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By 	 _ thl!icase. ~ Is the 

The Issues by the question -, or ,-whether' the 
proposed In.,.,,,,.,..,,Uon of chun:h Is still ""empt' when 
the landmark 'y11lard Ho"""" it. Is not its own developer 
Into the base on.new botel' ' but;<jo'fact, lessor to a prO­
am... tower.:,Inc~ In' flt~maldng buU"'.... 
scope and complexity J8..t- .'There are abo questions on 
week ..... the conflict shilled the, adequacy of the ,trafttc 
froM the LandrwlrkS "Com.-; plan, {or: theeoo-roOiit boteJ, 
mission 10 the local com. and on design features that 
D\unlty board. ' . - do not comply With the zon· 

Atter asking for additional Ing code. ' 
reVbions In the,dealgn Qf de. _ FlnallY,there '!sthemOst 

· wloper HarryB. H.llnsley's beated ,issue of 'w,hetherthe 
planned !I2-st<>rystnreture. Interior l'OOffilI lIA)W ,"""ed., 
the ,'eommlsslon':;;'~ uled for demollUo_me<>f, 
weU on-lUI way toward final whICh are unlque In the o1ty 
a pPfOvaI of the landniark·' -can be preserved. PrIm· 
5kySclaper~ ,pa~ ..... ,d,'I- , ... ~il:N., 8!t-1¥.~ ;. ,the music, 
Signed 01' Eniery Roth & or: goli!, room Wltbdts gilded 
Sons-~.flrSr111~' mUsiC&! motlfs·..nd muralo, 
six m~~N 1 ~ ~(::J wiIlch preservaUo~,maln· 

But CommunltyBoard 5, taln' could be Incorporated 
which h..... jurisdiction over Into the new boteL Helmsley 
the Madison 'Av. and' IiOth has rejected all proposals 

- SI. landmark, postponed' its along these lines. 
apj)<!>ll to try to resolve 8 full The 1880.. Villard Hous.s, ' 
range ot eomplex:- J.ssUes' in.., un Italian Renaissance Pal~ 
volvlng the preservation""!
the,landmark 'itself , ~= -deSigned by, McKIm, 

For·, several, - the Mead &: \Vhitel W'er1r'Untn a.170:IU'<t: 

.--- iew years ago the headquar· 
1880s m:ansiob-act4~ly five ters 0: the Archdtocese and 
brownstone structures con~ I he Random He-use pubUsh­
sidered one of the city's most ;ng tirm. ThP U..shaped 

- important landniarks ,- has buildIng comprises five 
stood vacant and for saie. an brow n stone -. ,structures 
economic d~ain _on its, own~. * around a cOUJ;~yard. :it W'3.S 
the ArchdIOC~ of !'few ,~onstructed for journalist 
York. Helmsley s ,develop- And railroad magnate Henry 
ment scheme was the fIrst Vlllar<l. who oecupled th!! 
offered that would at'least south wing 

· partiaUy preserve 'the strue­ -====='======:::ture, ~hleh was designated a ! r 
· city-landmark·in'-·l~ -! 

'Although it Is' formany 

only required to approve " 

zoning \'ariance request,. the 

plannIng board's Real Estate 

commltt.. voted on Thurs­

day to postpone that decision 

until September, At the same 

time. It outlined It least.five 

issues needlng clarl!lcaUon 

before a vote could be -taken. 

CIuIm Added Expense 


Since the bulk of the. new 

buildIng I. larger than the 


• maximum allowable under 
the zoning law - ,yen with 
bonuses for special amenities 
-the commIttee is question­
Ing whether the Board of 
Standards and Appeals has 
the power to grant'" . a re­
quested economic ~ard~hip 'I 
variance. So m e member3 
argue that such permlssion 1 
can only be granted, by spe· I 

cial legislation of the City , 
Plannlng CommissIon which 
has not yet fol'DlllllY"gotten 
Involved in the Villard ....e. 

ThIs Issue takes on,partJ. 
~	cuiat' sigrrlflcane because the 
claim of ~nomic hardship 1s 
based on the allege". In. 

,creised expense' of building 
around and above '1 deslg~ 

nated landmark. Preserva'; 
Uonists ar;d planneJ'9 fear 
that appro';JoJ ot a variance 
,on thiS basts' would set a: 
precedent leadinv. to new 
building ov~rsh~,do\\;ng land· 
marks all o';Jer the city. 

Another ll:sue Is whethe'!" 
the variance applicant, the 
Archdiooo:se. which ·ov.'US 'the 
property .nd Is leasIng it to 
Helmsley, must submit. finan~ 
cial da ta to prove its econo~ 
mic hardship claim, Normal~ 
Iy, non-profit Q,rganb;ations 
are e~eh1pt from this require-­
m~nt. whic"l private devel w 

opers must nleet. 


