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          1  LANDMARKS, SITING AND MARITIME USES

          2                 CHAIRPERSON FELDER: Good morning,

          3  ladies and gentlemen. For the record, thank you for

          4  your patience.

          5                 This morning we're going to be

          6  dealing with the Subcommittee briefly on landmarks,

          7  we're dealing with the item in Brooklyn Community

          8  Board - 1, 20065076 HKK, and 060166 HKK. Designation

          9  list No. 368 LP2163 by the Landmarks Preservation

         10  Commission pursuant to Section 3020 of the New York

         11  City Charter of the Austen Nichols and Company

         12  warehouse, located at 184-198 Kent Avenue, Block

         13  2348, Lot 1.

         14                 For your information, first of all

         15  I'd just like to introduce the other members of the

         16  Subcommittee who are here. Council Member Annabel

         17  Palma, Councilman Leroy Comrie, Councilman Oliver

         18  Koppell, and Councilman Simcha Felder, as well as

         19  some of the other members who are not on the

         20  Subcommittee, who are on the Land Use Committee who

         21  are with us, from all the way on my extreme left,

         22  Council Member Tony Avella, Councilman McMahon,

         23  Councilman Alonzo, Councilman Gentile, Councilman

         24  Nelson, and, of course, Councilman Rivera, Council

         25  Member Melinda Katz, and Council Member David
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          2  Yassky.

          3                 At this time I'd like to give

          4  Councilman David Yassky, in whose district the

          5  proposed landmarking lies, a chance to make some

          6  very brief comments.

          7                 COUNCIL MEMBER YASSKY: Thank you,

          8  Chair Felder. I just would reiterate my -- I won't

          9  repeat the lengthy statement I made at the hearing.

         10  I do not believe that this building is of the level

         11  of distinctiveness, distinction, to merit

         12  landmarking. And I believe that doing so will create

         13  a very dangerous precedent that would undermine,

         14  tend to undermine the very, very important

         15  waterfront rezoning that the Council adopted just a

         16  few months ago.

         17                 So, I would urge my colleagues to

         18  vote to reject this designation.

         19                 Thank you. And I think the testimony,

         20  particularly of former Landmarks Commissioner Jean

         21  Norman and architectural historian Andrew Alper at

         22  the hearing, who both of them testified against

         23  designation, I thought it was some of the most

         24  compelling testimony I've heard in the four years in

         25  the Council, and I thought it very clearly
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          2  established the lack of distinction.

          3                 Thank you, Chair Felder.

          4                 CHAIRPERSON FELDER: Thank you very

          5  much. If there are any other members that have

          6  anything they would like to say, please let me know.

          7                 Councilman Tony Avella, please.

          8                 COUNCIL MEMBER AVELLA: Thank you, Mr.

          9  Chair, for allowing me to speak, since I don't sit

         10  on the Subcommittee.

         11                 With all due reference to Council

         12  Member Yassky, whose district this proposed landmark

         13  lies within, I think by supporting landmark

         14  designation you actually support the Greenpoint

         15  Williamsburg rezoning.

         16                 This application was included as the

         17  possible landmarks in that rezoning application, and

         18  I think that by supporting the designation, you

         19  further enhance the rezoning that we've already

         20  approved.

         21                 I also happen to think that we in the

         22  Council have been saying now for years, since most

         23  of us were elected in 2001, that the Landmarks

         24  Preservation Commission doesn't do enough in

         25  designating landmarks in boroughs outside of
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          2  Manhattan. And I find it somewhat hypocritical that

          3  we now hear for the second time, within I think a

          4  month, turning down a recommendation of the

          5  recommendation of the Landmarks Preservation

          6  Commission.

          7                 I certainly don't want to give a

          8  lengthy explanation of why I think it's important. I

          9  mean, you've heard the testimony. I find it

         10  fascinating that the opposition basically says they

         11  disagree with those who support it. I find no

         12  compelling reason not to vote for this, and in

         13  effect to overturn the Landmarks Preservation

         14  Commission, and I would certainly urge the members

         15  of the Subcommittee and since most of the members of

         16  the Land Use Committee are here as well, to vote for

         17  designation.

         18                 Thank you, Mr. Chair.

         19                 CHAIRPERSON FELDER: Do any of my

         20  colleagues --

         21                 COUNCIL MEMBER KOPPELL: Mr. Chair?

         22                 CHAIRPERSON FELDER: Sure. Councilman

         23  Koppell.

         24                 COUNCIL MEMBER KOPPELL: I intend to

         25  vote against Landmark designation principally
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          2  because of the recommendation of the Councilman,

          3  Councilman Yassky.

          4                 I have indicated on numerous

          5  occasions in my service over four years in the

          6  Council, that s a general matter I am disposed to

          7  respect the views of the local Councilperson on an

          8  issue, particularly a Land Use issue, in that

          9  person's district. I don't make that an ironclad

         10  rule. I'm not committing myself to always do that,

         11  however, I think there have to be very important

         12  reasons to go against that judgment. And here I have

         13  the greatest respect for Councilman Yassky. I know

         14  how hard he's worked on Land Use issues in the

         15  district, perhaps even more successful than anyone

         16  else in helping to reform the development patterns

         17  in the district, and I have full confidence that his

         18  judgment is good on this, and that if he feels that

         19  landmarking this structure will make it more

         20  difficult to convert it into residential use, which

         21  is apparently what is happening, that that will

         22  interfere with the rezoning plan, I respect that.

         23                 I also think that where there is some

         24  question over the value of the building as a

         25  landmark, if it was no debate on that, and everybody
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          2  conceded, well, this is certainly a valuable

          3  property to be preserved, then that might even

          4  outweigh Councilman Yassky's view on this. But since

          5  this seems to be a legitimate debate on the value of

          6  this property being preserved in its current form,

          7  if you will, or with the kind of attention that

          8  landmarking will give to it, since there is debate

          9  on the issue, I think that allows me, you know, the

         10  scales are fairly evenly balanced but that tips the

         11  scales as far as I'm concerned in favor of opposing

         12  designation.

         13                 CHAIRPERSON FELDER: Thank you.

         14                 Do any other of my colleagues have

         15  any questions or comments?

         16                 Council Member Katz.

         17                 COUNCIL MEMBER KATZ: I wasn't going

         18  to comment here, but since we seem to be having this

         19  debate here, which is appropriate since it's the

         20  Subcommittee. So, I thank you, Mr. Chair.

         21                 I don't see why this should be

         22  designated. I think Councilman Felder at the last

         23  Landmarks meeting that we did turn something down,

         24  said, you know what? We're not going to accept

         25  anything you give us just 'cause it's outside
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          2  Manhattan. It's not happening. It's got to be worthy

          3  of landmarking, it's got to be worthy of the

          4  designation, it's got to be something that for

          5  generations to come people look at it and say you

          6  know why? That should remain pristine. It should

          7  remain in the shape that it's in, and it is worthy

          8  of this City Council voting for a landmarking of

          9  this item.

         10                 And as the lead negotiator for

         11  Williamsburg, Greenpoint and David Yassky who sat

         12  beside us and also negotiated Williamsburg,

         13  Greenpoint, this has nothing to do with it.

         14                 This is about whether or not this

         15  building is worthy of landmarking. I thank you, Mr.

         16  Chairman, for your comments in the past about

         17  landmarking. As a Queens legislator, I do have a

         18  message for Landmarks, and for the advocates, there

         19  are so many great buildings out there, there are so

         20  many things worthy of saving for generations to

         21  come. We need to pick our fights. We need to know

         22  what when something comes to this body, and that

         23  this Committee reviews it, that our staff looks at

         24  it, that we are proud of the designation for years

         25  to come.
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          2                 So, I just send that message out.

          3                 I will be doing a motion to turn it

          4  down at the full Committee, at the recommendation of

          5  the Subcommittee.

          6                 CHAIRPERSON FELDER: Thank you.

          7                 Are there any other colleagues that

          8  have any other comments that they would like to

          9  make?

         10                 All right, so we're ready to take a

         11  vote.

         12                 And I'd like to make a comment, is

         13  that all right? Okay. So, I will try to be concise

         14  and not repeat some of the things that some of my

         15  colleagues mentioned. I certainly don't echo

         16  Councilman Avella's remarks in any way. I do echo

         17  Councilman Yassky's remarks, Councilman Koppell's,

         18  and Council Member Katz's remarks, and just want to

         19  briefly summarize this process.

         20                 We had a hearing for about three

         21  hours last week. Three of the members were

         22  unfortunately ill, could not make it, and we're

         23  happy that at least one of them is back with us

         24  today.

         25                 So, I just would like to say that the
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          2  landmarking process I think has to be a very pure

          3  process. It has to be a pure process. I don't want

          4  to use the word "holy," you know, flippantly, but a

          5  pure certainly.

          6                 And landmarks cannot be used, or

          7  landmarking cannot be used to stop development or to

          8  promote any type of agenda. The property in question

          9  has to be worthy of landmarking, period. It's not

         10  used to stop development, it's not used for anything

         11  else. It has to be worthy in and of itself of being

         12  landmarked. We heard a lot of testimony. I think I

         13  echo again, even though I said I wouldn't repeat it.

         14  I think it was remarkable, the testimony on both

         15  sides, but particularly the opponents of the

         16  landmarking, I have never heard such interesting and

         17  compelling testimony and I just want to say to my

         18  colleagues, for those of you who could not make it,

         19  I believe that you, if you had been there the full

         20  time, you would reach the same conclusion that I

         21  have which is that this should be turned down.

         22                 The purpose of the Landmarks

         23  Committee in the Council is supposed to serve as a

         24  check and balance to the Landmarks Commission. We

         25  have the authority to either turn something down or

                                                            11

          1  LANDMARKS, SITING AND MARITIME USES

          2  minimize it. That is our power. If the purpose of

          3  this Committee is to consistently and continuously

          4  landmark whatever we get, we don't need the

          5  Committee. There's no purpose to it.

          6                 The purpose is for us to look at

          7  these things and see whether they're worthy of it or

          8  not.

          9                 That's our function. It's great to

         10  keep on saying yes, yes, yes, yes, yes. But that's

         11  easy. The difficult process is to say no, this is

         12  not worthy of it. And that's what the Charter

         13  mandates. That's the power we've gotten.

         14                 Now, over the last 15 years, in all

         15  the 15 years, including, I hope the fact that we

         16  will turn this one down, there will have been five,

         17  I think five landmarks that have been turned down,

         18  three under my chairmanship, and I'm proud of each

         19  one. The first one, St. John the Divine, is the one

         20  that the advocates want to turn down. And felt that

         21  it wasn't pure. I think that was what it was about.

         22  It wasn't pure to landmark it, because we were not

         23  landmarking, the Commission wasn't as much that

         24  should be landmarked.

         25                 So, at that point I was holy. I was
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          2  holy because we were turning something down that the

          3  advocates, you know, were in favor of.

          4                 The last one we turned down with the

          5  bank happened spontaneously, which is an

          6  unbelievable compliment to my colleagues, that we

          7  came in, no one had anything in mind, we reviewed

          8  the material and said this is something that should

          9  not be landmarked. And today, I'm not going to ask

         10  to take a vote from the people who are here, but I'd

         11  like to know, how many people, you know, if I could,

         12  saw this property eye-to-eye. And some of my

         13  colleagues who have not had the opportunity to see

         14  it eye to eye can look at the blue t-shirts, I think

         15  that's the color, that are being worn, that is the

         16  property. And if you think that that property that's

         17  on the t-shirt is worth landmarking, that may look

         18  better than the property that you would see in real

         19  life.

         20                 I went down to the property three

         21  separate times. Councilman Yassky went down to the

         22  property three separate times. We had Land Use staff

         23  go down to the property I don't know how many times.

         24  So, I challenge anyone who really thinks that this

         25  is such a wonderful and deserving landmark, to tell
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          2  me how many times they went down to the property and

          3  did research eye to eye to see what a beautiful

          4  piece of work this is.

          5                 Having said that, having said that, I

          6  didn't say there is no one in the audience, I didn't

          7  say that. I'm making a compelling argument that the

          8  people, I think, and you have the opportunity to

          9  take off your t-shirts outside and bring them to the

         10  desk if you don't want to wear them, you know? But

         11  our point is, the point is that work has been done

         12  diligently to find out what the truth is and I think

         13  that with all due respect to the advocates who have

         14  been the heroes for landmarks, and without you maybe

         15  more landmarks that are deserving would be turned

         16  down. I could say that, so you do a very special

         17  work, but it doesn't mean that if we turn down a

         18  landmark, it doesn't mean that we don't want

         19  landmarks or that we don't think that it's

         20  important. It means that we think it's so important

         21  that it has to be taken very seriously. I recommend

         22  a no vote on this.

         23                 COUNSEL TO COMMITTEE: On the motion

         24  to disapprove, Chairman Felder.

         25                 CHAIRPERSON FELDER: No -- well, yes.
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          2  Yes. Yes. Yes. Yes.

          3                 COUNSEL TO COMMITTEE: Comrie.

          4                 COUNCIL MEMBER COMRIE: Permission to

          5  explain my vote?

          6                 CHAIRPERSON FELDER: Yes.

          7                 COUNCIL MEMBER COMRIE: I'm going to

          8  support Councilman Felder. Having sat through the

          9  hearings, having read the documents, having looked

         10  at the building which I did over the weekend, I have

         11  to say that the building is not worthy.

         12                 Listening to the testimony over the

         13  course of the three hours last week, it was clear

         14  that the architect and the developer of the building

         15  did not think that it was one of their signature

         16  buildings or a building that was worthy of being in

         17  their own historical document. So, I appreciate the

         18  advocacy and passion of all of the people that were

         19  involved, but at the end of the day, this building

         20  is not landmark worthy, so I vote yes to disapprove.

         21                 COUNSEL TO COMMITTEE: Councilman

         22  Koppell.

         23                 COUNCIL MEMBER KOPPELL: Yes to

         24  disapprove.

         25                 COUNSEL TO COMMITTEE: Council Member
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          2  Palma.

          3                 COUNCIL MEMBER PALMA: Yes to

          4  disapprove.

          5                 COUNSEL TO COMMITTEE: By a vote of

          6  four in the affirmative, none in the negative, and

          7  no abstentions, the motion to disapprove is approved

          8  and referred to the full Land Use Committee.

          9                 CHAIRPERSON FELDER: Thank you very

         10  much.

         11                 (Hearing concluded at 11:05 a.m.)
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