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~PI·anners .Bend';'inLit·nCfmiirks Battle ,11 

~ By ROBERTA B. GRA~ 
0- The cj,ty Planning Commis
.,; sion has revised a con
;: trov€'rsial proposal that 
-< would give the final go
:I ahead to a precedent-setting 
~ midtoW':l development proj
o ""t that includes the preser,,~ 
~ vation of the landmark ViI
~ lard Houses at Madison Av. 
~- and 50th St.
2 The rews)ons made in 

exeeutive session late yester
~ day appear to take into ac
~ count the strO':lg opposition 
~ raised by the Landmarks 
... Preservation Commission and 
Z community groups, The Post 

has learned__ -
Tbe revisions clarify juris

dlctional responsibilities of 
the two age':lcies - leaving
architectural and design is
sues squarely With the pre
servation agency and leaving 
zoning and density matters, 
with the pla.."1ning agency. 
Earlier drafts of the legisla

'---" tion gave powers to the plan
ning agencY already 'assigned 
by law to the landmarks. 
agency. 
Landmark Safeguards 

The legislation would es
tablish a long-needed mechan
ism for the preservation of 
landmarks in midtown and 
downtown areas without 
hindering new developme:1t. 

The revised draft - still 
not fully worked out - was 
arrived at yesterday by the 
planning agency after a week 
of intensive work aimed at 
resolvi':1g inter-agency differ
ences and public concerns, 
Commission sources indicated 
last night that the most con
troversial aspects have been 
ironed out but, they noted, 
further revisions could come 

si':1ce the propo~l must still 
be presented to the land
marks agency, must be con
sidered at public hearings by 
commu.n:ity boards and the 
Planning CommissiO':l, and 
then given final approval by, 
the Board of Estimate. 

The legislation would en
,able developer Harry Helms-
ley to proceed \"ith his plan 
- an."1ounced a year and a 
half ago - to incorporate 
the 1880s landmark into the 
plans of a new hotel-office
residential t9wer. It would 
also affect future develop
mem Proposals that include
the preservation of a la!.:ld
mark in the hi"'h denSity, 

..
commercI'al areas b....'veen 

<:'c,34th and 59th Streets and l'n' 

Lower Manhattan. 
Reworked ProvisJons 

According to Planning 
Commission sources, the re
visions I1'OW provide: 

qA bulk or FAR (flOOl' 

area ratio) limit of 18, the 
maximum now permitted for 
builders who provide special 
amenities such as plazas and 
aroades; the earlier draft 0.1
lowed: a developer a double 
bonus with a ma.'Cimum 21.6 
FAR, 

q The Landmarks Commis
sion a final say 0':1 issues con
cerning historic, significance, 
architectural harmony be
tween the old and new build
i':1gs, and the maintenance 
program for the landmark, 
The earlier draft, in effect, 
would have given the plan
ning agency veto power over 
such decisions by the land
marks agency, 

Whe':l questions arise con
cerning the interiors of desig
nated landmarks that are 

not themselves designated lard, who occupied the south ~ 
landmarks, the judgment on wing and sold adjacent, 
the historic slg':lificance of houses to f~n·ds.' ,', t 
those interiors 'would be left In the year and: a half since 
to the Landmarks Commis- Helmsley proposed the' mar
sion. riage of landmark and sky'" 

The Villard Houses _ an scraper, his_pian has bee':l 
- radicaliy modified'and mostItalian Renaissance palaz:zo


designed by the architectU113l of the early Controversial 

f design and preservation is
inn of McKim, Mead, &: 
White _ were, until a few sues have been resolved. The 

years ago, the headquarters Landmarks Commission -gaVe 

of the Archdiocese of New its .fInal approval b Novem

York and the Ra."1dom House ber 1975. 

publisrung firm. The U-

shaped buUdlng is actually Egypt's Outasight Law 

five brownstone structures ,CAIRO (AP)-Parllament 


'th f _.. f In p--_..... ;, law yesterday for-
WI a common a..-..ue ac g ~ .. 

a courtyard. ,It was' con- b:dding .Egyptians to drink 

structed "or jou-_U-t and any alcohol)'c beverage in 
. .&.' - UIIiSJW:Irallr d t H V'I publ)'c.oa mag':la e enry 1---------------------------i 

r 
I 

, i 

TIEUI 
AMAILL 


