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month will take up legislation
to Inerease protection of New
York Clly lundmarks, Major-
ity Leader Thomas J. C “:.l
sald this woelk, * s ey

Culte has boeen ‘uAlar pras-
sure from preservationlst
groups to move on legistation,
introduced In  October by
Councliman Burden (D-
Man.), that would toughen
the 1963 Landmarks Preser-
vation Law. |

When the bl was. flrat gy
troduced, Coite, n ey fig=t
ure in establishing legisiative—+
prioritics for.the Councllydg:
dicated hls support in prin-
ciple. But until now he has
gone no further.

Deputy  Mayor Edward
Morrison indicated this week
the Administration had re-
viewed the legislation, “ironed
out minor problems™ and was
now “strongly pushing It."

“Whatever type of hearing
seems necessary will be held |
In early July," Culte sald.

That would mean elther
private meetings with inter-
ested parties, such as ropre-
sentatives of the Landmarks
Commission, or public hear-
Ings if there was a demand.

The bill would extend Land. |
marks Commission jurisdie-
tien to designation of “inter-
lor spaces” (such as Grand
Central) and “seenic land-
marks"” isuch as Central or
Proapect Parks)—specifically
omitted from the 1965 law.
It would also eliminate the
erippling clause that only al-
lows the commission to con-
sider new designations for
six-month periods every three
years, |

The 1966 law makes it
lllegal to demolish or exter-
nally alter a landmark desig-
nated by the commisslon.
‘The ecommission may mnot
designote without publie hear-
ings and they are limited to
the six-month perlods, The
rommission is scheduled to
begin a new round of hear-
ngs next month,

In January, o sories of
articles In The Post focused
on the weaknesses of the |
1863 law and on the wide. |
spread eriticism of the com-
mission's apparent reluctance
In the face of real estate re.
slstance—to make full use of
the limited powers it has.
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