Welcome and I will turn it over to Roxanne [indecipherable] who is in charge of community
affairs and community relations and constituent affairs and no other affairs. Good morning
everyone and welcome. Okays, it is Tuesday, August 24, 2004 we officially are calling the
Manhattan Borough Board to order. Please take a moment and review the agenda, and I would
ask for a motion to adopt the agenda.

So moved.
Is there a second?
[indecipherable]

Thank you. The agenda has been adopted. The minutes have been sent to you by e-mail to the
borough board. You should have received them earlier but please take a few moments and
review the minutes for anyone who has not had an opportunity to. [Silence]

Okay, is there a motion to adopt the minutes?

[indecipherable]
And a second?
Second.

Okay the minutes have been approved. Thank you. Alright, we're moving along very nicely.

[indecipherable background voice]

In you packet you'll have a packet of the borough presidents report. Please review this. Our
deputy borough president the Honorable Barbara Bear will give some comments on this.

Well we did a couple of really important, we, we did, we worked on a couple of very important
issues [ah] which [ah] continue to be important issues [ah] I don't know if any of you had the
chance to read the 9-11 Commission Report. But [ commend it to all of you as Manhattan
residents. It's pretty shocking. [Ah] And its leads one a suspect that you know A. you know these
terrorists are working full time and B. that we're really not prepared. So we, in light of that we
call for another commission to [ah] the city leadership the mayor to meet with all the city leaders
to try to [ah] sort of move forward and figure what we could do [um] in this time of crisis [um].
The recommendations basically say still that you know the 911 system is not up to par and that
fire department radios are not working and frankly that a lot of the tragedy could have been
prevented with some other information. So given the seriousness of all of this, we continue to
push for more information for more residential treatment and for more awareness [um] without
being panicked. [Ah] Second thing we commented on was the [um] I guess outrageous disgrace
that Albany, you know and all of us had colleagues up there and friends but that they could not
come to some determination on the allocation of money [ah] that's going to go to New York City
and other places for education and just last night council woman Brewer, our office, others
testified at the department of education hearing lamenting the fact that you know there's not



enough money in the budget for education. And you'll be hearing from principals in your
communities that [indecipherable] the kind of ouch thing that they have less money this year
than they did last. So [ah] that was problem two, problem three is that we called on the federal
aviation administration to [ah] immediately change the regulations on helicopters. Now why is
the borough president you may ask involved in helicopters. Well the Manhattan Borough
President's office institutionally has had a Manhattan helicopter task force for years. And that
task force has been crying out for changes in terms of how helicopters are regulated, that, that
there's no, you'd be amazed to know that they don't have to have any, they don't have to report
any flying plans, any flight patterns, or keep in touch with the radio commands once they get in
the air. So you know obviously some of it is just anxiety and some of it is wonder so we still
think the FAA should immediately [indecipherable] regulations to you know have helicopters at
[indecipherable] feet or more, which would be taller than the highest building so if you saw a
helicopter flying lower you'd know that there's a problem. Now the FAA could do that but of
course they're not going to and Congressmen Weiner introduced legislation, which you know,
given the nature of Congress at this moment has not gone any place. The last thing is that we
recently called and so it was somewhat controversial on the state and city controllers to audit
LMDC. You might have seen a report that was put out by a group that's really very pro-housing
but it was really an audit of where the money has gone from you know the 9-11 tragedy. And we
are not talking about you know misappropriation or that somebody got two cents its not that its
that really A. you know some of the needs of Ward 1, Lower Manhattan have not really been met
2. Some of the disenfranchised communities, communities that have a lower voice than
everybody else haven't gotten their needs met and 3. Some of the community groups who are not
as powerful or don't have a lobbyist or don't have real access really have not gotten A. an answer
to why they didn't get the money and B. they haven't gotten money. So we want some public
accountability for this sort of quasi-public body that really is spending billions of money, it
happens to be my money and your money and we want to know where it's going and why it is
going there. So that's what we've done this month and I look forward to see what we're going to
do next.

Okay, thank you.
All right, is EDC here? Very good.
Can we introduce ourselves?

Sure, that's a great idea.

Oh sure. Okay. Also, okay, and we have representatives from the museum I understand. Okay.
We can go around and introduce ourselves. We'll start with our Roxanne [indecipherable]
director of community affairs constituent services for the Manhattan Borough Presidency
Virginia Fields.

Barbara Bear, deputy borough president, Manhattan Borough President.

[Indecipherable] [laughter]



He has a master's degree by the way.

[laughter]

[Indecipherable] general council to the Borough President.
Sharon [indecipherable] from the mayor's office.
[indecipherable]

[indecipherable] Santana office of council member Lopez.
[indecipherable] office of council member [Lasquez?].
David [indecipherable] chair of community board 5.
[indecipherable]

Dirk Mckall chief of staff of city council member Allen Girson.
Walter [indecipherable] chair of board four

David [indecipherable] chair of board three
[indecipherable]

Daniel Lasarbo office of council member Quinn

Jeff Laboson office of council member Gale Brewer

Gale Brewer council member west side

Ed Sullivan with Mr. Perkins office

Latricia [indecipherable] community affairs constituent services

Anne Stroll community affairs

[Indecipherable]

Do you want, well we'll hear from some of the audience right? Okay. Thank you.

Okay, all right, thank you. All right, on the agenda, item number five, new business. We have a
resolution before the borough board today. Resolution on the proposed sale of Block 1030 Lot 1,
2 Columbus Circle, Community Board 5 to Museum of Arts and Design, otherwise, former,
continue we will be calling this the museum or an affiliated entity by New York City economic
development corporation. All right, I believe its Neil Smith who's here.



Yes.
Yeah, he's going to take my seat. Let him sit here.

Neil if you would just come up and just speak on this a little bit for the borough board.
We're going to do five minutes in [indecipherable] you also five minutes. Have a seat.
Actually I'd like to stand.

He'd like to stand.

Thank you.

Good morning. Morning members of the borough board. My name is Neil Smith. [ am a vice
president with the New York City Economic Development Corporation in the real estate
division. This regards the sale of 2 Columbus Circle. As you probably know, 2 Columbus Circle
is located on the southern side of the circle between Broadway and Columbus Circle, West 58th
Street, and 8th Avenue. Its in Community Board 5 in Manhattan. We're seeking the board's
approval for the sale of this project to the Museum of Arts and Design, which is currently located
at [indecipherable] West 53rd Street across from the Museum of Modern Art. The property
consists of a 4 to 600 square foot parcel of land complete with a nine-story building consisting of
approximately 57000 square feet. The Museum of Arts and Design plans to rehabilitate the
existing building and to create a new home for the museum. This will include new gallery and
exhibition space allowing it [indecipherable] its current exhibition space on 53rd Street here. It
will provide space for educational programs, administrative space, a ground floor store, and it
will also rehabilitate the approximately 150 seat auditorium that's located in the basement of the
building. This is done in the context of an improved Columbus Circle public space. As you may
know, the circle has been redesigned. There is an enhanced traffic flow now done in coordination
with the Department of City Planning and the Department of Transportation. There is also
underway the improvement of the center of the circle to rehabilitate the statue and the fountain
and to provide public space within that area for seating and public enjoyment and this building
will be the southern anchor of the circle. The museum expects to retain its approximately 39
employees and potentially create 5 new jobs on moving to its new home. The purchase price for
this property will be 17 million 50 thousand it is expected to be paid as follows: 2 million will be
paid in cash and 15 million 50 thousand will be payable to, pursuant to a note with these terms, 4
million is to be paid in four equal installments commencing on the first anniversary of the
closing and thereafter each year in total. The fourth year this four million will not bear interest.
The remaining principal will bear interest at 6% per year until the fourth anniversary of the
closing and approximately at 6.16% thereafter. This principal and interest will be accrued during
the first four years and then advertised over 11 years, payable in annual installments from the 5th
through the 15th anniversary. If the renovation of the building is completed within 24 months of
the beginning of construction then the 11.05 million principal will be reduced to 9.05 million as
of closing. This project was the subject of a ULURP application and a review process last year. It
was approved by the City Planning commission on July 2, 2003 and by the City Council in
August of 2003 and the property is located within a C53 zoning district. And that is all. And if



the board has any questions, if the board has any questions I'd be glad to ask and answer them
now.

Okay we'll open to [indecipherable] questions.
[Indecipherable murmuring]

Go ahead.

Yeah I have a couple

And identity yourself when you talk.

My name is Ed Sullivan I'm with Bill Perkins, I'm representing him [indecipherable]. There was
or was not a landmark preservation hearing on this subject.

Correct, there was not.
There was not.

There was not a landmark preservation hearing.
Is there a reason for that?

Yes there, [ mean that, let me just answer, the answer to that question is that there were, this this
was debated [ah] by [ah] under two mayors and [um] three landmark commission [ah] chairs
have refused to hold a hearing, exactly, they believe, I guess, their exact opinion as to why it
should not be landmarked I'm not an expert on, but each of them refused to hear it. The issue,
and since we're not a landmark body, although I'm sure people will talk about the landmarking,
the issue before us is not landmarking.

The second thing. I know a letter here using the word from the Clark Foundation using the words
expeditious, imperative, its almost possible. What are the reasons for that?

What is the letter that you are referring to? So everyone can follow.

[Indecipherable] August 23 from Margaret [indecipherable], executive director of Robert Stern
and Clark Foundation.
To whom?

To Virginia Fields.
It's not in the agenda.

It's not in the packet.



[Indecipherable]

The answer is, but if your asking for the borough president, [indecipherable]

I'm not sure there is a rush, again one has to look at the history, first of all, the question before us
is whether the property should be sold for 17 million the history of this issue is goes back
through two mayors and three landmark commissioners and some of this may be answered by
the people who actually decided that they would not hear the issue of landmarking whether,
whether you would of or we would of or Councilman Jackson would have I don't know but the
Landmarks Preserv the Landmarks Commission did not hear that. It was there was
[indecipherable] That's correct. Over a number of years and they felt that apparently you know
they felt that whatever they felt I'm not going to interpret them I'm not going [indecipherable]
That's a fact, fact two is that this was brought up to the state supreme court and the court also
said that it you know was appropriate that it not be ruled on and that it should go forward. Fact
three is that what happened with regard to the borough board is that A we meet every month B
we have a major application on the West Side in September C you know the financial dealing
with the EDC and the museum are done and the, the point is that we cannot hold a landmark
hearing, although we will from people on the issue of landmarking. So the issue going forward is
whether or not to vote for this 17 million dollar project. We did, the borough president did and
the staff did we met with all groups all parties gave a lot of consideration to the issue and finally
ultimately and obviously we were pushed to wait a month but obviou but but and we we actually
believe me we gave this much time this is not like a summary decision the heck with it. We
thought about it, we consulted people and in the end the issue before the body whether you know
is is shall this go forward and we decided that this should go forward by law we have to have an
August meeting and we believe that all sides have been heard in many processes there was a
whole land use process it went to Community Board 5 which supported it. And it went to us we
supported it. It went to City Council so.

The words I'm working of are expeditious, imperative, and [indecipherable] possible

[Talking over] Well I know and I'm answering that I'm answering you know you know what's
your definition of expeditious? So I think that expeditious you know [ah] you know

Its delay would be negative.

Well, I think the museum can answer that, but they believe it would be yeah [end trails off]
[Indecipherable]

Well, they're, you know, well, after, [ah] Mr. Clark or Smith.

Smith.

Mr. Smith finishes his presentation each side is going to have 15 minutes and you can ask pepper
them all with questions. I'm kind of giving you the Manhattan Borough Presidents overview just

to assure you that we really did consider all of this we try to be careful and considerate and
collegial and collaborative with everybody although in the last week you know from some of the



phone calls that we have gotten it would appear that we weren't that and as a person I've spent
my whole life in public service mostly and I try to be fair and that is what is going on at this
meeting. So.

Council member Perola
I have a question about the funding I know that its 17 million and I know it says that it wouldn't
be extended in terms of the time period to pay unless there was some major occurrence so I'm

wondering what happens if this funding doesn't come through on the schedule that you have
outlined here.

The funding is really just a financing mechanism for the museum to pay the purchase price so
um

Translate what that means.
That means it's a mortgage

So what you're saying is that they do or do not have to come through with paying the 17 million
dollars.

They do. It is a mortgage. It is a security interest in the property. Just like any mortgage. So they
must pay that amount.

And what is the penalty if they don't come through with this amount of money.

Well there are late fees

Okay

and in a worst case we may take the property back as [indecipherable]

so how do we enforce, in other words it is possible that because this is a controversial issue that
EDC could let the borough president's office know on a regular basis to be sure that these
payments come through as outlined in this scenario

I don't think that would be a problem

And to report back to this borough board as to the way in which it is [received?]

1 think that would be fine

Okay. Thank you.

Any other questions? For EDC for Mr. Smith? Okay. Thank you.



Thank you Mr. [indecipherable]

Please, stay around.

[indecipherable]

Okay, the museum, do we have a representative from the museum of art and design.
Would you like to sit here or there?

You can stand [indecipherable]

That's fine, that's fine.

I'm Holly Hotchner, I'm directory of the Museum of Arts and Design and thank you so much for
having us and meeting with us today. Two words about me, | have a degree in preservation from
the Institute of Fine Arts in New York City and I served for 12 years as the director of the New
York Historical Society of the Museum. I'm a born and raised New Yorker and it is my great
thrill to be able to build a new museum or rehabilitate a museum in a neighborhood of New York
that ah, where we will be the cultural partner to a great deal of activity and renovation that is
going on on the upper west side. We ah, two points to make at the outset, we have raised the
money to do this project. We have been ready to go in the ground in April, which was our
commitment to EDC when we were designated more than a year ago and began the ULURP
process. We are very pleased with our fund raising progress. I will tell you that our museum has
been a very sound and excellent development partner in New York we have built three museums
we are currently have totally outgrown our space. We have increased our visitorship 100% in the
last 6 years. We serve a very large number of school children, families, and work very much with
our community there's information about this in your packets but we currently do not have the
space or the resources where we are to continue the positive growth of our institution. We are the
only institution that represents contemporary craft, decorative arts, and design in the United
States. We are advocates for artists and make a difference in artists' lives. We will have artists'
studios in the new building as well as showing their work in the galleries, which is a very
unusual and important educational component of what we are doing. We will have our collection
up for the first time. It's a very distinguished collection unlike any in the United States and
abroad and we feel that it is a very important educational tool to go with our educational
programs. We will have probably double the number of exhibitions that we present that travel
internationally as well as nationally there's a very distinguished exhibition and artist program that
you can read about in your materials. We are also establishing the center for the study of arts and
design which will be an international project funded by the Getty and hopefully the Melon
Foundation and the federal government to look at artists' techniques and materials which is again
a new and very innovative program that we will be unique in presenting in our country. We have
a great number of community liaisons both with schools K-12 and upper education we increase
that program working with Clinton and our neighborhood. It is a very big opportunity for the
museum to reach out to a new community as well as continue the relationships that we've
established. We have a number of letters, which will also be given to you of various
organizations and leaders supporting our project. And we are committed to completing



construction within two years of beginning that was our commitment to DEDC when we were
designated and one of the reasons to continue the project is that we are well into our process we
have been delayed by a lawsuit we are ready to go forward we have funding and we are hoping
to be complete within the couple of years that Columbus Circle has been renovated. So that is
our desire to move forward. So, any, any further, but that's basically the outline of what we are
accomplishing in our museum and we're very excited to move forward.

Okay, any questions for our speaker, our first speaker.

[indecipherable] Are you tearing down a building or building a new one or you're rehabbing a
building?

We are rehabbing an existing building.

[Indecipherable] 2 Columbus Circle

Correct

Which is that ugly concrete building in the middle of the circle?
Your words.

Okay.

Yes we are opening it up to the public and making it a community center, it has been empty for
eight years.

Yes.
[Indecipherable] That building was once open to the public though?
It was.

It was a museum first?

For 4 years and closed very quickly after opening for a variety of reasons. It has not been a
museum for many years.

I remember visiting it as museum.

I went to the opening and it closed four years after it opened so, and then became a variety of
other incarnations including the department of cultural affairs.

And the need to redo the design is based on



The variety of needs to open the building to the public, which is one of the reasons the building
has never worked as a public building and we are dedicated to bringing the community into the
building which is for a variety of reasons virtually impossible in the current form. Not to mention
all kinds of codes that are completely obsolete. There are a variety of reasons.

But it was open to the public once.
In the 60's, and times and codes have changed.

[indecipherable]

It was and today those codes are no longer valid. There's absolutely no handicap access
[Indecipherable]

There's no handicap access, there's no climate control, there are no things that a museum needs to
operate, there's a long list, but it would be impossible to operate in the current configuration for
any public institution.

Okay, Council Member Brewer

Just to pick up on Ed Sullivan because obviously I support the museum and I think you that you
have a wonderful opportunity to show the crafts and the fact that you have the educational
programs and so on. But what is the rush. [ am one of these people who did support a September
hearing. So why don't you just describe for us what the need is to have it now as opposed to
September from you're perspective. [Indecipherable]

I can't speak to the timing of the council of the borough board but we were not even as [
understand it there was another major issue on the table for September. There was a though that
this might get bumped out of September and we are very committed to trying to begin and that
seemed to push the whole schedule way into next year potentially and we would like to complete
our construction drawings and begin. We have already been delayed at least 8 months and there
is a desire [ believe on the part of the city to have the circle complete sometime within when the
rest of the buildings and the circle itself will be completed in November. And we're way off two
years even from that [indecipherable]

of opening. So it is a derelict building or a building that needs repair and it even if we start today
it will be two and half years and I think there is an effort to get Columbus Circle completed, as I

understand it.

Okay, do we have one other speaker from the museum? [Indecipherable]
Alright, so,

Thank you.

Thank you very much.



[f you want to stay back in that section or if you want to come up here that's fine we'll hear from
the next group and this is Landmark West.

Okay. Okay fine. Come up.
Do you want to sit, stand?
I'll stand.

Please.

And introduce yourself.

I will. My name is Kate Wood and I am the executive director of Landmark West. I want to read
a statement on behalf of the more than 1000 people who have signed on to support a Landmarks
Hearing a hearing before the New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission which has
never taken place and I speak on their behalf and on my behalf as an individual and ask the
Manhattan Borough Board to defer any action on the sale of this building until such a hearing
can take place. 2 Columbus Circle deserves the chance for survival that a fair and due process is
supposed to provide the practical side of me I have to say believes that this request is futile that it
is, that this is, as it has been treated all along a done deal. New York Times Reporter David
Dunlap called it way back in May of 2002 when he wrote that the fate of 2 Columbus Circle was
quote hidden behind marble walls end quote. And it's not a concrete building; it is actually a
marble building. Landmark West has spent the past two years and more trying to break down
these walls put an end to the backroom decision making and assure that this building New York's
most distinctive late work by internationally acclaimed modernist architect Edward Durrell Stone
at least at least receives due process. This building and the public that cares about the future of
rational planning in this city deserves no less. But our experience has taught us that we are
irrelevant. Every major preservation organization in the city, state, and nation, including the
national trust for historic preservation is irrelevant. So are Robert AM Stern, Tom Wollfe, the
Times Architecture Critic Herbert Muschamp, and the over 1000 people who signed on to this
list supporting a public hearing before the Landmarks Commission who logged on to
[indecipherable] who attended panel discussions and meetings as one of those 1000's I can tell
you it is incredibly frustrating to learn that despite this city's highly developed system of public
participation that we are all irrelevant and perhaps most sadly, if this is truly a done deal you are
all irrelevant. The writing is on the wall, if we look back an the record, this meeting for example,
the hasty scheduling of the borough board meeting during the last week in August with only
three days notice in the city record when it is the customary practice of this office to advertise for
at least five consecutive days prior to the borough board meeting a week before the republican
national convention when many New Yorkers including elected officials and community board
reps have long standing plans to be away we are also concerned that this meeting did not comply
with the New York State open meetings law which requires public notice of the time and place
of the meeting to be given to the media and conspicuously posted in public place. If we go back
even further the city abandoned this building in back in 1998 evicting the New York Department
of Cultural Affairs. The Landmarks Commission relied on an internal committee that met behind



closed doors and without any public explanation decided to ignore the building's significance
despite the fact that it is clearly eligible for Landmark designation. The city efforts to rush the
lawsuit currently pending in state supreme court, the use of public authority, EDC in an attempt
to circumvent the public review process spending millions of dollars in tax payer money to do it
yes there was a very complicated deal cut behind the scenes where by a private corporation
received millions in tax breaks in exchange for giving EDC certain rights to the property and an
excuse to avoid ULURP. Sound familiar we're reliving the same thing right now with the
stadium. And then there was the Dehesh museum a prominent cultural museum that twice in the
past seven years promised to restore and revitalize 2 Columbus Circle but had their bid rejected
by the city. Further more we understand that they're bid on the site was substantially higher than
the Museum of Arts and Design bid. However when we tried to access this document through a
freedom of information request it was withheld. Now from the public's point of view it's difficult
to perceive this moves as anything other than deliberate efforts to diminish the role of the
community in an issue that obviously matters a lot. Whichever way you look at it the people of
New York are getting a raw deal. All that said there does remain this tiny tiny romantic piece of
me that still believes that you and I can make a difference that each of you knows that what is
being done here is monumentally wrong that it violates the very soul of our democratic and
political process due process and that this kind of maneuvering is endemic within the system and
that no neighborhood is untouched by it and that it has to stop. In an article last December New
York Times Architecture critic Herbert Muschamp called the refusal of the Landmarks
Commission to hold hearings on the future of 2 Columbus Circle quote a shocking dereliction of
public duty unacceptable in itself this abdication also raises the scary question of what other
buildings the commission might choose to overlook in future end quote. Scary indeed. The
nightmare is currently unfolding at Saint Thomas Church in Harlem, the far west village, and
other locations in all of your districts. You are not the Landmarks Commission it isn't your role
to determine whether 2 Columbus Circle is one of the most important buildings of the twentieth
century as Thomas Wolfe has called it. It isn't your role to determine the feasibility of
rehabilitating the building. Clearly the Dehesh was serious about restoring it proving that where
there's a will there's a way and I have to say that the use rehabilitate by both the director and the
EDC representative for this building is a misuse of the term and as someone with a degree in
preservation you should really know that.

I think we do have time, we've given you more, certainly respectful so if you could wrap it up.
[Indecipherable]

Okay, I am wrapping up.

Kate, you can take the next five minutes. [Indecipherable]

[ just want to point out that a remarkable of constellation of experts, not just your average person
on the street but real architectural experts from the Yale Architecture Dean to America's premier
preservation organization the National Trust for Historic Preservation, to the artist Chuck Claus,
all of these experts have argued for the merits of 2 Columbus Circle built in 1964 and designed
by one America's preeminent modernists Edward Durrell Stone but it is your role to decide
whether the people of New York are getting what they deserve, fair and due process when it



come to the disposition of city owned property, in this case a building that was given to the
people of the city as a gift in 1980 with the intention that it survive to be enjoyed by generations
to come. While other cities throughout the world are actively celebrating and restoring by Stone
and his contemporaries, while other museums like the Guggenheim are restoring their landmark
buildings, here we are poised to destroy this one. My romantic side says this can't possibly be
happening but until the first blow fell no one really believed they would demolish Penn Station.
The landmarks law was passed in 1965 to prevent such monumental acts of vandalism from ever
happening again lets use that law and our consciences to ensure fair and due process for 2
Columbus Circle. And again I urge this board on behalf of the 1000 people who have signed on
to that list to defer any action until there is a hearing scheduled before the Landmarks
Preservation Commission and at the very least lets not make any decision

(FLIP TAPE)

Plenty of time, number 3 there is an August bureau board, number 4 it was our judgment that the
question before us needed to be voted on and that whether it was August or September didn't
matter. Number 5 there are people in town in August and many of them are here and people do
continue working in August so there is no conspiracy there is no backroom deal there is an
opportunity and in fact the borough board in general as most of you know operates on the rule
that the council members speak and the chairs of the borough board, ah, community boards
speak and we have fabulous meetings, lots of community imput, its quite amazing how much the
chairs of these community boards do for the city so there's no deal here there's no attempt to
circumvent there's an attempt to deal with a question that's before us and get to it. And I just
mildly would say that you know in six and half years I think you all know us pretty well, we
don't do backroom deals. So, thank you.

Okay, I think we've allowed both sections both sides to speak.
Yeah, there's time for more on each side.

Okay

Would you like to come to the front?

[Indecipherable]

What time is it?

How much time?

[Indecipherable]

Okay, I will begin. I am Tony Ubanks, and I speak to you as a member of the board of governors
of the Museum of Arts and Design. [ am also chair of the impressive education committee of the
museum and my background is in educator and I now develop educational content for an
important non-profit youth survey organization. The museum has very rational reasons for



wanting to be part of 2 Columbus Circle. We would become an impressive cultural center that
will benefit the community as well as all of New York and all of the city's visitors. We plan to
expand our educational programs. We address programs for public school children. We will
become an important and we are an important research center for artists, scholars, college
students, and teachers. The museum would be an important contributor to the exciting
redevelopment of 2 Columbus Circle and we intend to make a significant invest in the
rehabilitation of the building. Approximately 2000 students came for educational programs
during our previous exhibition we served bilingual and disabled high school students from
Queens and from other boroughs in artist led workshops. At our new location we could serve
many more so I'm here to urge you to vote today in favor of this sell of the building. Thank you.

Thank you very much.
Mr. Smith.

He went to Washington (Laugh)

My name is Rick Mell; I am executive director of the AIA New York Chapter, the American
Institute of Architects, which has 3700 architects and affiliated members here in Manhattan. On
behalf of the chapter I would like in favor of the selection of the museum of arts and design to
revive 2 Columbus Circle. The museum is a major cultural resource for the city with over a
quarter of a million visitors each year with a much more visible location at 2 Columbus Circle,
while integrated into exciting changes in the neighborhood we anticipate the museum could
easily double its current attendance. Transfer of the property to the Museum of Arts and Design
will bring new life to a location that cries out for public cultural use and will revitalize a building
that will once again become a focus for the exciting cultural programming in the area. We urge
the Manhattan Borough Board and I think its relevance is not in debating Landmark Laws but in
talking about issues that are before it on the agenda to support the sale of 2 Columbus Circle to
the Museum of Arts and Design. Thank you very much for your time.

[Indecipherable]
And identify yourself please.

Good morning I'm [Indecipherable] Paulson, principal of [Indecipherable] architects, chair of the historic
buildings committee of the New York Chapter of the American Institute of Architects and former chair of
the New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission. [ am speaking this morning for myself in my
professional capacity as an architect and planner and also as a court accepted expert on Edward Durell
Stone and I am not representing the agencies I've described above. The Museum of Art and Design has
offered to buy 2 Columbus Circle a building that has been vacant for nearly 8 years and that is located on
a prominent site at an important crossroads in this city. That site also sits at a major entrance to Central
Park through the renovated Merchant's Gate and in view of 2 civic sculpture groups. The empty building
is in poor shape and it is indeed a concrete tube structure with a marble cladding. And it is in dire need of
significant investment. The museum is prepared to expand the dollars need to allow this site to play the
role its location requires: gateway to midtown, sculpture on the circle, and entry to central park. It is a
especially important for this site to move ahead now as we see the new Time Warner Center complete, the
restoration of 240 Central Park South underway, and the ongoing renovation of Columbus Circle itself.
This location has suffered for some years from the lack of a compelling entity that would invite visitors of



all ages this site needs this museum, its mission, its programs, and its educational outreach are exactly the
type of cultural destination that the address requires an opportunity to include an institution of the visual
arts at this address in company with the representative of the performing arts jazz at Lincoln Center
should be applauded. The museum of art and design needs this site. Its current home on west 53rd street is
limited [indecipherable] seventeen thousand square feet. 2 Columbus Circle represents an opportunity to
grow to 54,000 square feet at a major civic address of the right size. And I would note that when you look
at the [Indecipherable] for the cultural institutions that's been issued by the lower Manhattan group that
institutions are having to join together as multiple entities in single buildings this is a very unique
opportunity for a small site with a small site with a small building for an important museum. This
museum dedicated to the craft of design and to understanding of how everyday objects are as important a
design challenge as the buildings around them is the right fit for this important location. I urge the board
to cast its vote to support this sale of 2 Columbus Circle to the Museum of Art and Design. The site and
the institution are a match made for each other. Thank you.

Thank you. Thank you. Okay, Is there anyone else? Is that it? Is that it?

No.
All right, I think that we have now heard from all interested parties.

No. [Indecipherable]

Well we have a choice of doing five more on each side or not, what time is it. Some council people have
to leave can someone tell me the time. [Indecipherable] All right can we do three minutes on each side
and that will be it.

[Indecipherable] We're skipping our turn so we're going to wrap up the museum will go and then we'll
end up.

We just went.
[Indecipherable]
They can.

Okay. Hello.

Please identify yourself.

Good morning ladies and gentlemen, my name is Michael Henry Adams. I'm an architectural historian |
work for [Indecipherable] lost and found and of course its really quite interesting being here it reminds
me not so long ago of when a similar building never heard by Landmarks Commission was about to be
destroyed, the [Indecipherable] theater in Harlem where Malcolm X was killed. And this building was not
landmarked, not protected, for no reason other than politics, the same reason facing you today and the
building would have been destroyed totally much as this building is threatened with being altered beyond
recognition totally, but for the borough president of Manhattan who threw her office negotiated have the
building substantially preserved and that is what borough president must do now. When this building is
gone it is gone forever. It will not be able to come back. And how terrible in our country, still today, we
have this problem with due process. The landmarks commission was established to hold hearings to say,
should this building be protected, should it not be protected and Boston, their law means that every time
you have a building that is going to be altered or destroyed that's over 50 years old there's automatically a



hearing and any 10 people, any council member, the mayor can call for a building to be made a landmark
and a hearing must happen in 30 days our law is clearly at fault. That doesn't matter because this board
can do something about it. You must not approve this proposed sale until this building has had a hearing.
That's all the people of New York are asking, African Americans have over and over again faced this
problem of not being able to get a hearing. People have been executed, people gone years, innocent
people, because of their failure to get hearing and that may seem like a hyperbolic analogy but I tell you it
is not when this building is gone, this distinguished work of architecture, it will no longer be here. And
we owe it as our responsibility to future generations to people who are not even born to allow this
building its day in court so that the agency, which has the responsibility, will make a determination. And [
tell you, you know you talk about deals or no deals, here there are two former chairs of the Landmarks
Preservation Commission who refused to protect this building to even consider it for being landmarked
and what are they doing, they're here on the side of destroying this building. If that isn't evidence of the
books being cooked of the deal being [Indecipherable] I don't know what is. This is wrong, wrong, wrong
and I urge you please, for once, as this happened before in the past with borough president, with the then
borough president Ruth Messenger, who saved what we have of [Indecipherable] theater today you have
an opportunity to do the right thing, despite the inaction of the Landmarks Preservation Commission to
carry out its duty. You must carry out your duty and your responsibility to the city of New York. Thank
you.

Thank you.
I believe we have one more speaker. [Indecipherable]

Good morning everyone [Indecipherable] I'm the chairman of the museum, I'm Barbara Tober and I am I
urge you to vote in favor of this because we have for so many years I mean I have a number of things to
say here that you've all heard before that since June of 2002 the EDC announced that the museum has
been selected to redevelop 2 Columbus Circle. The words destroy really do not describe in the least what
we are trying to do to this building. Its sits like a little gray lady at this point and it is so derelict and it is
so in need of attention and love and it is a concrete bunker with a cladding on the outside and many many
non code floors and [Indecipherable] of different partitions and so on inside. It needs love and it
needs attention and the people who are involved in this process and in this museum are so
completely aware of the delicacy of the area, the importance of doing it the right way and I don't
know how many of you have been in that building but if you went in and looked at it you would
see exactly why it needs to be not destroyed but enhanced and opened up a little bit, not a lot, it
is not going to be a pale imitation of itself, it will be a completely new rehabilitated but same
size, same shape, same curvature, same everything, and that is what we are trying to do. We have
lovingly found over, with great effort I must say an architect who is famous all through United
States, an emerging architect Brad Clokefield for creating a beautiful structure out of something
that is unworkable at present. That is our plan, and I urge you to allow us to do it. Thank you.

Thank you.
I think there is probably 50 seconds left.

With that, I Mike [Indecipherable] I'm the president of the Lincoln Square business improvement
district I will not read my statement, I will give it to you. We support the sale of this building we
think it will be wonderful for the community and will compliment everything that is happening
on the Upper West Side and I urge you to support the sale.



Thank you.

Okay. Submit that to the [Indecipherable] Okay, does everyone have a copy of the resolution. Please
lets go to the resolution. [Indecipherable] I'm just going to read a summary of the resolution for the
record. New York City Economic Development Corporation proposal to acquire from the City of New
York Block 1030 Lot 1 for conveyance to the Museum of Art and Design incorporated or an affiliated
entity pursuant New York City Charter section 384 B4 therefore be it resolved, please read the rest, its
there, therefore be it resolved that the Manhattan Borough Board hereby approves the above described
transaction. [Indecipherable] Is there a motion to support this resolution?

Motion to support.

Okay, second?

Second.

Okay we're going to do a roll call.
[Indecipherable]

Council Member Jackson.

What is current status of the appeal by the people who want to preserve it as is. What is the current legal
status, the court status of the case at this point in time?

[Indecipherable]

A quick response please, I'm not looking for a five-minute response.

The status is that its in the appellate division of the New York state supreme court and it probably you
know, it, there is no deadline at this point it could be decided in November, it could be decided in
December, probably not before then.

When did you file the appeal?

The notice of appeal was filed in May.

The appellate division has not scheduled an appeal yet?

No we are perfecting our papers.

Council Member Jackson [Indecipherable]

Additional Questions?

Is this speaking, is this debate or questions?

I want to discuss [Indecipherable] I find that the explanation of the timeliness that it has to be done in
August is to me inadequate I can understand some people feeling that it is adequate I don't feel that it is



adequate. I don't see compulsion for fairly important matter to be decided immediately I think delay a
small delay, not an extended delay would be appropriate. [ don't on discussion of why the building has to
be cleared present configuration it, code violations happen in all old buildings and can be accommodated
or can be cleared up without radically altering building. That doesn't seem to me to be an adequate reason
for redesigning the building, and I haven't heard a reason to redesign the building. Now, I understand my
colleagues {Indecipherable] about this ugly building, they say the same thing about the Guggenheim
many people think it about Lincoln Center. That's a matter of taste and choice and it seems to me that if
we go down a road that says any building off the beaten path is not wanted and this design is admittedly
off the beaten path in terms as building design in New York then I think that we're going down a road we
don't want to go down necessarily. At least I don't think that Councilman Perkins goes down. So I think
that for those two reasons I just think that the compelling nature of this vote has not been made at least to
my satisfaction. And to councilman Perkins satisfaction.

Any other questions, thoughts, comments?
Council Member Jerrison?

I'm curious as to I believe a representative a museum on behalf of the museum testified at this hearing this
morning, and [ don't remember who, and she indicated that she is an expert on this particular architect and
that she a certified expert by the courts so I'm curious as to I read the document that the court or
individuals find limited value in this architect's value as far as the building and so I'm curious as to
whether or not she testified in court on behalf of whom anyone as to the value preservation value of this
building considering that she has been certified by the court as an expert on this particular architect.

She's here; I believe she's still here. [Indecipherable] Yes.

The court case that I testified on behalf of [Indecipherable] PepsiCo Property designed by Edward Durell
Stone was in Westchester. At that time I was asked about the significance of 2 Columbus Circle and |
answered to the court at the time and this was about 6 or 7 years ago was that that fate was still being
determined, that the Landmarks Commission of New York City had not yet made the determination as to
whether or not the building was a landmark. [ was a member of the designation committee of the
commission at that time.

Okay.
Council Member Martinas Office
[Indecipherable]

I would say, can you answer that, probably 8 or 10 years ago. The landmarks commission received
requests for evaluation there's a process in place at the commission for designation. That process was
followed back in 1996 the designation. The designation committee at that time which consisted of 5
members reviewed it and those members declined to move the application forward for designation. When
I became chair of the commission I raised it again with a different designation committee, another 5
commissioners, they also declined to move it forward. At any one point during this process, so this is
back in 1996 [Indecipherable]. All of the it would take is three members of the subcommittee to say we
believe this building should be considered as a landmark before it would be considered. There were no
three commissioners who were willing or who felt that the building deserved to move forward. I can't
speak for Commissioner T[Indecipherable] because the process has changed slightly, but I know you all
have been in communications with him regarding the [Indecipherable] I do know that as a commissioner 1



was polled over the last two years and asked twice whether I thought the building was worthy landmark
status and my answer was no.

[Indecipherable - Discussion of age and eligibility]

Okay, additional questions.

I'm just, its my understanding reading the documents that the Landmarks Preservation Commission has
refused this particular matter several times. Is that correct.
Yes.

And has the, I guess the committee, or review board, at least asked the [Indecipherable] twice. Was that
the only time or was there another time.

Robert [Indecipherable] I don't know if it helps but we wrote a whole bunch of selected officials asking
for a hearing and the answer I got was this is from Rhonda Wish dated April 24, 2003. I write in response
the building has been considered for landmark designation by the commission over a period of time the
landmarks commission's professional staff and the destination committee of commissioners carefully
evaluated the building to determine whether the building met the criteria for designation set forth in the
Landmarks law. The committee decided not to recommend to the full commission that the property be
considered for designation. And then it talks about proposal as a museum [Indecipherable] So I know its
not much of an answer but that is the official answer we got after [Indecipherable] dated April 03 and we
wrote a letter a year earlier asking for a hearing. And I have talked to chairman Tierney probably ten
times since saying why can't we have a hearing.

To follow up on that. I'm just going to flip the coin on the other side with respect to I want to hear from
the advocates that want to preserve the building knowing that the Landmarks Preservation Commission
has considered the matter several times, why they feel it is imperative that we put off this vote
considering the historical aspect of the inaction by the Landmarks Preservation Commission.

Because of politics. Because that's really all it amounts to in this instance. And in many other instances.
So that in the newspaper right now you have the current chair of the landmarks commission say about
Saint Thomas the Apostle Church in Harlem, he wishes it wasn't too late for a [Indecipherable] but in
point fact until the arch diesis gets a demolition permit he could still act, but he's not acting because of
politics. Because of politics of the mayor we want this developed with this museum and that's that. That's
what's occurred here over and over again. And there are all kinds of buildings throughout Harlem there
are all kinds of buildings throughout this city which are agreed upon by all kinds of authors and experts to
be worthy landmarks and yet the landmarks preservation commission upon considering them over and
over and over again with all kinds of people begging for them to be protected like many people down in
Harlem like people down in [Indecipherable] Avenue for decades now and yet the commission refuses to
act for political reasons that it is immoral and wrong, wrong, wrong. And they should be ashamed. And
that is why you have an opportunity to undue that same old political fix, the same old game and without
you frankly we don't have a hope in heaven. Without you taking this unusual step. Nobody is against this
museum. The building was a museum it can be a museum again.

But if you let me just take your argument forward, lets say your argument the preservation is to keep the
building as it is you're asking this board to delay the action until a hearing is had by the landmarks
preservation commission but the commission has failed to act in a positive manner in you direction or
positive point of view on this particular matter on several of times. And there is no indication on what I
have read or just based on the historical perspective of the commission's actions that they're going to act
on it and if in fact they do act on it all indications indicate and of course I could be wrong and I'm just



trying to follow the logic here that they will deny the application assuming that even if an assumption
they even have a hearing on the particular matter. So can you or someone comment to that? Here.

When the city development corporation was using taxpayer state and federal to create a biotechnological
research laboratory at Columbia University at the [Indecipherable] theater. That building was scheduled
to be torn down in totality. But the borough president, and the landmarks commission refused to hear it
they refused to hear it, but the borough president of Manhattan used her veto power to veto a part of the
money giving the opportunity for negotiations to be held by all parties so that now the facade of that
building and half of the room where Malcolm X was killed survive at the time I thought, my feeling was,
we going [Indecipherable] I was young and foolish then. I realize I was wrong because people to this day
still go there as a place of pilgrimage because this is where Malcolm X was killed. And people its so
ironic people praise me and my involvement in this they say without you and people like you we wouldn't
be able to appreciate this beautiful facade today. Because it was all going to go. But the borough president
made the crucial difference and she took tremendous heat the editorial board on the New York Times and
every newspaper in town castigated her and yet ultimately she prevailed and we've [Indecipherable] than
if that building had been swept away. [Indecipherable] which I believe is your duty to the city of New
York and citizens yet to come that you can make that same crucial difference. Not a either or situation but
a much better museum and a preserved, protected, thing. No body is saying you should keep out
[Indecipherable] codes and no access for the handicap but to change the facade of this building and sweep
away and put windows where there never were any it's just mad. This building is a great landmark of its
time and should be preserved for the future.

Thank you.
Okay, Council Member Perkins Office, Mr. Sullivan you want to speak

I would just like to say this, according to the letter that Gale read in response to her inquiry they in affect
said that we have decided we don't need a hearing I think a vote to go forward ratifies that notion that the
landmarks preservation doesn't need hearings we've decided here in our offices and we don't need a
hearing why do we need a hearing we've already decided. Now if we vote to go ahead with this that is
what we are ratifying if we vote not to go ahead for this reason of process than we're saying it may be that
your mind is may be that after having a hearing you'll go ahead with your made up mind anyway but have
the hearing because otherwise we're taking a step towards having a [Indecipherable] make decisions
without hearings and I think this is a very dangerous step quite frankly. And I think that not every hearing
is productive of course I've been to millions of them and not everyone was productive but many of them
are and many of them you learn something so I just think that a way to say wait a minute you may be
right you may be 100% right, have the hearing and then we'll decide instead of saying oh hearings aren't
really necessary in New York let's get on with it. I just think that's a dangerous thing very frankly.

Okay we're going to wrap up discussion now.

[Indecipherable] T feel that the discussion of myself as a council member in answers to my questions are
very important in this process

Absolutely

I'm already late for an appointment but I don't mean to be rushed in my decision to make so if
you don't mind.

Feel free.



[ disagree with my respected colleague with respects to this vote is a vote in favor of the
Landmarks Preservation Commission's status on the particular matter. It is my understanding in
the presentation that this has nothing to do with the status or permission in order to move
forward or with the owners of the building I think it is now the museum to move forward and
they've indicated that the been in delay status for about 8 months. So I respectfully disagree with
[Indecipherable] but I'm curious as to why the Landmark West indicated and even though you responded
on behalf of the borough president as far as the time frame of the important matter like this in what do
you call the dog the dead heat of the summer in August

The dog days of august

Even though I understand that we do have a monthly meeting and in fact you see I am here my
representative Joe MacNurmy is normally here, but he's on vacation so it is imperative and two of my
other staff are on vacation so we're kind of short so I am here now I'm not trying to deflect from anyone
as far as vacation plans or otherwise and I am here either one way or the other to vote either yay or nay on
this important issue in the middle of august but I'm curious as to why this couldn't have been held in
September.

Again in September we will be doing the whole west side ten new ULURPs [Indecipherable] of the whole
west side, number two we really considered September but when we after hearing much of what has been
discussed today it was our opinion that the question is as you stated on the sale and that there would be
adequate representation on as I think there has been on both sides of the issue here and that was the reason
to move forward.

Okay

[Indecipherable]

A lot of the discussion made it seem that this issue just came up a few weeks ago but there has been a
community board hearing and the community board voted in support of this the bureau president voted in
support of this the city planning commission voted in support of it, the city council voted in support of it
its been in the press for a number of years and certainly I received information and phone calls from both
sides for months. I guess I just wanted to make that point that this is an important part of the process but

one part of the process and this discussion has been going on for years.

Okay. Thank you. Any other comments, questions?

[Indecipherable]

Can you explain the people eligible to vote please?

Yes, all the council members are eligible to vote and community board five only.
[Indecipherable]

Alright, role call. [Indecipherable]

Alright I'll just summarize. [Indecipherable] The yes is in support of the sale of Lot, Block 1030 Lot 1 to
the Museum of Art and Design for the purchase price of 17 million 50 thousand dollars. That's what a yay



vote is for. Everyone clear? [Indecipherable] So a yay vote is in support of this resolution.
[Indecipherable]

[End of Tape]



[2™ Tape]

For or not and that is how it is with the landmarks commission. I do find that whether one likes or dislikes
the building that some kind of determination for those who are professionals in the field would help all of
us in terms of the future of this building. And I am remindful that Edward Durell Stone is a well-known
architect and that this building is something that represents his architect and it is a significant part of our
history. T am also very conscious of the fact however that the west side is galloping much to fast in my
opinion towards development. And what is of utmost concern to me as representing the area is that that
building remain a cultural institution and not a without all do respect development paradise. There are
developers who would love to get their hands on 2 Columbus Circle. And they were bidding for it during
the EDC discussions so I do think that this particular museum keeping the same size building I would
prefer of course that the size and not the front as an example to be a compromised. And as Michael
indicated earlier we're all about compromise in order to preserve what we have. It would of course be
preferable if the size could be open for the light that's necessary for the cracks as I understand it and that
the front facade could be retained as a compromise however I do have a lot of respect for the photographs
that I have seen and for the design, again with the caveat that I just mentioned. But given the fact that this
about a sale today that our efforts to have a hearing have not been successful and that fright that I have of
a developer standing in the wings waiting as the funding doesn't come through and that as it gets delayed I
don't care so much about developing the circle believe me that area is developing the question is to retain
a place that's open in the evening that has full groups that is hopefully as accessible as possible to a
diverse group of artists people from all over the city all ethnic backgrounds I think the craft concept is
something that lends itself that kind of diversity and that's one reason that I like this concept for all of
those reasons its a sort of a compromise in the best sense of the word I support this resolution. Thank you.

Thank you council member Brewer. Council member Gerser.
L

Council member Jackson.

Pass.

Council member Lopez.

Yes.

Council member Martinez.
[Indecipherable]

Council member Miller

As you know the speaker doesn't usually vote on borough board items, it certainly doesn't vote on
borough board items that are going to come to the council but since this item has already come to the
council its already voted in favor it votes yes.

Thank you. Council member Mosquwitz.
Yes.

Council member Perkins.



Council member Perkins has instructed me to ask questions that I have asked and that if the answers were
not revealing of something that we didn't know that I should vote in the negative. The two main questions
of why if this has indeed been discussed previous why another month is so important. I think that was
answered satisfactory to my judgment and I'll report back to the council member and the second one is
why the if the museum did take over the building why the facade has to be eliminated as it is now and that
was not a satisfactory answer to my opinion and so therefore I am going to vote in the negative on behalf
of the council member William Perkins.

Council member Quinn

Yes

Council member Reed. Not here. Okay.

Councilmen Jackson passed. Didn't he.

He passed.

Go back to him [indecipherable]

I'm sorry. I'm sorry. Go ahead.

Well, [indecipherable] go to board five and come back.
Yes, board five is here.

Yes.

Thank you. Okay, now back to council member Jackson.

I've read the material and I've listened to all of the parties explain their position on this particular matter.
I'm concerned about historic value in all city and I wish there was a solution to be had here I do think that
though that from what I've listened to today the Landmarks Preservation Commission has reviewed this
particular matter several times, we voted on it in City Council in August of 2003. I don't see any reason
here that I must vote in the negative on this particular matter the position that I'm voting for is not the
position supporting the Landmarks Preservation Commission. I am not a commissioner [ am not a
member of the commission I do not appoint people to the commission I believe that is the mayor or
whoever who decides that, I'm not really sure, but I see no reason based on what's in front of me today in
order to vote no and one of things I say to all of you that we do in City Council is we turn to our colleague
that the member that the item is in, in this particular matter the item is in Council member Gail Brewer's
district and I've talked to her on this matter and she is voting in the positive and I am voting in the
positive also not because she is voting in the positive but based on everything that I've heard and also
because of her recommendation that the member of the council needs to vote yay. So I vote yay.

Thank you council member Jackson. Okay the resolution was passed, nine yes, one no, no abstentions.
The resolution is passed.



