g
:
5
7
!
i

the civll and property HEm o ek
gionsiostitutions, ~ 1. o

R
*

&
4
:
E;g
£
EFR

axpenses, the
The intertalth panel sl
éh;émdmarks l;: was used to
- opment and deny p owoers
the sppeal Pmo.:l stipulated in the

The also charged that the law
mtﬂgwmenm fnterference
with the free exercise of on in the
city,” and it made recommendations for
amendingthelaw. "7 ...

Says Intolerable Burdens Imposed | attention was paid to the artistic merits
’ of the w-yea;:gld bullding unti]l the
Hundreds of churches and Landm lon visited the

commis.

sion. Ope-third of the churches 30 desig-
nated objected to the classification, and
of the 30 churches and syna.
pguuwhmedﬁ%mﬁmh are
opposed, sald the Rev, N, J. L'Heureux,
Jrchaimmanofthe panels - .., v
Once a structure is designated g Iand.
mark, it cannot be dernalished, replaced
or altered without the approval of the | body of
Landmarks Commission. <+ %' -
The interfaith group satd this imposed Ifind that the Iandmark designation
intolerable burdb&:rssﬁam churches with woulug Interfere with the religious minis.

on todrop ., .
1t als0 said that the city should be re-

iaw anticipated the need to relieve com. quired to pay for all losses and expenses
the burdens of un. inmnradg;ommaﬁmsuumltd

mercial ovners from

profitable structures, the law felled o the landmark procedures .-

take into account the needs of nonprofit| In addition to Mr, L'Heursux gnd

owners, thereportsaid. - - -, - - Bishupwmnore.thetntummplwb-
Kent L. Barwick, chairman of the lcluded Rabbi Morris Goldberyg,

dentof the New York Board of Rab-

whose plans to
alter buil
1t Gemands ofthe lancimarss av,




The Case for Tightening
the Reins on Landmarking

" The writér of the following article
served as Corporation Counsel from
1975 to 1977 under former Mayor Abra-
ham D. Beame. He now practices law
as counsel to the firm of Botein Hayes
Sklor & Herzberg, and is adjunct pro-
fessor of local government law at New
York Law School.

By W.BERNARD RICHLAND .-

The designation of the former Mount
NebcﬁSymgogxmqut?ﬂthStreet
a8 a landmark earlier this month
called attention to the operations of the
Landmarks Preservation Commis-
sion, a relatively obscure but powerful
municipel body.

The building had been abandoned by
fts congregation and offered to a devel-
oper for demolition and replacement.
Its architectural merit is dubious. The
chairman of the commission itself, in

voting pHR the minority against the
Point of View

designation, sald the billding was
“not architecturally significant.”
And the Iandmark designation, with
the consequent prohibition of redevel.
opraent, is of perhaps questionable va-
lidity under the precedent of a 1974
mdedgwthemmcwa»
peals. In that eage, a designation oo a
Fifth Avenue owned by an-
other religious institution, the Lu-
, theran Church, was declared invalid.

It may be gaid that the commission's '

action on the 79th Street gynagogue
was uncharacteristic, and that the
Board of 'Estimate will yet upeet it.
- Nevertheless, the episode suggests the
dangers in the operation 'of the city's
Sandinarks law, which can be el g
even a3 it serves as an essential ele-
ment in the struggle for historic

presesvation.
The Landmarks Preservation Com-
~ mission fn s form was

present
created by a New York City law in
;- 1985, It had an embattied career until
.its authority was solidly established
by the Supremne Court in 1978, when its

-

tion brought on by

an explosion of
. the fiscal crisis, I gavethe tigh

tance of the landmark law tself, § felt,
‘sequired such a commitment, .

meanor punishable by a year in jail, ot
2 30- or 30-day sentence, on
whether a Iandmark structure is
erzsed, altered, regurfaced or painted
without on or there is a failure
%o keep it in good repeir. Al} this plus
money fines !

A complicated formula, based prin-
cipally o a 6 percent return on the as-
sessed value of the property (which
may be either & major or a minoy per-
.centage of its actual value) deter-
mines whether the Landmarks Com-
mission must permit the landmarked
property to be demolished and re-
piaced. An expensive and timecon-

suming procedure further discourages
any demolition or substantial altera-
tion of a Iandmarked building,

. The commission is unigue in severat
'ﬂ};i_l!nlike a decision by the other
major land-use regulatory body, the

Planning Commission, a

marking decision becomes effective
immediately. It remains 30 until and
unless, within 90 working days, the
Board of Estimate by a majority vote

repeas jt.

In coatrast, - zoning regulations
adopted by the City Planning Commis-
sion to which affected property owners
objactdonmbaoomedfecﬂvewm_
they are approved by & thres-fourths
wote of the Board of Estimate. And

g

The protesting property owner hasa
Dearly hopeless task when he appears
before the board to ask for repeai of
the Landmarks Commission's deci-
sion. The commission enjoys sacred-
cow status with the board, whose
siected members seem to be intimi.
dated by the mystique of “art” and
“architecture.”” Moreover, the electsd
members of the board almost never at-
Wthemgfs.luﬁngthatuskm
minot, poweriess ﬂmﬁmﬁ‘ on

Finally, the board's regular calen-
dar is 50 fong that the protesting owner
felimited {0 le thres-minute sute:n&mt
40 a group of robots programmed to
voie for the Landmarks Commission's
position. - <
. Encouraged by the careless attitude
againct fadicinl review 3y the o
against judicial review
Cantral decision, the commission en-
tered upon a veritable
binge. It bas touched &it sorts of struc-
tures, areas, interiors, objects and ar-
tifacis with its magic wand and da:-

‘There are about 800 landmark desig-
mations, fnchuding buildings, scepic
areas and spaces, plus historic dis-
tricts covering mare than 15,000
properties. There are more landmarks
o New York City, it seems, than the
standard guidebooks Met for Rome,
Florence or Venice., - P

And this list {s growing. It will con-
tinue to grow year by year becauseofa
growth factor built into the law; land-
marks, exterior and interior, are de-
fined as an improvement “any part of
which iz 30 years old or older, which
bas a special character or spacisl his-
torical or esthetic interest.” o'l;hus,
enchysar more properties come
to be landmarked. age
T Street syagoRue 1t i aey

treet SYLAgOgue sppropri-
ate company on the landmarks list,
One day in 1980, the Board of Estimate
waved into landmark immortality the
“IRT subway system underground in-
serior.” Specifically mentioned are the
Borough Hall station of the
Avemue line in Brooklyn and the
“‘walls adjacent to the platform.”

Do those walls “foster civic pride in
the beauty and noble accomplish-

“mentsof the past'" —gs the landmarks

hwmﬂ?mmdndedmthedmig.
nation are the Wall Street, Fulton
Street, City Hall stations, and on the
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Seventh Avenue and Broadway IRT
tines, the 59th, 724, Tth, 110th and

2

designations that

:
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former Public School 71 in Brooklyn,
and amsoried office buﬂdlys and
spartment howses. Many these
properties bave no ar-
chitectural features warranting
mark status, ;

I bave personal Imowledge of one
an owper be-

Broadway and 31st Street. It is oper-
ated as the Clark Apartments, a de-
crepit, single.room-occupency hotel,
The Landmarks Commission desig-
sated it as the “Grand Hotel,” A hotel
aommedmopemadheﬂnhﬁld—

* the New York Public Library is there

LA .

eboh Synagogue building at
130 West 79th Street was designated a landmark
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able structural problems witkin, and
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The “Grand Hotel” f8 a Might on
even its scmewhat shabby neighbor-
hood, Anything constructad in its place

designating this structure, the Land.
marks Commssion has foreclosed that
psibm ty and perpetuated a slum.
It is the Board of Extirnate that ulti-
ulymmtaeoqnthebhmeforthts
situstion. For that is where the buck
qnm"%mm m
should give mhlnrh;
& propet’ o prop-
mmwm
Commission

EE




tural importance hidden behind “the

;rimemdpoﬂuﬁmofaemmry” that
these two districts a new and

mdlllyunrdinamgnlm.

Mr. Richland also expressad alarm

that the commission’s powers allow it

to designate structures that are 3 or
more years old, allowing newer build-
ings to become eligible for designation
when they come of age. This far
sighted section of the law merely
recognizes that our society continues
to produce buildings that might be
found to be of landmark quality. Cer-
tainly that is cause for celebration
rather than alarm. -

Has the Landmarks Preservation
Commis=ion gone too far? No. It bas
not gone far enough. In a city where
areas in such obvious need of land-
mark sttention as the Upper West Side”
and the Theater District remain unre-

, it is.hard to recognize the
signsuf a*‘binge.”

The fact is that the commission's
timited resources prevent it from act-
{ng quickly enough on its mandate. In
these days of shrinking government
resources and increasing development
pressures, the real cause for alarm is
that irrepiaceable historic treasures
are being lost before the commission
bas a chance to give them its “‘degree
of protection.”

Instead of waving what Mr. Rich-
land has described as its ‘‘magic
wand" and saving too many buildings,
the commission is often unable to act
aspaimofu.xrhm'lugemroducadto
Tubble. .

. Around the country, preservation
bas become a key to progress. It is
most unfortunste that New York's

s aiready under tight rein.
We agree that there is a problem with
landmark tion: The problem is
getiing tothe landmarks while there is
still something left to protect.




Point of View

Landmark
Authority

Is Wisely
Applied

* In a Point of View arficle two weeks ago,
‘W, Bernard Richland, City Corporotion
-Cunﬁelfromlm!olm,wntmdthﬂme

-Board of Estimate should restrain the
l‘ﬁnge" of landmark designations by the

Landmarks Preservation Commission. The
following reply is by the president of the Mu-
nicipal Art Society, a partnerin the law firm
of Cahili Gordon & Reindel.

A ByRALPHC.MENAPACE
. .lnldtywhmamhdvicuusmasthe
Woolworth Building and Rockefeller Center
are pot official landmarks, and where the

years
-the Landmarks Commission designated 40
landmark sites, ranging from individual
buildings to historic districts, To date, there
only 670 individual landmarks in the
city, 42 historic districts, 28 interior jand-
_mrhandeishtwuﬂcnndmnrk&mh!su
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Mdﬁlsnaﬂommmdmdam
inhsiuumto!mnuol,bw.utheroheom-
mission finally realizing & common-sense
m:et:'rha'eilmorewmheriugethnu

recognition than places where
ashington slept, buildings of high
archltectmﬂstylemd:uumotmmu-

The ! -
hwmtomsidermmmumiudm:hi-
mrﬂemmnsmiudarm!ﬁonohhnd-
mark: “Any improvement, any part of

thld:lsmyu!ioldurolder,whlch

hasa character or special his-
wﬁulorestbeucinterutcrvnlnau
part of the development, heritage or
cultural characteristics of the dty,

&aignntaduahndmmmrmmw'

the provisions of thischarte
If soything, the commissi

bemwerlyunﬂmsmnvingnpmits

te.
Other parts of the country have not
the ecopomic

from a careful use of the valuable re-
source that is our past. ;

Axetheeommlsaim'sdesigmﬁnns a
glacier slowly “freezing™ more and
more of cur vital city? Designation
dots pot fasue a “prohibition oa rede-
velopment” or make landrmarks “im-
mortal,” as suggested by Mr. Rich-
land. Designation merely establishes
a review process for all change pro-
posed for & Iandmark site, mmﬁi

answer is & ing yes. In fact,
porne may lament the fact that
designation is very far

stopping change.

Does New York City's highest
dectedpouﬁwbody,memrdo!
Esumlm,eowerinfuro!thel.md-
qarks Preservation Commission?
Does the commission always get its

way?
This is a naive generalization. Inthe

mission's

" discussion among the

Although fssues involving land-
marks are always open to question, it
is a tribute that even Mr. Richland can
find 80 few designations to question.
Perhaps, like the Board of Estimate,
he can find little to fault in the com-
track record.
Is the coromission a “relatively ob-

i scure” body operating in a vacuum?
* The facts suggest the opposite.

The law establishes clear
dures for both the commission’s desig-
pation and review bearings. The
much-maligned Mount Neboh designa.
tion 15 & prime example of the open-
ness of the commission's .

Uplike some *public hearings,”
those held at the commission play &
wita! role in the decision-msking pro-
cess. Informed testimony can even in-
fluence decisions.

The commission’s decision on Mount
Neboh followed four and a half hours of
public testimony and lengthy public

commissioners

themselves, In a time when the inde-

pendence of some commissions is in

doubt, it is refreshing to see a city

0 on willing to vote its own
mind and not that of its chairman.

Does Mr. Richland .speak for a
targer constituency?

The facts suggest he doesn't. In com-
perison to the continual outcry from
experts, - community groups, clvic
groups, it:i:dividuals and professional

ons
tion, his volce seems an isclated one.

Overwhelming public support was
fnstrumental in the creation of the
commission, in its designation of our
historic districts, and in its continuing
effort to designate our unprotected
civic treasures. There is great support

formpresenthndmnrkprooess.md‘

Mr. Richland suggests no other pro-
cess nor any specific alterations to the
one that exists. .

He seems to take issue with only a
pandtul of the thousands of sites pro-
tected by the commission. Out of the
€74 individually designated landmarks
{n the city, Mr, Richand finds that the
commission's most reprehensible act
of recent times was the designation of
the former “Grand Hotel,” a property,
#n fact, represented by him.

1t should be noted that the designa-
tion followed the recommendation of
the local community board, which de-
scribed the building as a “striking”
marble-faced structure that is one of
the few survivors of the Tenderloin
eta, whep that area was an entertain-
ment and hotel district. The picture of
the “Grand Hotel” that accompanied
Mr. Richiand’s article eloquently
_made the case for its architectural

TIRFLT TGy .




AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF PHYSICAL ANTHROPOLOGISTS

REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE ROLE OF HUMAN SKELETAL RESEARCH
"IN ANTHROPOLOGY

In California, archaeologically recovered prehistoric human skeletal remains have
been reburied in unknown lgcations and without scientific study. This 1s an ex-

treme example of policies being developed in many states. These have the potential

to limit severely the study of biological adaptation in extinct human groups, not
to mention education in biology and anthropology.

Though in certain cases physical anthropologists and archaeoclogists have been

consulted, there are conspicuous examples, eg. California, where the issue has been

resolved by arguments which are primarily political rather than scientific. The
reburial question bears upon control of knowledge issues and the responsibility
of scholars to their profession, as well as to future generations of scholars.
(There are obvious parallels between the Reburial and the Creationism controver-
sies.) It is imperative that scientists be involved when policy decisions are
made by state and federal authorities. It is also extremely important that scien-
tists make clear efforts to educate the public concerning the importance of the
study of mankind's biological heritage. Also significant in this context is the
fact that the development of knowledge is cumulative, shaped by the continual ap-
plication of new technology/methodology. There is a critical need to be able to
retest prior theories using new perspectives, which is impossible when the data
base is unavailable, perhaps in an unknown location.

With these thoughts in mind and stimulated by recent developments in California,
President Giles appointed an ad hoc Committee to consider the reburial issue.
Created on October 26, 1981, our charge has been to collect information concerning
the reburial issue from all parts of the US and Canada. We are also to interact
with other interested organizations, and to recommend appropriate actions for

the AAPA. As Chair, I am serving as a clearinghouse for this information. Al-
though the Committee is broadly representative of regional diversity, I would
welcome input from any AAPA member concerning 1) the situvation in your area,
including policy decisions which affect the disposition of human skeletal remains;
2) your thoughts concerning appropriate action by the AAPA. Please address your
comments to Jane Buikstra, Department of Anthropology, Northwestern University,
2006 Sheridan Road, Evanston, Illinois 60201.

I attended the recent meeting of the American Anthropological Association in Los
Angeles, where there was a great deal of discussion of this issue. One point
became very clear: there are a large number of archaeologists who are quite
willing to write off human skeletal remains. I'm certain that this comes as no
surprise to some of you, but it does mean that we must devote educational efforts
not only to the public, but also to our colleagues. The Society for American
Archaeology has also appointed a committee to investigate the issue, and I will
serve as the linkage member between the SAA and AAPA; groups.

An important point appears to be that any policy sStatement developed for dealing
with human skeletal remains not specify any racial groups, but instead by broadly
applicable. The US Department of the Interior is creating guidelines which are
based upon known group affiliation and are appropriate to any ethnicity: Amish,




Hutterite, Protestant, Cherokee . . . The Illinoils Department of Conservation
is in process of adopting a similar statement, and a strong stand has already
been taken by the Illinois Archaeological Survey. What about other states?

As an osteologist, my position on this issue is predictable: I think that we
gshould develop a general position statement which is not racist but also which
does not threaten the development of knowledge about mankind's past. I would
1ike to hear the thoughts of the membership concerning their probable support
for such a statement and the nature of the position they would support.

As 8 final note, I would 1like to offer some recommended reading. The Canadian
Association of Physical Anthropologists has developed an excellent statement on
the importance of human skeletal remains in education and research., It is en—
titled "Statement on the excavation, treatment, analysis and disposition of human
skeletal remains from archaeological sites In Canada." It appears in the Cana-
dian Review of Physical Anthropology, Vol. 1, No. 1, 1979, pp. 32-36. Statements
of this type should be quite useful in educating colleagues as well as the public
concerning the importance of human skeletal remains in scientific education and
study.

May I please have your thoughts?

Sincerely,

yﬂzdﬁukgzm )

Jane Buikstra
Chair
JEB:AD



PRELIMINARY PROGRAM AGENDA FOR THE THIRD NEW JERSEY SHPO CONFERENCE

ON ARCHEOLOGY AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION

(to be held on Friday, March 26, 1982, at 10:00 AM in the Archives
Exhibit Room of the-New Jersey State Library in Trenton)

I. Opening Remarks

The New Jersey State Plan for

0lga Chesler
Archeology: Stage 2

11. Morning Session

Berbert Kraft The Last Decade of New Jersey Archeology:

From Tocks Island to Today

John Hotop Stage 2 Cultural Resource Surveys 4n Advance
of 1-195, 1I-295, NJ 29, & NJ 129: The
Abbott Farm National Historic Landmark
and other Prehistoric Sites

Stage 2 Cultural Resource Surveys in Advance

Richardé Hunter
of I-195, 1-295, NI 29, & NJ 129: Historic
and Industrial Sites in Southeast Trenton

Kurt Kalb An Urban Ferry Tale

LUNCH 12:00 - 1:00

¢

1I1. Afternoon Session

Survey of Cultural Resources from the
Historic Era in the Watersheds of the
Great Egg Harbor and Tuckahoe Rivers

hlan Mounier and
Joan Gearren

to be announced at the Conference

« A Preservation Plan for Longpond
Tronworks in Ringwood State Park, West
Miiford Township, Passaic County

Edward Rutsch ~

Histofic Preservation and the New
Federalism: What is Happening to the
State/Federal Partnership

Larry Schmidt

DISCUSSION



’ PROFEZSSIONAL ARCHAEOLOGISTS OF NEW YORK CITY

MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION

NAME

ADDRESS (Busiress)

Telephone

Telephone

i
|
|
|
(Home)
|
|

Are ypu 2 mexber of the New York Archaeological Council?

Are yod a cember of the Society of Professional Archaeologists?

Briefly state your interest in New York City archzeology and/or reasons fer
wanting to become a member of PANYIC:

If you are interested in applying for membersh:l:p in PANYC complete the attached
form and mail it to Sydne Marshall, 808 West End Avenue, New York, New York 10025

ATTACH A COPY OF YOUR RESUME OR VITA




