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are expected to decide this
weels whether to nominate
as a national landmark New
York City's oldest covered
pier, which is currently
scheduled for demolitlon.

Pier A, built in 1886, Is
currently an active fireboat
statlon and remains one of
the few viable waterfront
landmarks in an area fast
losing towch with Hs marl-
time origins,

Resting on the north cor-
ner of Batltery Park, only a
stone’s throw from Castle
Clinton—the 1812 forlt that
once served as an aguarium

—Pier A stands in the way

of the Battery Park
bikeway planned for
waterfront area.

A Famlline Slght

For several years now,
preservationists  have been
quietly arguing that the
pier should remain. It is one
of Lower Manhattan's most
famillar unofficial land-
marks, they say,

Its replacement, they add,
will be an ,unnecessary ex-
pense to the city. And, they
point out, it is rich in his-
toric importance — especially
its 70-foot clock tower, a
World War I memorial.

Two years ago, the State
Board of Hlstoric Preserva-
tion unanimously voted to
nominate the pler for listing
on the Mational Reglster of
Histerle Places. Such nomi-
nations require final approv-
al by the State Parks and

City
the

Recroalion Commissioner,
Onee given, federal approvat
Is normally automatic.

Orin Lehman, recently ap- @
pointed to that post by Gov,
Carey, says he plans to visit
ihe pier this week “and then
make a decislon.

“I've always been gener- ;

ally sympathetic to this type
ot lhing ' Lehman sald, “but

K}S see it before I de-
cide MAY 201
Efforls to save l’ltgi“
from demolitlon have hnr.\n
slymied In recent years be-
cause of subtle but strong
political  complications, The

clly's Landmark Preserva- |

tion Commission has avolided

even holding & public_hear-

ing to consider designation
because the pler’s designa-

tion would interfere with
BPC legal and political
agreoments.

‘Politleally Sensitive Debate’

Former Parks Commis-
sloner Alexander Aldrich, a
cousin of then-Gov, Rocke-
feller, avelded approving it
for a nativnal landmark be-
cause that would have pitted
him against the head of an-
other state agency, Charles
J. Urstadt, chairman of the
Battery Park City Authority.
Urstadt Is known tg be ada-
mant about having a clear
southern vista for his com-
mercial and residential com-
munity.

“Tt hecame ane of the most
politically sensitive lnndmark
debates,” one state preserva-
tion = official acknowledged
last weelk, “although the be-

hind-the-seenes baltling was
Thept very quiet.”

3 Now, with a Demuocralic
i Governor and Parks Commis-
. sioner, observers believe the
reluctance to interfere with
{Urstadt, a Rockefeller ap-
‘ pointee, may be diminished.
. 'I'he bullding of Pier A was
Initlated In the early 1870s
by Civil War Gen. George
B. MeClellan, who was by
then engineer-in-chief of the
ity Depl. of Docks,

It had a painted green
roof, grey aluminum siding
and arched  windows, bul
Pier A was more than just
a visual introduction to the
city.

For many years it was a
police station from which
boats departed to welcome
dlstinguished visltors from
Charles Lindbergh to Queen
Marie of Romania, Today 1t
remains the headguarlers of
the Fire Depl. Marine Divi-
sion and other fire services.

Hlstorle Addltion

In 1818%, the pointed-roof
clock tower was added at
the end of the pier as the
nation's first permanent
memorial to World War I
dead. It is one of only two
clocks on the East Coast that
peal the hours in ship's bells.
The other s at the U, S.
Naval Academy.

Under current plans, a
new fire facility is to be
constructed in Brooklyn and
the clock tower Is to be lo-
cated within the grounds of
Battery Park City. BPC has
hired Giorgio Cavaglieri,
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Status

the city's most emiinent pres-
ervation archltect, to design
a base for the tower — a
move Some observers con-
sider “'quite clever.”

As one commented: “It's
an obvious attempt to take
the wind out of the preserva-
tionists’ sails. They've picked
the one architect that can't
be faulted.”

The tower had been offered |.

to the South Street Seaport
Museum, which rejected it,
according to one source, be-
cause ‘“we know it can and
should stay where 1t Is.’

A number of groups—the
Landmarks Conservancy, the
Seamen's Church Institute,
South" Street Seaport—have
bheen quielly pushing to re-
verse the decision to demol-
ish the pier.

‘City 11ad to Capltulate’

“At the time we negotialed
the lease,” a former city of-
ficial who was involved told
The Post last year, “we re-
sisted giving up the fircboal
pier. It's such an authentle
picce of the past of which
lower Manhattan has alrcady
lost so much. We lost. The
clty had to capitulate. They
were threatenlng to cut off
other kinds of state aid.”

Replied Urstadt: “That's
ridiculous, untrue. At no
point did the city request
saving it. The reasom for de-
molishing it is to give the
public an esplanade along
the waterfront that would
continue into Battery Park
and a full vlew of the river.

“I have yet to see any ad-
vantage in saving it,” Ur-
sladt added. "It doesn't mix
with modern architecture,
and Is it worth saving if It's
going to destroy the master
plan  cveryone has agreed
{o?"

The master plan calls for
two or three office towers
scheduled for the south end
of Battery Park Clty. Even
if Pier A should remain—a
mere speck in the shadow of
the 60-story towers--the
Slatue of Liberty and Ellis
Island are still In full view.

In a letter to the cditor,
published in The Post a year
ago following a story on Pier
A, Urstadt reiterated that “it
was not the state that In-
sisted on its removal, but ra-
ther a longstanding city pol-
ley dating back at Jeasi to
the June 1966 plan for Lower
Manhattan made public hy
the City Planning Commis-
=ion.”

It is unclear what national
landmark status would do
for the future of Pler A. Un-
like city designation, inclu-
sion on the federal register—
under the auspices of the
Dept. of Interior—does not
provide a legal roadblouk
to demolilion.

“But it does provide a pow-
ciful moral one,” notes one
preservationist.  “When it
doesn't even stand in the way
of construction, it would he
hard to argue against ils
reseue.  More importantly,
it's what is really needed to
get the reversal machinery
going.”

“There have heen no
changes in plans te remove
the picer,” a Battery Park
spokesman  said  recently.
“It's in the Jease with the
eity, cven if we were dl<p050d
not to do It."”




