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April 19, 2006

Roben Tiemay

Chair

Mew Yerk City Lundmarks Preservation Commission
One Centre Street, 157 Floar

Mew Yark, WY 10007

Diear Chair Tiemeay:

Ttis my understanding that the Landmarks Preservation Comisission is set 1o vole upon zn
applicntion for 122 Greenwich Aventie. As you know, | along with preservation advoeates,
commusnity members and elected officials have many consems about (e impact that the
proposed design will have on the neighborbood and en the insgrity of the Greenwich illnge
Histaric District.

Much of the proposed bailding's fagade consists of n curved design which the developer hns
tescribed a5 sculptural. Such a design breaks with the forms and symmetriss that characterize
the Village. This modernist sensibility, wiere 2 building starels alone a5 a daring siatzment of
its separation from its notura) and built enviranment, gocs ageinst the sense of commumity tht
the Village's historic pesthetic cnables. Village residents have strenuously opposed this ype
of design all throoghout the Village. 1t is especially offensive that such as desipm is mow
proposed within o historic districe,

This site is at the border of the Greepwich Villoge Historie District 2nd should appear to
reflect ils surroundings. A glassy tower, parieularly ome of the size and height proposed, will
create the feeling of » wall hiding the architcenual treasures of the neighborhood.

1 am eertnin that this site could be developed in 2 manner that contributes to the chamater of
the Greenwich Village Historie District. However, the eysrent desi is not npgeopsiate. 1
the Commission approves the design now, the City will lose its most cffective means of
ensiring that this building will contribute 10 the Greenwich Village Historic District. Turge
¥ou to reconsider holding a vete on this proposal and instead 1o work with the developer and
the eamumumity o approve & design that is appropriate for dis neighborhood. Absemt o delay,
| urge vou to reject ouiright the propossl made by the developer,

Sincerely,

g

Assemblymember
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Robert Tiemey
Chair, Landmarks Preservation Commission (LI"C)
Cme Centre Street
New York, NY 10007
finx: 212-669-7960

Jé

It's come to my arention that the | 1-story, undulating plass-walled building Hines

Co. proposed for 122 Greenwich Avenue is coming up again at the LPC meeting on Apnl 158%,
Regretiably, it 15 also my understanding that the design has oot been changed since it was
witsally presented by the developer to LPC.

| mm writing fo onoe again express my conoem about this proposed development. As you know, |
presiented testimony at LPCs public hearing on March 7%, 2006 stating mv objections
concerning the design and scale of the building. | am specifically concerned about the over-
abundance of glass in the construction design and the visibility of the north facade and party wall
from 14 Street, | also question the applicant’s request to muke the bualding taller thn the
roning for the site allows. 1 believe that the construction of any building at 122 Greenwich Street
needs 1o sdbere to the zoning restrictions set forth by the City Plannmg Commission as well as
reflect 5 shape and design that are appropriate for our wonderfidl Historic District.

Many other elected officials, commumity memibers, and preservation organizations voiced similar
criticisms. It {5 essential thai these comments are taken into strong consideration during your
April 18™ public mesting. |

Whule | oniginally had confidence that Hines Development would be open 1o myput from elected
afficials and the commundty, and wounld adapt its design accordingly, this appears not io be the

I'urge LPC to vote against any design that docs not nddress these jssues and more closely relate
10 the charscter of the Greenwich Village Histone Distnct.

Thank you for your atention to this mater
Simceraly,
T om

Thoanas K. Duane
State Senator
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Testimony for the Landmarks Preservation Commission Public Hearing

March 7, 2006

Good moming. My name is Christine Quinn and [ am the Speaker of the New York City
Council. My District includes parts of Community Board 2, 4 and 5 in Manhattan, 1
would like to thank the Landmarks Preservation Commission for allowing me the
opportunity to express my concems regarding the proposed application for 122
Greenwich Avenuc located in the Greenwich Village Historic District in Community
Board 2.

While we have heard from community members on both sides of the issue, community
residents, local preservation groups and the Communily Board 2 Landmarks and Public
Acsthetics Committes have communicated an underlying concem regarding the
appropriateness of a staggered-glass structure within the Greenwich Village Historic
District. It has been argued that the design does not fit in with the architectural and
historical context, and that the modern materials are therefore not justified.

While | am opposing this project because it fails to fit in within the framewaork of the
historic district, muny community members have expressed support for residential
development at this site. The developers, Hines, have been forthcoming with the
community and have held multiple meetings to discuss the plans. [ thank both the
community and Hines for their commitment to open dialogue.

While development at this site could be beneficial 1o the neighborhood, 1 feel that the
plans before the Commission today are not in context with the Greenwich Village
Historic District. Community Board 2, Manhattan's Landmarks and Public Acsthetics
Committee recommends denial of this application, Local preservation groups and local
residents have expressed opposition to the staggered-pglass fagade. 1 therefore
respectiully wrge the Commission to reject this application and consider the concerns
brought before you today, Thank you for allowing me to speak before you
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March 7, 2006

Good moming, my name is Scolt Stringer, Manhattan Borough President. Thank you for the
opporunily to testify before you today on 122 Greenwich Avenue's Application for a Cenificale
of appropriaiencss. The Greenwich Village Historic District is one of the oldest and most
noteworthy in our city. Therefore, we must carcfully consider how any new construction within
il reflects on the character that the city sought to preserve when the area was Landmarked in
1969.

Presenily, a parking lot exists at 122 Greenwich Avenue that has become a haven for
questionable sctivities. Construction of a building on the site could help stabilize the area,
including nearby Jackson Square. However, while I suppon the construction of a building on the
site, I have several concems about the appropriateness of this proposed design,

The undulating glass fagade of the 11-story building, which the developer seeks 1o build, lacks
reference 1o the district’s architectural and historical context. In addition, the size of the
proposed building is not appropriate for the Historic District. The structure will be 10% over the
arca’s permilied FAR and the ceiling heights will bring the building above the permined limits.
As such, the developer will be required to apply to the Board of Standards and Appeals for a
varianee to complete the project. Al Community Board 2's Landmarks Committee meeting on
February 27, 2006, the developer argued that ceiling heights are necessary to attract high-end
clientele for the building. While this may be true, it should not serve as grounds to reccive an
exemption from the Historic District,

For these reasons, | encourage the Commission to rejoct this application and encourage the
developer to retumn with a building and design that is more in the spirit of the Greenwich Village
Historie District. Thank you for the opportunity to speak today.
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Regarding Construction at 122 Green

March 7, 2006

Thank you for the opportunity to present testimony to the Landmark Prescrvation
Commission (LPC) today. My name is Thomas K. Duane and | represent New York
State's 20" Senatorial District which includes most of Greenwich Village ineluding 122
Greenwich Avenue, | am optimistic that construction at 122 Greenwich Avenue will
have a positive effect on the area in the arca surrounding Jackson Square at the North end
of the Greeawich Village Historic District. | believe that the right building ai this
location could serve as a key morker il the entrance 1o Greenwich Village,

| am pleased that the developer has been forthcoming with information about the project
and has been open to collaboration and communication, with elected officials and with
members of the community, Nevertheless, | urge the LPC 1o listen to community
concemns regarding the shape and scale of the building. | believe that the construction of
any building at 122 Greenwich Steeet needs 1o sdhere to the zoning restrictions sel forth
by The City Planning Commission as well as reflect a shape and design that are
appropriate for this wonderful Historic Distriet. [ am specifically concerned about the
over abundance of glass in the construction design and the visibility of the nonth facade
and party wall from 14™ Street.

1 salute the Chair and his staft on their hard work on this important building. | am
confident that an appropriate and dynamic building can be built at 122 Greenwich
Avenue.

ALaayy OFFICE 7118 LEGiSLATIVE OFFICE BUILDING, ALBANY, NEW YoRK 12247 - (518) 4552451
DisTracT OFFICE: 322 EIGHTH AVENUE, SUITE 1700, NEW YorK. MEW YoRK 10001 = (212) 6338052
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Testimony of Assemblymember Debora J. Glielk
To the New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission
Regarding the Application for a Certificste of Approprinteness
For the Proposed 11-Story Glass Structure at 122 Greenwich Avenue

March 7, 2006

As the State Assemblymember represcating the neighborboods protected by the
Greenwich Village l'ﬂﬂl:rnt Diistrict and other histonc neighborhoods in the ‘v"ili.qi:a Eust

The proposed design for the building et 122 Greenwich Avenue has some design
:Imﬂul.'::llmininﬁﬂngmdmuymﬂmildhgllmi:nﬁmh]tmm
neighborboads, Humu,ﬂﬂsdnﬁmdmmmhiemhmigﬂmhmdmmm
sesthetic of the Village in any way, As such, it is net appropriate for a historic district
and ismuimhﬂymmiwdmb:"ﬁlha:. Greenwich Village residents have lang
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that are not protected by landmark status, 11 s galling to think that 1 glacsy tower may be
#pproved in a prominent Village location innncaf'mrmm:hu'ishpdlmdmnrkdim-im.

Mdmtmmdhﬁhhg‘sﬁ;mwmufnmddnﬁmwﬁmm&vdw
has described as sculptural. Such 8 design breaks with the forms and symmetrics that
characterize the Village, This modemist sensibility, where a building stands alone as a
d.nﬁngmummmfilsmaﬁ.nuﬂm iisnﬂmlnndbniltmvimumml,gnuayimth:
seese of community that the Village's historic ocsthetic cnsbles, Furthermore, the North
ﬁmuuﬂmhm:ufmtbuhdiugmhistbhnlmdglmﬁ:ing 14* Street is
inappeoprinte as well, This wall is likely to be seen as a visual barrier to the Village
whinhhiﬂulh:\'illag:'smﬁmmum
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14" Street and Eighth Avenne, The only bui igs of sirvilar heipht in the vicinity of this
building are south of Jackson Square Park on Horatio Street. The developer has stated &
dﬂimlnupﬂymuﬂwﬂnfsmmamfmﬂﬁmuI'oa-inr.rm:dhnisht
ludbdk.ﬂniﬂmmhbdghmdhﬂkﬁﬂmﬂﬂvﬂy:ffﬁlhchﬂkﬂuhﬁtﬁumdil

As this Iumﬁani:cunuﬂypam{ruﬂ.ﬁzad.a building at this location could be o
welcome addition to this neighborhoad. However, the design with which we bave been
presented is, unfochmately, not such an addition, 1 urge LPC to reject this design.
thmnm,tu:uthcdwehwlum to find a design for this building that enhances
the historic character of this neighborhood.



