






























































NORMAN SILAS REDMON

March 8, 1985

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Regarding the potential landmark designation
of the Osborne Apartments at 205 West 57th Street, Manhattan...

As a former board president of the Osborne
Tenants Corporation, I would like to stress one point which
seems important, but which has been overlooked during the
on-going meetings over the past months. During my three
year term as board president in the late 1960's, the total
south and east facades of the Osborne were completely
re-surfaced to look like brownstone of a uniform color.
This was done with a mixture of brown-stone sand and
chemicals, to attempt to preserve the exterior from flaking.

Prior to this time, the exterior south and
east facades were many different colors of stone work, and
not attractive to the eye. This was due in part to the fact
that many types of stone were used in the building's
exterior, and many had aged poorly and had discolored. The
exception to this is the baroque entrance area now facing
57th Street, which was added as a replacement to the
grand portico of the original building, and removed from
the front of the Osborne some 20 to 30 years after the
Osborne was built in 1885. This replacement does not fit
the Victorian "style'" or character of the building at all.

: .7
JﬁVEﬁﬁﬁﬂf;,w This is just one more reason that I feel that-
wMM}A“W%%e exterior of the Osborne Apartments should not be
ﬁg& landmarked. T
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205 WEST 57 STREET
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These people wrote
against
the designation of the Osborne
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Ms. Mariel Fleit
The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
Apt. 11 B

HNew York, MY 10019

Mr. John Macfadyen
Architect

205 West 57th Street
Hew York, Y 10019

Ms. Fleanor C. Hark

The Ragoby Foundation
For the Musical Arts
501 Fifth Ave

Mew York, MY 10017

Mr. Paul dMize
87 8t. Marks Place
Hew York, MY 10009

Mr. dHorman Redmon
The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
Apt 2-C-A

NMew York, HY 10019

¥Mr. Charles Restilla
The Osborne

200 West 57th Street
Hew York, WY 10019

Mr. John Stevens

The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
New York, ny 10019

Mr. Terrance R. Williams
30 West 22nd Street
HNew York, #y 10010



Mg. Lisa Work

The Nelson Rockefeller
Collection Inc

o3 B 57th St

Hew York, WY 10022



Terrance R. Williams, AIA

30 West 22nd Street
New York, New York 10010
Telephone 212/807-9500
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LANDMARKS PRESERVATION
. GOMMISSION February 28, 1985

B s oo o cwage e . . L

Hon. Gene A. Norman, Chairman
Landmakrs Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York, NY 10007

RE: The Osbone Apartment House
205 West 57th Street

Dear Mr. Chairman:

| am writing in opposition of the proposed designation of the Osborne
as a New York City Landmark. A critic writing in the '"Real Estate
Record And Guide'' of September 12, 1985 found the building to be

""crude and unskillful'’, and concluded that 'in fact there is nothing
architecturally interesting about the Osborne, except the grouping

of the stories, and here and there some carving that is good in
execution." Since most of the carved balustrades and cornices referred
to were removed several years ago, the edifice has even less to
distinguish it today than it did 100 years ago,

As | recall, the Commission heard the Osborne case in 1980 and elected

at that time not to designate. Certainly, the quality of Mr. Ware's
facade has been neither improved nor modified significantly since then.
What is apparent, however, is that it is in the best interests of the
cooperative owners to maintain the building to the best of their ability,
something they have been doing successfully - without government
intervention - for some years. Since the building is not of significant
design, has played no distinguished role in the history of the city,

state or nation, and has been seriously marred over the years, | most
respectfully suggest that the Osborne is simply not worthy of designation.

Sincerely,

Terrance R. Williams, AlA

TRW:mc
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JOHN R. STEVENS
205 West 57th Street
New York, N.Y. 10019

212-541-5578

February 27, 1985

Ms. Lenore Norman

Executive Director

Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey STreet

New York, New York 10007

Dear Ms. Norman:

I have been a resident of the Osborne, at the above address, for over

10 years. I am a past president of the board of directors and have been
active in building matters for many of those years. Most of all, I am
deeply caring about the Osborne. Although I am adamantly against landmark
status for our building, I will leave that discussion--pro and con--to
others. My reason for writing is of even more concern to me: On two
earlier occasions (once while I was president), your commission came to

us about becoming a landmark. On both occasions we declined the "honor."
The last time it came up, we went to the time and expense of hiring legal
counsel to represent us. Now you come at us again--for the third time
that I can remember. And again we are being forced to hire legal counsel,
and as a building we are being put through the emotional stress of whether
or not to incur landmark designation.

I see a form of harrassment here on your part, and with this Tetter I
strongly protest. It is expensive and exhausting. It seems to me that
once an issue has been settled, we could expect it to stay settled. The
board of directors and the tenants have so many other problems to deal
with, we cannot continue to parry with your commission whenever you
decide to go through it again. You may have nothing else to do with your
time; we do.

Sincerely,

cc: Dr. Ervin Seale, President Osborne Board of Directors
Deputy Mayor Robert Esnard




THE NELSON ROCKEFELLER COLLECTION, INC.

63 EAST 5717y STREET
NEW YORK, NY. 10022

March 3, 1985

Lenore Norman

Executive Director

Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesy St.

New York, NY 10007

Dear Ms. Norman:

It has recently come to my attention that the
Osborne Apartment Building on West 57th Street is
being considered for landmarking. Please note that
I oppose this designation in view of the possible
hardship that such a designation could impose on the
cooperative owners of the building. The owners
should be permitted to make changes in the building
as they deem fit; changes which would not alter the
aesthetic qualities: of the building, but which would
enhance the real estate investment.

Thank you for yvour time taken to read this.

Hopefully you will take this opinion into consideration

when reviewing this matter.

Sincerely,

Ao / 17
/%ﬁﬁm

-

Lisa K. Work

Assistant to the President

LKW:ak

(212) 753-7624

TELEX #754768



NORMAN SILAS REDMON

January 14, 1985

Important Memo:

Dear

The attached letter dated June 19, 1980 from the
Osborne's lawyer, William Messing, well expresses my personal
openion with regard to the pending consideration to landmark
designation to the Osborne Apartments. &1 want to go on
record as being absolutely against the recent reconsideration
by the Landmarks Preservation Commission attempting to force
a landmark status on our building. We are a private corporation
and have been for approximately 23 years.

As T see it, the only time that the commission should
be involved in our affairs is if the Osborne as an architectur-
ally important older building, were to be sold to be demolished.
This is about what happenned to the Osborne when Carnegie
Hall was thought to be replaced by Philharmonic Hall at
Lincoln Center -- and the reason for the building to co-
op. Our building was a part of that package, and both were
to become twin red towers. All of this was recorded in
The New York Times.

When I was director of the Harkness Foundation,
T had numerous meetings with the New York City Landmarks
Commission as it was then called. Rebekah Harkness sincerely
wanted to purchase the old Zigfield Theater on Sixth Ave.
As many of you can remember, it was a wonderful art deco
theater, and none comparable to it in the city. It was
then owned by the Billy Rose Estate, and as much as Mrs.
Harkness and her team of lawyers, Arnold Weissberger and
Aaron Frosch, tried, the landmarks group would do nothing
to help save the theater. The Rose Estate was in negotiation
of selling the Zigfield to Fisher Brothers or the Burlington
Building complex as it evolved, and the commission said
that only if the owners wanted the theater to become a landmark
could they act further toward a landmark status, and saved
from demolition

Mr. Frank Gilbert was then the Executive Secretary
of the commission, and correspondence between him, the Harkness
Foundation and myself, substantiating the above information
is on record. Only if our building were being threatened,
do I feel there is a reason for landmark consideration.
I know so many neighbors who feel the same way, and who

205 WEST 57 STREET

NEW YORK, N.Y. 10018
-more-



Norman Silas Redmon - 2 - January 14, 1985

dearly love our building. No landmark group could better
care for the Osborne than our majority of interested and
dedicated tenant share-holders. In addition, and not least
of all, this potential designation could also result in

a major curb on our freedom of choice in future decisions
regarding the building, and I think that each of you would
1ike to reflect on this point alone.

Q:W Cordially yours,

Qhoanfin

Norman S. Redmornm———
Former President,
Osborne Tenants
Corporation



LAW OFFICES
WirrLiamM L. MESSING

745 FiFTH AVENUE

NEW YORK, N, Y, 10022

WILLIAM L. MESSING (212) 832-B686

GLORIA AGRIN JOSEPHSON
MICHAEL F. SEIDENWAR

June 19th 1980

Mr. Norman Horowitz
Osborne Tenants Corp.
205 West 57th Street
New York, New York 10019

Re: Osborne - Proposed Designation as a Landmark

Dear Norman:

You have asked me for my views on the proposed landmark designation
for the exterior and the lchby of the Osborne. As you know, I have
no expertise in this area, and, therefore, recommended Howard Zipser,
who is a leading expert in the area, to the Corporation. I have had
extensive discussions with Mr. Zipser and I have spent considerable
time thinking about the matter. It appears to me that there are no
concrete benefits to be derived from a landmark designation. I am
advised by Mr. Zipser that there are no tax benefits and that there
is no federal funding to assist in maintenance. In my opinion, the
designation would not result in any increase in the sales prices

of apartments. I recognize the interest of the commmity in preserv-
ing landmarks for aesthetic and historical reasons, however, the only
benefit to an owner in a landmark building is psychological.

Notwithstanding the view I expressed above, the Corporation must face
realistically the possibility that the Iandmark Commission may, and
probably will, designate both the exterior and the lobby as landmarks
since they are cbviously unique and meritoriocus. Therefore, it might
be advantageous to try for a compromise pursuant to which only a
portion of the lohby and not the rest of the lobby or the exterior
would be designated as a landmark, particularly if the designation
provided or allowed for necessary security for the residents in the
building. Parenthetically, it is by no means inevitable that designa-
tion of the lobby as a landmark would result in a security problem.
An additional advantage of such a compromise might be to close the
matter finally, rather than keeping alive the possibility of the
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. WiLLlaM L. MESSING

Mr. Norman Horowitz June 19th 1980
Osborne Tenants Corp. Page (2) of (2}

designation of the entire lobby and the exterior as a landmark.

If the Poard concurs with the foregoing, it should pass a resolution
consenting to the designation of a portion of the lobby (specifially,
the vestibule and center section of the lobby which are the only
portions visible from the exterior of the building) - as a landmark,
on condition that the Corporation have the right to take all necessary
measures to protect the security of the occupants of the building,

and opposing the designation of the rest of the lobby and the exterior
as a landmark. If the Board takes such action, please send a copy

of the resolution to Howard Zipser.

Sincerely, = .~
) o
) Co

r ;
i »
/ \__? o \*\\_‘_
William L. Messing
WLM:afk



DIRECTORS
felvin Stecher
Merman Horowitz

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Marvin Zuckerman
Chairman of the Board

Rev. Joseph J. D’Angelo

Alviipe Deutsch

Alfred Eisenberg

irene Farina

Harvey Fishman, M.D.

Norman Horowitz

Sylvia Katz

Seymour Leslie

Herbert Moelis

Goldie Occhiuzzo

Audrey E. Reed

Melvin Stecher

Mef Weitz

ADVISORY BOARD
l.icia Albanese
David Bar-illan
Johs Browning
John Clark

Phytlis Curtin
Maorton Gould
Gary Graffman
Eugene Istomin
Byron Janis

Grant Johannesen
Lynn Redgrave
Bobby Short
Janos Starker
Herniry Steinway
Dorothy Stickney
Theodor Uppman
Roger Wagner

ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Alforise M. D'Amato
Frances Gray

Miriam Jeffries

June Kenny

C. William Kimbell

Elfinor Norden

Joan Ross

THE STECHER & HOROWITZ SCHOOL OF THE ARTS, INC.

A NON-PROFIT FOUNDATION
74 Maple Avenue, Cedarhurst, New York 11516

(516) 569-2313

June 30, 1980

Deaerellow Tenant Owners:

Enclosed please find a letter addressed to me from
William Messing, the attorney for the Osborne,

I am sharing his information and advice with you so that
your decision regarding the landmarking of the Osborne
can be more conclusive.

Please make every attempt to be at the hearing on July 8th,
As of this date, there is no determination as to what time
it will be scheduled on the calendar of the day.

My personal experience indicates that it can be a full day
at city hall.

NORMAN HOROWITZ

NH/mr

r )1x7%&Q;I;Q:_W/



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

225 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007
553-1100

August 21, 1990

Howard Alan Zipser, Esq.
Roseman & Colin

575 Madison Avenue

New York, NY 10022

Dear Mr. Zipser:

As you requested, at its meeting today the Landmarks
Preservation Commission discussed leaving the record
open for an additional 60 days on the Osborne Apart-
ments. Since there appears to be no extraordinary
circumstances requiring an additional 60 days, the
Commission decided not to extend the time. '

If you have any questions, please call me at 553-1128.
Sincerely yours,

Pt I, L pnn

Joan R. Olshansky
Acting Executive Director

JRO:pj

cc: Dorothy Miner
Marjorie PearsonM//
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RosENMAN & COLIN )

E78 MADIBON AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 10022-2685

TELERHONE (212) 540-8800 . SAMUEL |, ROSENMAN (1826-1873)

CABLE MOCOKAY NEWYORK : RALPH F. COLIN (1ROG-IBBB)
TELECOPIER (212) 840-8778
(212) n3B-0870 WASHINGTQON OFFICE
TELEX #2787 ROSCOL (iTT) 1300 IB™ STREET, N. W
H TGN, D.C. 200638

|
: WASHING
871580 RCFLC NYK (w. u) August 1, 1990 TELEFHONE (3032) 488:7)77

HOWARD ALAN ZIPSER
(2i2) pao~BETS

Landmarks Preservation Commission
225 Broadway - 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10007

Attention: Joan R. Olshansky
Director of Operations

Re: Osborne Apartments /

Dear Ms. Olshansky:

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Osborne

Apartments, I am hereby recquesting that the Landmarks

« preservation Commission agree to lsave open the record an
additional 60 days in order that the Board of Directors may
submit additional materials relating to designation lssues of
the above-captioned structure. We agree that during the pendency
of this action, there will be no work dona to the exterior of the
building without the written approval of the Commission or its
staff.

Vary trglymgours,

HAZ:91
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NORMAN SILAS REDMON

January 14, 198s

Important Memo:

pese Ahne e

The attached letter dated June 19, 198¢ from the
Osborne's lawyer, William Messing, well €Xpresses my personal
Openion with regard to the pending consideration to landmark
designation to the Osborne Apartments. I want to go on
record as being absolutely against the recent reconsideration
by the Landmarks Preservation Commission attempting to force
a landmark status on our building. We are a Private corporation
and have been for approximately 23 years.

As I see it, the only time that the commission should
be involved in our affairs is if the Osborne as an architectur-
ally important older building, were to be sold to be demolished.
This is about what happenned to the Osborne when Carnegie
Hall was thought to be replaced by Philharmonic Hall at
Lincoln Center -- and the reason for the building to co-
op. Our building was a part of that package, and both were
to become twin red towers. All of this was recorded in
The New York Times.

When I was director of the Harkness Foundation, v . A
I had numerous meetings with the New York City Landmarks
Commission as it was then called. Rebekah Harkness sincerely
wanted to purchase the old Zigfield Theater on Sixth Ave.
As many of you can remember, it was a wonderful art deco
theater, and none comparable to it in the city. It was
then owned by the Billy Rose Estate, and as much as Mrs.
Harkness and her team of lawyers, Arnold Weissberger and
Aaron Frosch, tried, the landmarks group would do nothing
to help save the theater. The Rose Estate was in negotiation
of selling the Zigfield to Fisher Brothers or the Burlington
Building complex as it evolved, and the commission said
that only if the owners wanted the theater to become a landmark
could they act further toward a landmark status, and saved
from demolition :

Mr. Frank Gilbert was then the Executive Secretary
of the commission, and correspondence between him, the Harkness
Foundation and myself, substantiating the above information
is on record.‘ Only if our building were being threatened,
do I feel there is a reason for landmark consideration.™
I know so many neighbors who feel the same way, and who

205 WEST 57 STREET

NEW YORK, N.Y. 10013 R
-~more-




Norman Silas Redmon - 2 - January 14, 1985

dearly love our building. No landmark group could better
care for the Osborne than our majority of interested and
dedicated tenant share-holders. 1In addition, and not least
of all, this potential designation could also result in

a major curb on our freedom of choice in future decisions
regarding the building, and I think that each of you would
like to reflect on this point alone.

Cordially yours,

Orars
Norman S. Redmo
Former President,
Osborne Tenants
Corporation



LAW QFFICES
WirrtiaMm L, MEssING

745 FIFTH AVENUE

NEW YORK, N, Y, 10022

WILLIAM L. MESSING (212) @32 -8686

GLORIA AGRIN JOSEPH3ON
MICHAEL F, SEIDENWAR

June 15th 1980

Mr. Norman Horowitz
Osborne Tenants Corp.
205 West 57th Street
New York, New York 10019

Re: Osborne -~ Proposed Designation as a Landmark

e .
- Dear Norman:

You have asked me for my views on the proposed landmark designation
for the exterior and the lcobby of the Osborne. As you know, I have
no expertise in this area, and, therefore, recommended Howard Zipser,
who is a leading expert in the area to the Corporation. I have had
extensive discussions with Mr. Zipser and I have spent considerable
time thinking about the matter. It appears to me that there are no
concrete benefits to be derived from a landmark designation. I am
advised by Mr. Zipser that there are no tax benefits and that there
is no federal funding to assist in maintenance. In my opinion, the
designation would not result in any increase in the sales prices

of apartments. I recognize the interest of the community in preserv-
ing landmarks for aesthetic and historical reasons, however, the only
(¢ benefit to an owner in a landmark building is psychological.
Notwithstanding the view I expressed above, the Corporation must face
realistically the possibility that the Landmark Commission may, and
probably will, designate both the exterior and the lobby as landmarks
since they are cbviously unique and meritoricus. Therefore, it might
be advantageous to try for a compromise pursuant to which only a
portion of the lobby and not the rest of the lobby or the exterior
would be designated as a landmark, particularly if the designation
provided or allowed for necessary security for the residents in the
building. Parenthetically, it is by no means inevitable that designa-
tion of the lobby as a landmark would result in a security problem.

An additional advantage of such a compromise might be to close the
matter finally, rather than keeping alive the possibility of the
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Mr. Norman Horowitz June 19th 1980

Osborne Tenants Corp. Page (2) of (2)

designation of the entire lobby and the exterior as a landmark.

If the Board concurs with the foregoing, it should pass a resolution
consenting to the designation of a portion of the lcbby (specifially,
the vestibule and center section of the lobby which are the only
portions visible from the exterior of the building) -~ as a landmark,
on condition that the Corporation have the right to take all necessary
measures to protect the security of the occupants of the building,

and opposing the designation of the rest of the lohby and the exterior
as a landmark. If the Board takes such action, please send a copy

of the resolution to Boward Zipser.

Sincerely, . .-
;o
I N A ——
William L. Messing
WLM: afk



DIRECTORS
Medvin Stecher
HMosman Horowitz

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Marvin Zuckerman
Chairman of the Board

Rev. Joseph J. D'Angelo

Alvint Deutsch

Alred Eisenberg

irene Farina

Harvey Fishman, M.D.

Nosman Horowitz

Sylvia Katz

Seymour Leslie

Herbert Moelis

Goldie Occhiuzzo

Audrey E. Reed

Mefvin Stecher

viel Weitz

ADVISORY BOARD
iicia Albanese
Dawid Bar-llian
John Browning
John Clark

Phyilis Curtin
Marton Gould
Gary Graffman
Eugene Istomin
Byron Janis

Grant Johannesen
Lynn Redgrave
Bobby Short
Janos Starker
Henry Steinway
Dorothy Stickney
Theodor Uppman
Roger Wagner

ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Alfonse M. D'Amato
Frances Gray

Miriam Jeffries

June Kenny

C. William Kimbell

Ellinor Norden

Joan Ross

THE STECHER & HOROWITZ SCHOOL OF THE ARTS, INC.

A NON-PROFIT FOUNDATION
74 Mapie Avenue, Cedarhurst. New York 11516

(516) 569-2313

June 30, 1980

DearAFellow Tenant Owners:

Enclosed please. find a letter addressed to me fronm
William Messing, the attorney for the Osborne,

I am sharing his information and advice with you so that
your decision regarding the landmarking of the Osborne
can be more conclusive. '

Please make every attempt to be at the hearing on July 8th.
As of this date, there 1s no determination as to what time
it will be scheduled on the calendar of the day.

My personal experience indicates that it can be a full day
at city hall,

Very truly

NORMAN HOROWITZ
NH/mr

<
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‘ For
ELEANOR C. MARK

6/5/80

S

Dear Norman:

Ira Schwartz and I have been working up
the attached. Frankly, I jotted it down off the
top of my head, so claim no pride of authorsghip =
S000, your knowledge of the subject being so far
superior to mine, would you take a loock at this
and make your suggestions and corrections. 5‘5{

Qur idea is to have - on ONE SHEET OF
PAPER - the "pros' and ‘cons' of the Landmark Ques-
ST S tion so that our tenant owners can communicate to
T our President their wishes - and give him ammunition
e to present to the Landmarks Commission - such as 4
waving a big batch of these 'Petitions’...s. ‘

Norman Horowitz is busy with graduation
- i at his school until after June 8th.... So, we havenit
S bothered him with this, but plan to get his ear right
T after that date for his approval and suggestions....s

Could you, therefore, take a minute out to
improve on this draft? I am sure you can more accur- .

'4?-%T,f ately pinpoint the arguments - and perhaps add many P
' more,

%{‘3 Hope your foot is coming along

Bestest

Eleanor




10:’°  TENANT OWNERS of THE OSEORNE CORP. - 205 West 57th Street - New York, NY 10019

" " RE: ~  DESIGNATION OF OUR BUILDING AS A LANDMARK BY THE LANDMARKS COMMISSION.
PROS AGAINST
1. A Status Symbol. 1. Repairs and maintenance to avoid architec-

tural changes could prove costly.
2. Access to free architectural i

advice thru The Commission 2. Loss of Security if any part of interior

is so designated.
OTHER ADVANTAGES:

3. Loss of Right Of Decision on part of ten-

ants. "Ji"’ 2

peamrm < |

4. Any action involving changeﬁyould have to
go thru The Landmarks Commission.

5. Tenants lose right to consider profitable
offer for sale of building.

6, Taxes might igg:zgézggigi;o Landmark status,
Nﬁd..mxftaiws—\}\/%&
. U 7. BSale of apartments could be detrimentally
o affected.
O

8. Tenantgpare being denied Right Of Choice== -1
because of their past efforts to maintain
The Osborne in good repair.

9. Any action which would have to go through
‘ The Landmarks Commission would involve ex-
. ST tra time and effort.

10. As at present, a Special Legal Advisor
briefed in Landmark Preservation would
have to be employed atjnx:;a expense,

e
pe T S " 11. No special tax rebate for our efforts,
<7 - :, Qk",;’,ﬁ i’  12. While the present, Landmarks Commission

is sympathetic, changes in personnal et
mmigsfon could prove otherwise.,
. Fe ey T
T - : 13. The Osborme has undergone many changes
o ' ' since erection, especially the stores.
Such designation could affect our lease
with the stores, necessitate costly

legal advice, x. *tE:CtC;fV412a$A*\Q4’

' OTHER DETRIMENTS:

MR. NORMAN HDROWITZ‘j PRESIDENT
THE OSBORNE CORPea

AM

I IN FAVOR OF THE OSBORNE BECOMING A LANDMARK BUILDING, FOR THE
AM ROT

REASONS STATED ABOVE. I RESPECTFULLY REQUEST THAT YOU COMMUNICATE MY VIEWS TO

THE LANDMARKS COMMISSIORN,

{name) Tenant Owner
DATED:

. . Apartment No:

(XINDLY LEAVE YOUR REPLY WITH SECURITY MAN IN LOBBY)

.. divﬁ-'-‘v'.*""“h‘r‘ ”T‘i

st e g
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February 27, 1985

Dear IL.enore Norman:

Since I will be unable to attend the March 12 hearing
of the Commission, at which time the Osborne is to be
considered, I am writing to set forth, as clearly as
possible, the opposition of the majority of the board
to designation. As you know, I favored designation
when the matter came up a few years ago and T still
strongly support the principle of landmark preser-
vation. But since then I have served on the 0Osborne
board and better understand their concerns. I was not
at the recent meeting when the resolution was passed
opposing designation but I probably would have abstained.
Careful consideration of the pros and cons since then
have convinced me that our position should be to op-
pose designation.

During my term as a board member I have seen nothing
that would lead me to believe than anyone in the Osborne
favors mutilation or destruction of the building in its
present form. We are facing electrical, plumbing and
elevator problems within the building that cannot be
deferred. oOutside the building, most of the windows
must be replaced and with units that benefit from
materials and technology that were not available when
the building was built. To replace the existing sash
with identical wood sash would not only be financially
prohibitive but would depend on a quality of material
and workmanship so inferior as to jeapordize both their
function and esthetics.

The stone problem is even more depressing. The grain of
the stone is set random and where it slopes upwards to-
wards the fascade of the building i1t collects water and
freezes and eventually breaks off. Almost half a mil-
lion dollars has just been spent on repairs in the in-
terest of public safety but nobody suggests that the
problems have been solved. Personally, I can only
think of two possible solutions. One would be to remove



the present rusticated character to a flat surface, anchor
stainless steel extruded metal lath to that surface and
stucco it in a conventional brownstone pattern. The other
would be for TLandmarks and others to take the iniative to
revise zoning and code restrictions so as to permit the
arcading of the sidewalks, in a design subject to Landmark
approval, to protect pedestrians from the increasingly
frequent and ultimatly inevitable incidents of falling
materials from the fascades of all the overaged buildings
in the city.

As it now stands, if the city were to declare the Osborne
a public hazzard and Landmarks were to 1nsist that the
present exterior be faithfully restored a major portion of
the tenant shareholders would be forced to sell if buyers,
willing to face huge indeterminate future expenses, could
be found, or the building would have to be condemned and
demolished in the absence of cost-unconcious investors.

I am sure that our situation 1s not unigue and I sympa-
thize with the Commissions need to make palinful choices.
Of course I love our building and value it as our home.
Its principal esthetic quality in the context of the
neighborhood is its modesty and its scale. If this could
be protected without manneristic fervor I would whole-
heartedly support any action that considered the welfare
of the residents as being equal to the public benefit.

sincerel
jnoprety,

/

b Metadie
?fhn MacFadyen 3fﬂ

Lenore Norman

Executive Director

Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York, NY 10007
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March 10, 1965

TO: The Landmerk Commission
FROM: Muriel Fleit, 205 West 57th Street, Apt. 11B.

RE: NON-Landmarking of the Osborne

I wgs born in New York City many years ago, and received
all of my education from kindergarten through an earned doctorate
here, I feel like a landmark myself having worked in this ecity
all of my adult life.

I wept when they demolished the Empire Theater, the old
Madison “quare Uarden and Metropolitan Opera House. <ihe Osborne
is a2 natural home to me, as I revere the old, the irreplaceabls,
and the beautiful. I commend the Landmark Commission for their
historical knowledge, architeetural expertise, and their mission
to preserve our beautiful history. However, I do oppose their
plan to landmark our building for the following reasons:

Since I moved here twelve years ago, the quality of life has
deteriorated greatly on our street. Actually, I wish the Landmark
Commission had landmarked the entire street years ago, and saved
us from the gross ecommerecialism that is in operation now. We are
the only residential structure on the block, flanked by fast food
restaurants, delis, grocery stores and the Hard Rock Cafe. “his
last establishment is a very populsr cne and esters to a very nolsy
and rowdy clientele., It is almost impossible to walk down the street
after 9:00 P.M., and very often the people on the street will try
to gain entrance into our building. Landmarking will only exacerbate
this unpleasant situation.

“hen I moved in, my maintenance was $179.00 and some change.
It is now over $700.00, with inereases anticipated over the next
few years to cover the cost of the new roofing. If we are lsnd-
marked, your restoration requirements will probably entail further
assessments on an already over-burdened fimaneial structure. T
am not a wealthy adse-owner, nor do I own a large apartment. There
are many others like myself in the building. WE ARE NOT ALL WEALTHY.
Some of us will find ouselves in severe financial hardship should

the building become landmarked.

Although the Landmark Commission is an extremely talented
group, I find them to be very remiss with respect to human relstions.
They made no in-depth study to ascertain what affect landmarking
will have on the tenants. We are not only an historieal edifice,



-2"’

we are a residence with over one hundred apartments, each rep-
resenting flesh and blood people. The house has now become polar-
ized over the landmarking issue, and a schism has resulted that

probably will not be healed for years to come. Egch side is
denigrating the other, whiech is engendering much hostility and
mistrust. Friendships have been broken, neighbor is against
neighbor, and angry feelings are quiek to surface. The polarization
is being reflected in the upcoming election for vacant seats on
the Board of Directors, each side trying to fill the slots with
people who are for or against landmarking. The voting is focused
on their landmarking position rather than on the competeney of the
proposed director.

Since the Landmark Commission erea_ted the situation, I
charge them to resolve it by modifying their decision in a way that
will placate the ma jority of the tenants who voted against land-
marking. This can be done by eifher .

1. Landmarking the entire street

2, Landmarking the lobby only

3. Landmarking the exterior, but allowing the building to
maintain its own governance and destiry by reserving

the right to veto any of the Landmark Commission's
decisions.

If you don't listen to the heartbeat of the building, you
may gain an historieal exterior, but you will lose the people
behind it. Please remind yourselves of Lineoln's dmonition about
8 house divided against itself. n

Thank you.



NORMAN SILAS REDMON

March 8, 1985

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Regarding the potential landmark designation
of the Osborne Apartments at 205 West 57th Street, Manhattan...

As a former board president of the Osborne
Tenants Corporation, I would like to stress one point which
seems important, but which has been overlooked during the
on-going meetings over the past months. During my three
year term as board president in the late 1960's, the total
south and east facades of the Osborne were completely
re-surfaced to look like brownstone of a uniform color.
This was done with a mixture of brown-stone sand and
chemicals, to attempt to preserve the exterior from flaking.

Prior to this time, the exterior south and
east facades were many different colors of stone work, and
not attractive to the eye. This was due in part to the fact
that many types of stone were used in the building's
exterior, and many had aged poorly and had discolored. The
exception to this is the baroque entrance area now facing
57th Street, which was added as a replacement to the
grand portico of the original building, and removed from
the front of the Osborne some 20 to 30 years after the
Osborne was built in 1885. This replacement does not fit
the Victorian "style" or character of the building at all.

This is just one more reason that I feel that"
the exterior of the Osborne Apartments should not be

landmarked.
(W”SinCerely-«'"

Norman S. Redm 
Apartment 2 - C

205 WEST 57 STREET
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019



Apt. # 9AB
205 West 57th Street
New York, N.Y. 10019

February 14, 1985

Dr. Ervin Seale

President, Board of Directors
Osborne Corporation

205 West 57th Street

New York, N.Y. 10019

Dear Dr. Seale:

I write to you as one of the original tenant-owners
of an apartment in the Osborne (Apt. # 9AB). And, as an
original tenant-owner, as well as one who lived here before
we co-oped the building, I wish to state, in as strong a way
as possible, my opposition to landmarking the Osborne.

When this building was purchased by a woman who
unequivocally and specifically declared her intention to
demolish it, a group of us labored, and prevailed, and
succeeded in buying the building, as a co-op. In other
words, there would today be no such structure as the venerable
Osborne had we not cared enough.

And through the ensuing years, this building has
been splendidly cared for, and restored, and maintained, by

us .

When we first co-oped, it was at great hardship
for many of us. But the prime incentive was, and has always
been, the independence for us to own and run this structure
as we see fit. And we have seen fit to do so in an enviable
manner, by any standard.

I yield to no one in my love of, and devotion to
The Osborne, and the best wish I could have for it is for us
to remain what we always intended being - masters in our own
home. We have kept it a fit, a well-cared for, and a beautiful
domicile. And we have done so as independent and caring
owners in this co-op.

Any - any -~ lessening of that independence is a
desecration of a special building and its very caring
owners.

Sincerely yours,

4

2t

Eleanor Wolquitt /



(212) 679 -3620 THE AFS Group

NormMaAN S. REDMON
CURATOR OF ART

100 PARK AVENUE

STARWOOD CORPORATION NEW YORK CITY, N. Y. 10017




Telephone: (212) 986-6094

Trustee Emeritus:
Lowell Wadmond

Chairman of the Board
Schuyler G. Chapin

President
Rose Bampton

Vice-President & Treasurer
F. Malcolm Graff, Jr.

Secretary & General Counsel
Charles T. Lark. Jr.

Trustees:

Licia Albanese
Patricia Brooks

John O. Crosby

James P. Gillis

Joseph A. Gimma
George Christian Newlin
Jarmila Packard
Beverly Sills

John H. Steinway

Risé Stevens

William Mavo Sullivan
Irving E. White

Exerutive Director
Eleanor C. Mark

THE BAGBY FOUNDATION FOR THE MUSICAL ARTS, INC.

501 FIFTH AVENUE
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10017

March 8, 1985

Landmarks Presenvation Commission
20 Vesey Street
New York, New York 10007

Gentlemen: RE: AGAINST LANDMARK DESIGNATION FOR THE OSBORNE

As a former Board Member, an active member of the Tenants House
Committee, and a resident of The Osborne for over 17 years, I have
once again examined the reasons pro and con, with an open mind. Be
it noted here, in a vote taken by our managing agents, Douglas Elliman,

that 11,155 voted AGAINST LANDMARKING - 3,731.5 voted For. Thus,

/5% OF THE TENANT-OWNERS ARE AGAINST SUCH DESIGNATION, for the follow-

ing reasons:
1. Our Governing Board voted 9 - 1 AGAINST LANDMARKING.

2. The EXTERIOR OF THE BUILDING IS NOT THE SAME. The
stone work has been patched, painted a different color, re-
moved and/or substituted. The building is now a reddish-
brown color, not the varicolored stone of the original.

3. The BUILDING ENTRANCE IS ENTIRELY DIFFERENT than the
original, and the present style or architecture does not
coincide with the original design.

4, The ORIGINAL WINDOWS HAVE BEEN ALTERED and/or replac-
ed, in many instances.

5. The architecht, Ware, is not well-known, nor represen-
tative of a particular style or era.

6. There have been 4 MAJOR CHANGES IN THE BUILDING'S EX-
TERIOR.

7. It may prove impossible, and exorbitant, to keep the
building's exterior as it appears today.

8. The Board has done well over the years to keep the
exterior as it appears today in reasonable repair and appear-

ance.

(Next Page, Please)

[Gifts to the Foundation are Deductible far Income Tax Purnnaesl



Landmarks Preservation Commission March 8, 1985
Page Two.
9. The Osborne is a PRIVATE RESIDENCE FOR OVER 100 FAMILIES.

10. The Tenant-Owners, in this 4 - 1 vote, CONCUR THAT THEY
DO NOT WISH TO BE GOVERNED BY OUTSIDERS.

11. The Tenant-Owners have presently SPENT OVER $15,000. IN
LEGAL FEES AND COSTS in order to assure that their build-
ing will remain UNDER THEIR SOLE JURISDICTION AND GUIDANCE.

12. The Landmark Commission offers NO TAX ABATEMENT OR OTHER
INDUCEMENT (as renting, sub-letting, or running a business
is NOT PERMITTED in The Osborne).

13. The Tenant-Owners have no jurisdiction within the Landmarks
Commission, and would have no say-so in making the rules.
Thus, we would be SUBJECT TO GOVERNMENT WITHOUT REFRESENTATION.

14. We are all proud of our homes; have spent our own funds to
assure its appearance and up-keep. The 4 - 1 recent vote
emphasizes that WE WISH TO REMAIN OUR OWN BOSS.

15. The Tenant-Owners like their privacy. They DO NOT WISH
NOTORIETY OR PUBLICITY.

THUS, I CONCUR WITH THE VAST MAJORITY OF THE TENANT-OWNERS, THAT

THE OSBORNE SHOULD NOT RECEIVE LANDMARK DESIGNATION, and respectfully request

that The Landmarks Preservation Commission acquiese to the wishes of the
majority of the tenant-owners that THERE BE NO LANDMARK DESIGNATION FOR

THE OSBORNE.

Respectfully submitted,

< —
ECM Eleanor C. Mark, Executive Director

1 THE BAGBY FOUNDATION FOR
THE MUSICAL ARTS, INC.
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THE BAGBY FOUNDATION FOR THE MUSICAL ARTS, INC.
501 FIFTH AVENUE

NEW YORK, N.Y. 10017

March &, 1985
Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street
New York, New York 10007

Gentlemen: RE: AGATINST TANDMARK DESIGNATION FOR THE OSBORNE

As a former Board Member, an active member of the Tenants House
Committee, and a resident of The Osborne for over 17 years, I have
once again examined the reasons pro and con, with an open mind. Be
it noted here, im a vote taken by our managing agents, Douglas Elliman,

that 11,155 voted AGAINST LANDMARKING - 3,731.5 voted For. Thus,

757 OF THE TENANT-OWNERS ARE AGAINST SUCH DESIGNATION, for the follow-

ing reasons:
1. Our Governing Board voted 9 = 1 AGAINST LANDMARKING.

2. The EXTERICR OF THE BUILDING IS NOT THE SAME. The
stone work has been patched, painted a different color, re-
moved and/or substituted, The building is now a reddish-
brown color, not the varicolored stone of the original.

3. The BUILDING ENTRANCE IS ENTIRELY DIFFERENT than the
original, and the present style or architecture does not
coincide with the original design.

4, The ORIGINAL WINDOWS HAVE BEEN ALTERED and/or replac-
ed, in many instances.

5. The architecht, Ware, is not well-known, nor represen-
tative of a particular style or era.

6. There have been & MAJOR CHANGES IN THE BUILDING'S EX-
TERIOR.

7. It may prove impossible, and exorbitant, to keep the
building's exterior as it appears today.

8. The Board has done well cver the vears to keep the
exterior as it appears today in reasonable repair and appear-
ance.

{(Next Page, Please)

(Gifts to the Foundation are Deductible for Income Tax Purposes)



Landmarks Preservation Commission March 8, 1985

Page Two.
9. The Osborne is a PRIVATE RESIDENCE FOR OVER 100 FAMILIES.

10, The Tenant-Owners, in this 4 - 1 vote, CONCUR THAT THEY
DO NOT WISH TO BE GOVERNED BY OUTSIDERS.

11. The Tenant-Owners have presently SPENT OVER $15,000. IN
LEGAL FEES AND COSTS in order to assure that their build-
ing will remain UNDER THEIR SOLE JURISDICTION AND GUIDANCE.

12. The Landmark Commission offers NO TAX ABATEMENT OR OTHER
INDUCEMENT (as renting, sub-letting, or running a business
is NOT PERMITTED in The Osborne).

The Tenant-Owners have no jurisdicticn within the Landmarks
Commission, and would have no say-so in making the rules.
Thus, we would be SUBJECT TO GOVERNMENT WITHOUT REPRESENTATION.

o
(V]
°

14, We are all proud of our homes; have spent our own funds to
assure its appearance and up-keep. The 4 -~ 1 recent vote
emphasizes that WE WISH TO REMAIN OUR OWN BGSS.

15. The Tenant-Owners like their privacy. They DO NOT WISH
NOTORIETY OR PUBLICITY.
THUS, I CONCUR WITH THE VAST MAJORITY OF THE TENANT-OWNERS, THAT

THE, OSBORNE SHOULD NOT RECEIVE LANDMARK DESIGNATICN, and respectfully request

that The Landmarks Preservation Commission acquiese to the wishes of the
majority of the tenant-owners that THERE BE NC LANDMARK DESIGNATION FOR
THE OSBORNE.

Respectfully submitted,

Eleanor C. Mzrk, Executive Director
1 THE BAGBY FOUNDATION FOR
THE MUSICAL ARTS, INC.
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I have lived and worked in this neighborhood for over 40

| years, and know The Osborne building very well.

i white. I recall that in the 1960s the white stone was painted

& dull reddish color.
Also, there have been many changes to the front and

. entranceway to The Osborne.

The exterior of The Osborne has been changed in many

' many ways during these years.

This building definitely does not appear as it did 40
i years ago.
Thus, T feel that such changes to the original building

exterior do not make it eligible for Landmark Status.

3—-9-9°

280 West S57th Street
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I have lived and worked in this neighborhood for over 40
years, and know The Osborne building very well.

-~ Originally the stone and columns of The Osborne were

- white. I recall that in the 1960s the white stone was painted

i a dull reddish color.

Also, there have been many changes to the front and

entranceway to The Osborne.

The exterior of The Osborne has been changed in many

many ways during these years.

This building definitely does not appear as it did 40
years ago.
Thus, I feel that such changes to the original building

exterior do not make it eligible for Landmark Status.

3 — Q’ S

280 VWest 57th Street
New York
New York 10019




PARSONS TROTTER
205 West 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 10019
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THE

NEW YORKER

25 WEST 40RD STREET
NEW YORK, N. Y. 10036

d

EDITORIAL OFFICES
(212) 840-3800

I write as Chairmen Emefitus of the Landmarks
Conservancy of New York and as Chairman Emkritus of the
Preservation League of New York State. I have been engaged
in attempting to save buildings in New York City that
afe of high architectural and/or historicel interest for
some twenty years now, and I am quick to say that I con—
sider the Osborne such a building. The son of its builder
was long a prominent architect here—Alfredo S. G. Taylor
wag his neme and he lived in a true penthouse on the roof
of the Osborne half a century ago. I have visited the
building regularly for just that period of time, never
without delight. It is a precious landmark in itself and
all the more precious because of its location, diagonally
across from Carnegie Hall. It deserves all the protection

it can get in these difficult times, when much of Manhattan

#

is being thrown down before our very eyes.
¢ Brendan Giﬁiigg
AL ﬁ@&g%§§§§

February 8th, 1985
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These people wrote
in

favor

of designating
the, Osborne

Mr. Lester Barnett
The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
Apt 4D A

Wew York, MY 10019

My. Bruce Bradbury
fradbury & Bradbury Wall
P.O. Box 155

Benicia, CA 94510

Ms. Lois Brannan
Continental Concert Serv
100 wWest 57th Street
New York, WY 10019

. Alain Coblence
101 Central Park West
Hew York, MY 10023

Me. Miriam Tisler
The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
New York, MY 10019

Ms. Maryillen Flynn
The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
New York, Y 10019

Mr. Bartholome Plynn
The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
New York, MY 10019

Ms. Alice Cooney frelinghuysen
c/o The Metropolitan

Museun of Art

Hew York, NY



Mr. Wendell Garrett
The Magazine Angigues
551 ifth Avenue

New York, MY 10176

Mr. Brendon Gill
The MNew Yorker

25 West 43rd Street
Hew York, MY 10036

Hs. HMaomi Graffiman
The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
Mew York, ®Y 10019

Mr. Curtis Harnack
The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
Wew York, 7Y 10019

« Flugh Harvey

IS¢ Travel

135 fast 50th Street
Mew York, NV 10022

Mg . Catherine Hoover
c/o The Hetropolitan
tuseun of Art
Hew York, WY

Ms. Jacqueline Onassis
1040 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10022

Ms. Francine Pascal
853 Seventh Avenue
Hew York, &Y 10019

Ms. Priscilla Potter
39 Sag Harbor Road
Fast Hampton, NY 11937

Mg. Dale Reynolds
47 Fast 88th Street
New York, MY



HMr, Fernando Sanchez
5 West 19th Street
Wew York, 1Y 10011

Mr. Paul Segal

Paul Segal Associates
730 #ifth Avenue

Hew York, ®Y 10019

Mr. Paul Segal

Paul Segal Associates
730 rifth Avenue

Mew York, MY 10024

Mr. Aaron Shikler
44 West 77th Street
Hew York, KY 10024

Mr. Bobby Short

The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
Hew York, NY 10019

Ms. Paula B. Taudeman
The Osborne

205 West H7th Street
sew York, MY 10019

Mr. Parson Trotter
The Osborne

205 West 57th Street
New York, MY 10019

Mr. Rartholomew Voorsanger
Voorsanger & Mills Assoc
30 West 57th Street

sew York, fIY 10019

e LAl ALEE
Don Wise & Co.
219 rast «Yth Street

Mew York, MY 10017

. Tom Wolfe



232 Fast 62nd Street
Mew York, Y 10021



D ON WISE & C O

ADVERTISING 219EAST49STREET NEWYORK,NEWYORK10017 212-371-3333

February 13, 1985

Dear Sirs,

I was shocked to find The Osborm was in danger of béing
destroyed.

As you may not be aware, I am a property owner in Manhattan,
and I certainly wish to see the great structures of the past
preserved.

The constant demolition of our great landmarks, only to be
replaced by cold insensitive structures, will eventually
create the visual boredom that other cities have already
suffered.
e s

ectfylly,




WENDELL D. GARRETT, EDITOR
AND PUBLISHER

551 FIFTH AVENUE

NEW YORK, N. Y. 10176
TELEPHONE (212) 922-1818

February 12, 1985

Ms . Lenore Norman

Executive Director

New York Landmarks Preservation Commission
New York, New York

Dear Ms. Norman:

I would 1like to express my support to the movement to
designate the Osborne Apartment House a landmark: thils
consummate nineteenth-century multiple dwelling is, along
with the Dakota, nearly unique as a luxury apartment house
dating from the end of the nineteenth century that survives.
This Important architectural form rests in an area undergoing
such swift and radical bullding changes, that it must be
protected; 1ts architectural distinction outweighs even its
historical importance, So many of our avenues and streets
have lost so many of these eclectic examples of the Victorian
period.

This distinguished history and architectural Importance of
this building is well known and need not be repeated or
belabored. However, I would like to add that we have been
so interested in this bullding that we have in preparation
an article on it that will be published at the time of its
centennial. There are those who are residents who have not
only worked long and hard to preserve the fabric of the
building but who have also furnished rooms with all manner
of antique furniture, rugs, and art. The bullding itself
is a happy combination of efforts between the architect and
artisans who provided decorative architectural detalls.

To leave this sort of bulilding exposed to the greed and
machinations of real estate developers and speculators,
would only improverish ourselves and the city of a true
treasure. I hope every effort will be extented to protect
and preserve the Osborne through whatever you and your
Commission can do.

With best regards,

Yours sincerely,

Wandek Granel™—

Wendell Garrett



Paul Segal Associates 730 Fifth Avenue, New York, New York 10019 (212) CI 7-7440
Architects

Paul Segal AlA
Michael Priby! AIA

James R. Biber AIA
Kenneth R, Davis AlA
Richard H. Lewis AIA
Michael S. Canter AIA
Joan Krevlin AIA

February 8, 1985

Mr. Gene A. Norman

Chairman

Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mr. Norman,

I would like, by this letter, to express my support for Landmarks
Designation of the Osborne, James E. Ware Architect, northwest corner of
West 57th Street and Seventh Avenue, particularly for its unique lobby.
The building is a fine example of late nineteenth centruy New York
apartment house design (a then new to New York genre). The original
builder-developer's ownership of the stone quarry that was the source of
the building's stone provided stone detailing of an unusual level of
quality and design. The lobby is rich with materials and workmanship
that form an historic bridge between the centuries.

This is a valuable building, deserving of designation and preservation.
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Very truly yours,

(o~ —= N

Paul Segal, AlA

PS:dbr



at your service — anywhere!

To Whom It May Concern,

135 EAST 50TH STREET, NEW YORIK, N.Y. 10022
Tel: 212-753-2600 Telex 423250 ISM INT

14 FEB 85

Please accept this letter as my affirmative vote on the
Oshorne (205 West 57th St.) becoming a LANDMARK building.

I think that in todays modernistic world it is sometimes

desirable and or necessary to Prégétve things from our

past. In this case I believe that the Osborne is a classic

example of New York's glorious past.

The exterior of the

Osborne is virtually almost the same as it was 100 years

ago except for the portico.

The lobby has virtually been

already restored. The Osborne structure compliments the
Art Students League Building which I believe is already
a Landmark Building. In a few more years the Osborne's

area of the city will be surrounded by tall canyonlike
buildings,wgs evidenced by 888 Seventh Avenue and the

new buildings going up on the Eastside of the Russian Tea
Room and the proposed building just East of Carnegie Hall,
both of these rumored to be around 50 stories high.

Therefore, I believe that the Osborne should be given Landmark

status before it falls prey to the wreckers ball in the name

of progress.

Home Address:
The Osborne
205 West 57th Street
New York, New York 10019

Respectfully yours,

iy ) e
i o )
L s st )

e

B~ A
Hugh Harvey

THE OLD VICARAGE, HALEY HILL,
HALIFAX, WEST YORKSHIRE HX3 6DR ENGLAND
Tel: 0422 59161 Telex 517250 ISMARK

Officers:
lan G. Smith (UK) President, Gertrude Heyman (USA] Secretary.

Vice Presidents:
Keith G. Wrighton (U, Jay Heyman (USA), Lawrence O'Hara (UK).
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Bartholomew Voorsanger, AIA

March 8, 1985

Ms. Lenore Norman
Director of the Landmarks
Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York, N. Y. 10017

Dear Ms. Norman:

Voorsanger & Mills Associates
ARCHITECTS

30 West Fiftyv-Seventh Street
New York, New York 10019

Telephone 212 582 7525
Cable VORMILARCH

I am writing to add my support for the designation of landmark status

for the Osborne Apartment Building
and Seventh Avenue, New York City.

I am adding my support because the

located at the corner of 57th Street

architecture of this building is of

a brownstone articulation and massing that has an extraordinary level of
ornamentation and resolution unlike any buildings currently being built.
The lobby is spatially and ornamentally an extraordinary work of art and
as such certainly is of historical interest not only because of its beauty

but because, again, the resolution of detail.

I urge the Landmarks Preservation Commission to give this building a
Landmark status because it certainly is a unique contribution to arch-
itecture not only of this period of the 1890's but also as a continuing

contribution of the urban fabric today.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
' .
JL}J‘%/&W/
Bartholomew Voorsanger
BV/KDB



Alain Coblence
101 Central Park West
New York, N.Y. 10023

February 14, 1985

The Landmarks Preservation Commission
of the City of New York

20 Vesey Street, llth Floor

New York, N.Y. 10007

Gentlemen:

I understand that you are considering designating
the Osborne at 205 West 57th Street as a landmark and I am
writing to urge you to proceed with the proposed designation.

I am writing as a concerned citizen of New York
City who 1lives not far from the proposed landmark at 101
Central Park West and as a person who travels extensively in
Europe and who has therefore come to appreciate the necessity
of balancing and harmonizing the new and the old elements of
our great cities.

The Osborne surely should be counted as being among
the City's landmark buildings. No one who has ever been in
the lobby of the building or admired its facade could forget
it or fail to recognize its special character. The Osborne
strongly evokes the period of the late 19th century when it
was built. Its classical Chicago style of architecture is
typical of the era and similar buildings have not been built
since. It is important to preserve such a building because it
is an invaluable link to New York's history and tradition. In
America, such links are rare compared with their abundance in
Europe and are constantly threatened. Without strong steps to
preserve buildings such as the Osborne, New York is in danger
of becoming a place divorced from its past, a wasteland of
modern sameness and mediocrity.

I strongly urge that you designate the Osborne a
city landmark.

Very truly yours,

Alaiﬂieﬁﬁiénce



TENANT/OWNERS IN FAVOR OF LANDMARKING

Emily Warga CLA&%Qé{ PO&?QdK /&
Melvin  Sfech

Paula Landesman

Norin oo @itz

Marcia Nasatir M@ @//& %Viﬂ

Bobby Short

Lester Barmnett

Maria Watts

Alvin and Davida Deutsch

Parsons Trotter

Leo Lerman and Gray Foy

Gerald Brickman and Stan Garfield
Gary and Naomi Graffman

Tom Klunis |

Craig Claiborne

Priscilla Bowden and Jeffrey Potter
Fernando Sanchez

Fran Lebowitz

Tim and Karen MacDonald

Hortense Calisher and Curt Karnack

May Bryan®

Tenants in favor of landmarking

Prescott Schutz

Hugh Harvey

Jerry Berger
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Francine Pascal
853 Sevenﬂsa Avenaﬁe
New York, N. Y. toois

March 6,1985

Ms. Lenore Norman

Executive Director

Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street,

New York

Dear Ms. Norman:

I understand that the Landmarks Preservation Commission will
be considering the Osborne for landmark status on March 12th.
As a born New Yorker and a resident of this area for twenty
years, I care deeply about it's future.

Of course, I understand that there must be change if there is
to be progress; and equally important, preservation if there
is to be history. The question at the moment seems to be:

Is the Osborne worthy of being part of our history?

There are very few buildings remaining on the west side as
faithful to it's 1880's origins as the Osborme. It's impecc-
ably restored lobby alone is worth the price of admission. But
for me, it's like Carnegie Hall or the Alwyn Court; it gives
our neighborhood a special pride and importance.

I love the sight of it sitting there, like a rock, in it's

rich brown splendor majestically commanding the busy inter-
section as it has done for a hundred years. It looks immovable.
Please keep it that way.




BRADBURY & BRADBURY WALLPAPERS

PO BOX 155 BENICIA, CALIFORNIA 94510 - 707 /746-1900

March &5, 1985

Ms. Lenore Norman
Executive Director
Landmarks Pres. Comm.

20 Vesey St.

New York, New York 10007

Dear Ms. Norman,
Re: Osborne

I've not seen the equivalent of the Osborne
in any other American city. Many so-called "landmarks" are
but facades of building whose interiors (if ever remarkable)
have been mutilated or destroyed. The Osborne is unique
in having survived in its unity: both exterior and interior.

It is quite alive, beautiful and rare. I hope it
receives careful scrutiny when it comes before the Land-
marks Commission.

Respectfully,

BB:jm




205 WesT FIFTY-SEVENTH STREET
NEW YORK 19
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CONTINENTAL CONCERT SERVICE
100 W. 57th Street, New York, N. Y. 10019 Telephone: 212-581-9366

LOIS FLETCHER BRANNAN, President ARTHUR JUDSON, 1881-1975
SALLY SEARS, Vice-President Chairman of the Board
ALVIN DEUTSCH, Counsel February 17, 1985 S. TUROK, Consultant, 1888-1974

Miss Lenore Norman

Executive Director, Landmark Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York, N. Y.

Dear Miss Norman:

It has come to my attention that ome, or I should say, the finest cultural building,
ranking with CARNEGIE HALLj; is in jeopardy, and it is right here in my neighborhood.

I refer to the Osborne, at the corner of 57th Street and Seventh Avenue. It is in the
interest of the entire neighborhood to preserve this building, exactly as it stands, by
giving it Landmark status. It has been home to the greatest artists, (singers, musicians,
etc.,)extant. While the Ansonia Hotel probably housed more artists, because it had more
apartments, it never had the prestige that has graced the Osborne, énd despite reno-
vation,; of a sort, it still lacks class.

On the other hand, due to the unceasing efforts of too few pwople, the Osborne has never
lost its beauty and dignity. It stands as a monument to great music. On the same block
as the greatest concert managements. Columbia Artists Management, Inc., founded by
Arthur Judson, is across the street. The others are upstarts by comparison. I know,
because Mr., Judson and S. Hurok founded my business and gave it to me when they died.

There are larger managements, but there have never been greater men and quality counts.

I have been in and out of the Osborne since 1943. Van Cliburn and his mother, Andre Watts
and his mother, Gary Graffman, Blanche Thebom (in whose apartment I lived every summer,)
Isaac Stern. Roberta Peters. Patrice Munsel. Alexandra Danilova. I could fill a small
book with prestigious names.

The Osborne is now a coperative. A few short-sighted people bought into it as a2 money
making venture because of its location. They are not concerned with the dignified history
of the s building only the moeney-making potential. If the Osborne goes down and a high
r#ise goes up (we do not need another one in the area) a great piece of old New York and
one of the last ##bastians of true culture goes with it.

This neighborhood stands for something! With Carnegie Hall and the Osborne cat— cornered
from each other, we could be proud of our part of 57th Street. It has even rubbed off

on this building. But the Osborne is the crown jewel. Only landmarking can save us from
the greed that seems to have taken over im that blessed brownstone pile of musicdk history.

This plea, with a few typos, comes from my heart. Please help us. We cannot continue to
destroy this city for money! We have gone insanel

Most sincere Eﬂg\
£.9. 3 Newe Nad, o fuany &smetﬁ%ﬁﬂ‘d‘:m«:‘

araaie | ' \
L\ cnadhsd e poumd el . F e onek
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AARON SHIKLER

A4 WEST 77 STREET
NEW YORK CITY 10024
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Paul Segal Associates 730 Fith Aveniue, New York, New York 10019 (212) CI 7-7440
Architects

Paul Segal AlA
Michael Pribyl AIA

James R. Biber AlA
Kenneth R. Davis AIA
Richard H. Lewis AIA
Michael S. Canter AIA
Joan Kreviin AIA

February 8, 1985

Mr. Gene A. Norman

Chairman

Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mr. Norman,

I would like, by this letter, to express my support for Landmarks
Designation of the Osborne, James E. Ware Architect, northwest corner of
West 57th Street and Seventh Avenue, particularly for its unique lobby.
The building is a fine example of late nineteenth cenfruy New York
apartment house design (a then new to New York genre). The original
builder-developer's ownership of the stone quarry that was the source of
the building's stone provided stone detailing of an unusual level of
quality and design. The lobby is rich with materials and workmanship
that form an historic bridge between the centuries.

This is a valuable building, deserving of designation and preservation.
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Very truly yours,

ON —=

Paul Segal, AIA

PS:dbr
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BoBBY SHORT ENTERPRISES, INC.

205 WEST FIFTY-SEVENTH STREET
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10019
(212)-245-2583

February 18, 1985

Mrs. Lenore Norman,
Executive Director, Landmark
Preservation Commission

20 Vesey St.

New York, New York 10007

Dear Mrs. Norman:

I will unfortunately be unable to attend the hearing

on the 12th March which will be recommending landmarking

status for the Osborne at 205 West 57th Street. 1 am

very. much for obtaining landmarking status for this
1ding and fe1t that I should confirm this in writing.

S —

BS/cw
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Dictated by phone on February 12, 1985

Taken by Davida Deutsch from Priscilla Bowden Potter

"As owner/tenant of Osborne Apartment 8 BD I wish to
record my unreserved approval of the designation of this building
as a landmark. My husband, Jeffrey B. Potter, a former contractor
both in Long Island and New England, joins me whoel-heartily in
this decision.

We are well aware of the advantages of landmarking, aesthetically
and financially, and we value the Osborne not as an investment
but as a way of life; thus we put home above immediate profit.
However, as experience has shown, landmarking brings both
residential security and increase in value. It offers that
rare combination of the best of two worlds.

Long may the Osborne live. And under landmarking it can.

Respectfully submitted,

Priscilla Bowden Potter

39 Sag Harbor Road
East Hampton, New York 11937
516 324-6662



Dictated by phone on February 12, 1985

Taken by Davida Deutsch from Priscilla Bowden Potter

"As owner/tenant of Osborne Apartment 8 BD I wish to
record my unreserved approval of the designation of this building
as a landmark. My husband, Jeffrey B. Potter, a former contractor
both in Long Island and New England, joins me whoel-heartily in
this decision.

We are well aware of the advantages of landmarking, aesthetically
and financially, and we value the Osborne not as an investment
but as a way of life; thus we put home above immediate profit.
However, as experience has shown, landmarking brings both
residential security and increase in value. It offers that
rare combination of the best of two worlds.

Long may the Osborne live. And under landmarking it can.

Respectfully submitted,

Priscilla Bowden Potter

39 Sag Harbor Road
| East Hampton, New York 11937
516 324-6662



CURTIS HARNACK
205 West 57th Street, New York, New York 10019

Feb, 10, 1985
Lenore Norman,

Executive Director of

the Landmarks Preservation Commission

20 Vesev 3St,

New York,n, v.

Dear Mg, Norman :

I am & tenant-owner in the Osborne, the
above address, a building the Landmarks
Commission ig considering designating a Land-
mark building, I understand that the Board
of Directors orf the Osborne is opposing the
move; I also understand that they purport +o
be Tepresenting the opinion of the tenant-
owners of the Osborne, This is not entirely
the case,

The decision to Oppose the move toward
Landnark designation was undertaken by the
Board without benefit of a poll among tenant-
owners, By hearsay and verbal communication,
I know of a number of other Osborne shareholders
who feel as I do: that the Landmark designation
is appropriate and could be useful in our
attempt to breserve the character of one of
New York's oldest and most unusual large apart-

I have conveyed my opinion to the presi-
dent of the Osborne directors, T regret that
& survey was not taken in order to get an idea
of the sentiment in Che building. T also think
there are a lot of misconceptions as to what
Landmarkimg would entail. T anm writing vou now
to make it clear that some of us at the Osborne
are very much in favor of Landmarking.

gﬁurs cordially,
y /[ ) V4 p

'

Curtis Harnack
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1040 FIFTH AVENUE

February 22, 1985

h ﬂﬂ\\ s, \:\ ocftan

1 understand that a proposal 1is under
consideration which could effect the future
of the Osborne at 205 West 57th Street.

I feel very strongly that a hundred
year old building with a past as distinctive
as the Osborne's should be preserved. Therefore;
I would like to add my vote of support to all
those who are in favor of the building being
given landmark status.

Sincerely,

s

e ‘\Jc&:c\t \"A\t\eb‘\\ Oﬁﬁsgﬁu

Mg, Lenore Norman

Executive Director of Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York,New York 10017
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D ON WISE & C O

ADVERTISING 219EAST49STREET NEWYORK, NEWYORKIOO017 212-371-3333

February 13, 1985

Dear Sirs,

I was shocked to find The Osborn was in danger of being
destroyed.

As you may not be aware, I am a property owner in Manhattan,
and I certainly wish to see the great structures of the past
preserved.

The constant demolition of our great landmarks, only to be
replaced by cold insensitive structures, will eventually
create the visual boredom that other cities have already
sufgg;qd.

e S
P

y



WENDELL D. GARRETT, EDITOR

. AND PUBLISHER
’7771"_')/1@73111’

s l N 551 FIFTH AVENUE
AN NEW YORK, N. Y. 10176

TELEPHONE (212) 922-1818

February 12, 1985

Ms. Lenore Norman

Executive Director

New York Landmarks Preservation Commission
New York, New York

Dear Ms. Norman:

I would like to express my support to the movement to
designate the Osborne Apartment House a landmark: this
consummate nineteenth-century multiple dwelling is, along
wlth the Dakota, nearly unique as a luxury apartment house
dating from the end of the nineteenth century that survives.
This lmportant architectural form rests in an area undergoing
such swift and radical building changes, that it must be
protected; 1ts architectural distinectlion outwelghs even its
historlcal importance. So many of our avenues and streets
have lost so many of these eclectic examples of the Victorilan
perlod.

This distingulshed hilstory and archiltectural Importance of
thils bullding is well known and need not be repeated or
belabored. However, I would like to add that we have heen
so interested in this building that we have in preparation
an article on it that will be published at the time of its
centennial. There are those who are residents who have not
only worked long and hard to preserve the fabric of the
bullding but who have also furnished rooms with gll manner
of antique furniture, rugs, and art. The buillding 1ltself
is a happy combination of efforts between the architect and
artisans who provided decorative architectural details,

To leave this sort of bullding exposed to the greed and
machinatlons of real estate developers and speculators,
would only iImproverish ourselves and the city of a true
treasure. I hope every effort will be extented to protect
and preserve the Osborne through whatever you and your
Commission can do.

With best regards,

Yours sincerely,

Wanddh Granell™—

Wendell Garrett



FERNANDO SANCHEZ

February 13, 1985

To the Landmark Commission:

As a tenant and owner of a remarkable apartment in the Osborne,
I am for the Landmarking of this building.

he;last‘remnants of outstandlng

Slncerely yours,

#’bc::u

Fernando Sanchez

FS:cqg

5 WEST 19th STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10011 (212) 929-5060 - 989-9166



FERNANDO SANCHEZ

February 13, 1985

To the Landmark Commission:

As a tenant and owner of a remarkable apartment in the Osborne,
I am for the Landmarking of this building.

In order to preserve one of the last remnants of outstanding
New York "Fin De Siecle" architecture and protect it against
future possibilities of destruction for real-estate developer
dollar reasons.

I trust you will consider our concern for the preserving of this
cultural heritage that is also alive and happily inhabited.

Sincerely yours,

F5 —_—
®
Fernando Sanchez

FS:cqg
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BOBBY SHORT 205 WEST 57 STREET, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019
February 14, 1985

I am for Landmarking the Osborne.
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March 5, 1985

Ms. Lenore Norman

Director

Landmarks Preservation Cammission
20 Vesey Street

New York, New York 10017

Dear Ms. Norman:

I would like to add my support for the designation of landmark status
for The Osborne, the apartment building located at the corner of 57th
Street and Seventh Avenue.

In my opinion it represents an interesting example of the use of
brownstone on a large scale in the Richardsonian style of the 1880s as
well as representing one aspect of the development of the apartment
building as a type in New York. The stained glass used in the
transams of the exterior windows is different in each apartment and
its use in this context is also worthy of note. Although the lobby is
not considered a public space, it is a rare surviving example of the
aesthetic interior of the 1880s and '90s. Jacob Holzer, the designer,
was associated with Tiffany and Company; regretfully little of that
firm's exceptional output is still with us today.

Sincerely yours,

Alice Cooney Frelinghuysen



March 5, 1984

Ms. Lenore Norman

Director

Landmarks Preservation Cormmission
20 Vesey Street

New York, New York 10017

Dear Ms. Norman:

I am writing to voice my support for the apartment building called The
Osborne which is located at the corner of 57th Street and Seventh
Avenue.

I feel the building deserves landmark status because it represents a
transitional phase in the development of the apartment building as a
type in New York, and because it is appropriate to protect some of the
few remaining nineteenth century buildings of quality for comparison
with the glitzy high-rise towers that we have allowed to loom

abover many corners in mid-town Manhattan. The Osborne is exemplary
of the brownstone massing made popular on a commecial scale by
Richardson's Marshall Field Store in the mid-1880s, and while the
lobby is not meant for public use it allows a glimpse from the street
of an attitude toward ornament and craftsmanship that is historically
significant, not only by virtue of its beauty, but by its rarity in
our contemporary experience.

You;rs truly,

Ww&mﬂ. /

Catherine Hoover
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13 February 1985
47 East 88th Street

James Ware's Osborne bespeaks a significant era in the history of American
architecture, and, on this corner, it functions as a vital pivotal landmark, It
serves as an historical datum that, along with Carnegie Hall, becomes an

essential memory of this neighborhood at the beginning of the century.

Architecturally and stylistically, the Osborne is in the true spirit of the
great Chicago School office blocks of its generation, From its solid rusti-
cation to its soaring oriels, it recalls the best of Burnham and Root,
Richardson, Sullivan, and Ware's own work ., Its design is only now fully
appreciated in our own eclectic period, Its construction has outlasted
generations and it promises a relatively maintenance-free life of many more

decades,

On this prominent site, the Osborne carries on an important dialogue with

its contemporary across the corner, In such a linguistic context, the Osborne

and Carnegie Hall are vital to one another; our perception and understanding

of one of these buildings would not be the same without the other, New Yorkers
past have understood and appreciated this relationship. As we now see the
historical context of important cultural buildings like Carnegie Hall being
destroyed, we sense their own loss of meaningrand richness. Like Hamilton
Grange, they are indeed landmarks, but also a little like sore thumbs, In

short, today, Carnegie Hall needs the Osborne and other contemporary structures

as much as the Osborne needs Carnegie Hall.



It is true, as some have pointed out, that the ground floor of the Osborne
presents a significant problem in terms of appropriateness. But given the
spirit and talents available, such problems are hardly insurmountable,
Contemporaries of the Osborne, including Burham and Root's Rookery of
1885 and Sullivan's Guaranty Buil@ling of 1895 have very recently been
totally restored and preserved after decades of alterations and neglect,
admittedly at some expense, If it can happen in Chicago and Buffalo, why
not in New York? Are there many more Promineat corners in this city
that waerant such efforts ? Just down the street, 57th and ¥ifth has been
heralded as the most important address in the world, largely through the
preservation and enhancement of older buildings like the Crown, Tiffany,

and Bergdorf-Goodman,

Let us grant the Osborne the fullest possible consideration, Do not be
mistaken; this is an important junciure and vital degision in the life of
this neighborhood, If we choose now to protect its history, it will be only

the beginning of an ever fuller and richer experience for us all,
A

o
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January 8, 1985

My name is Maria Jones and I am appearing on behalf of the
Municipal Art Society and the members of the Preservation Committee
of the Society. We support the designation of the Osborne
Apartment Building as a landmark by this Commission. We believe
that this building meets the Commission's statutory requirements
for designation in that it is a building with a special character,
aesthetic interest and value which is part of the cultural
characteristics of the City.

I will not repeat the architectural history and description
of the building which have already been presented by the Commission
staff. These facts support a conclusion that the unique quality
of this building qualifies it for landmark status. I am informed
that there are no other buildings similar to this one still
standing. The massive fortress aspect of the building has been
softened by delicate details including the splendid panels
containing mythical creatures, garlands and other ornamentation
and the stained glass. This is a building about which it can be
said that the closer one looks the more there is to see. The
photographs I have seen simply do not convey the beauty of this
building or its visual significance on this site.

This building's location contributes to its special character.
It serves as a counterpoint to Carnegie Hall across the street.
It is an important anchor to this neighborhood as one of the last
representatives of earlyfdparrtment buildings in this area which
is still used primarily for residential purposes.

In walking around this City one has only to take ones eyes
off the sidewalk to see buildings which represent architectural
products of previous periods of the City's history and which
provide the City with its special stamp. By designating a building
such as the Osborne as a landmark you are insuring that when we
look up from the pavement there will be something to see.

THE MUNICIPAL ART SOCIETY IN THE URBAN CENTER 457 MADISON AVENUE NEW YORK NY 10022 (212) 935-3960
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THE ASSEMBLY
STATE OF NEW YORK

ALBANY
MARK ALAN SIEGEL CHAIR
66th Assembly District Committee on Higher Education
Assistant Majority Whip
Please reply to:
Committee Offices MEMBER
0l Rooms 522-24 Standing Committees
Legislative Office Bldg.
A?g::{;,“,’\?_y_ 1I39248 ’ Governmeljtal ﬁperations
(518) 4722040 vvaysf;‘Kneans
[0 Room 728
270 Broadway January 7 1985
New York, N.Y. 10007
(212) 488-6750
Community Office TESTIMONY TO BE READ INTO THE LANDMARK HEARING ON
B 223 East 82nd Street
New York, N.Y. 10028
(212) UN1-9061 JANUARY 8, 1985

Chairman Gene Norman

Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York, New York 10007

RE: Osborne Apartment Building
205 West 57th Street
Manhattan
Tax Map Block 1029, Lot 27.

Chairman and Commissioners:

I strongly urge that you designate the Osborne Apartment building
as a landmark structure. The Osborne deserves the recognition that
its Italian Renaissance style is here to stay.

The distinctive stone facing and subtly curving bays carefully
blend the traditions of a fine European structure with the pace of
a modern day meccas

New York architecture is a pleasant mix of many styles and tra-
ditions and what makes it unique is.the blend of old and new. The
Osborne was built in 1883-1885 and/% e second remaining oldest luxury
apartment building in New York City. The style of the Osborne is
synonymous with the elegance of a past era. It brings a certain order
to the city and world at large. Visitors and residents marvel at the
beauty of its quiet magnificence.

The Osborne is one of our historic assets worthy of landmark
designation and should be included in New York City's gallery of
special buildings to see and protect for posterity.

Assemblyman Mark Alan Siegel
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N.Y.C. 13- 1MM-702550(71) umﬁ{(@‘:/pu

THE CITY OF NEW YORK
Intradepartmental Memorandum

To: The File Date:  12/26/84

From: Lenore Noxrman Subject: Osborne

Mr. Messing, attorney for the Osborne/will be out of town and is not expected back in

time for the hearing. He will, have someone request item be continued.

Mr. Smith from the managing agent's office also called to say they will be requesting

the item be continued.

IN:ja




Douglas Elliman-Gibbons & Ives

INC

SALES & LEASING REAL ESTATE FINANCING
MAMNAGEMENT INSURANCE
575 MADISON AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 10022-2589
{212) 832-4100
Writer's Direct Dial Number

832-~5505
December 21, 1984

Ms. Lenore Norman

Landmarks Preservation Commision
20 Vesey Street

New York, N.Y. 10007

Re: 205 W.57 Street
Osborne Building

Dear Ms. Norman:

As managing agent for the Osborne Tenants Cor-
poration, we are writing to acknowledge your correspondence
dated November 28, 1984 and to reguest a postponment of the
hearing scheduled for January 8, 1984.

The Board of Directors is in need of additional
time with which to form a response to your request for
landmark designation and to secure the advise of counsel
with regard to this matter.

We greatly appreciate your cooperation.

ng;ng/ J
}g%ﬁ /!Lég?”?bﬁ%?vv@»w,ﬁg»
B. Kerry Smith

Management Executive

: /7
Very trplxﬁggu N ffff
i /}f"j

cc: Dr. Ervin Seale

v - .
sourcas desmed reliable. No representation is made as to the accuracy

i i i kS dging property for sale, rental or financing is from ef | 3 <
A T S bmitted s ot to erre . commission or other conditions, prior sale, lease or financing, oy

thereof and jt is submitted subject to errors, omissions, change of price, rental,
withdrawal without notice.



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007

566-7577

Movember 28, 1984

Dr. Steale, President
Osborne Apartment Building
205 West 57th Street

New York, New York

Re: Osborne Apartment Building,
205 West 57th Street, "lanhattan
Tax “ap Block 1029, Lot 27.

Dear Dr. Steale:

The Landmarks Preservation Commission is the MNew York City agency mandated
to designate and preserve individual buildings, historic districts,
interiors, and scenic sites that have special historic, architectural,
cultural or aesthetic significance.

On Tuesday, January 8, 1985, beginning at 9:30 A.M. in the Board of
Estimate Chambers at City Hall, ™Manhattan, the Landmarks Preservation
Commission will consider the proposed designation of the above cited
property as a New York City landmark. You or your representative are
cordially invited to attend the hearing and present any information or
testimony relating to the proposed designation. Public hearings are
intended to provide a forum for concerned interests, such as owners of
potential landmarks, affected community boards, public officials, community
groups, and members of the general public, to voice their opinions
regarding proposed designations. We hope you will participate in these
proceedings.

Public notice of the hearing identifying the proposed landmark and its site
will appear in the City Record of December 21, 1984, and on each day (other
than Saturdays, Sundays and holidays) thereafter until and including
January 8, 1985.

Please contact me at 566-7577 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

- SO PN

Lenore Norman
Executive Director

enc.




LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK {0007

566-7577

NMovember 30, 1984

Ms. Irene Zelnick, Chairwoman
Manhattan Community Roard No. 5
200 Park Avenue - Room 367

New York, Mew York 10166

Re: Osborne Apartment Puilding, 205 West 57th Street,
Manhattan. Tax ™ap Rlock 1029, Lot 27.

Hetropolitan Life Tnsurance Company Building Tower,
1 "adison Avenue, Manhattan. Tax Map Rlock 853, Lot 1.

Dear Chairwoman Zelnick:

The above named sites will be considered for landmark designation
at a public hearing on Tuesday, January 8, 1985, beginning at
9:30 A, in the Roard of Estimate Chambers at City Hall.

The purpose of the hearing is to ascertain whether the sites gualify for
landmark designation and the Commission would appreciate receiving the
views of the board.

If you have any questions before the hearing, please call me at 566-7577.

A representative of the board may want to appear at the hearing or you may
wish to send a statement which we would be happy to read into the record on
January 8, 1985.

Sincerely,

{/( Coffr Nl )(Mv

Lenore Norman
Executive Director

[MzM4C:hpe
Enc.



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007

566-75717

November 27, 1984

George Sakona, P.E.,

‘lanhattan Superintendent
Department of Ruildings

20th %loor -- Municipal Ruilding
New York, New York 10007

Dear Superintendent Sakona:
On Tuesday, January 8, 1985, the Landmarks Preservation Commission will

consider the proposed designation of the sites listed below:

Borough of *anhattan

Hew York Stock Exchange, 8 2road Street, Manhattan.
Tax "ap Block 23, Lot 19.

Metropolitan Life Tnsurance Company Building Tower,
1 Madison Avenue, “anhattan. Tax *ap Block 853, Lot 1.

Osborne Apartment Building, 205 West 57th Street,
“lanhattan. Tax “ap Rlock 1029, Lot 27.

Corn Exchange 3ank (formerly *ount Morris BRBank),
81-85 Fast 125th Street, “anhattan. Tax *“ap Block 1750, Lot 34.

Please advise the clerks of the proposed designations.
Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Lenore Norman
Fxecutive Director



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007

566-1577

Movember 27, 1984

Honorable Charles *i. Smith, Jr.,
Commissioner

Depar tment of Ruildings

120 Wall Street

New York, New York 10005

Dear Commissioner Smiths

On Tuesday, January 8, 1985, the Landmarks Preservation Commission will
consider the proposed designation of the sites listed below:

Rorough of Brooklyn

Christian Duryea House, 562 Jerome Street, Prooklyn
Tax Map Block 4077, Lot 31.

Borough of The Bronx

Muhammeds' ‘Mosaue of Islam/formerly American
remale Guardian Society Home, 936 Woodycrest Avenue,
The Rronx. Tax Map Block 2504, Lot 6.

Borough of Manhattan

New York Stock FExchange, 8 Broad Street, Manhattan.
Tax “ap Rlock 23, Lot 19.

“Yetropolitan Life Insurance Company Building Tower,
1 Madison Avenue, 'fanhattan. Tax 'ap Block 853, Lot 1.

Osborne Apartment Building, 205 West 57th Street,
"anhattan. Tax Map Block 1029, Lot 27.

Corn Fxchange Rank (formerly Mount ™orris 2ank),
81-85 Fast 125th Street, Manhattan. Tax Map Rlock 1750, Lot 34,

please advise the clerks of the proposed designations.
Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Lenore Norman
Executive Director



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

ZOVESEYSTREET,NE“’YORK,NEW’YORKIOMN

566-7577

October 29, 1984

Dr. Seale

President,

Osborne Apartments
205 West 57th Street
New York, New York

Dear Dr. Seale:

This is to inform you that the Landmarks Preservation Commission has
voted to calendar the Osborne Apartments ‘for a public hearing on
January 8, 1985 pursuant to possible designation. Formal notice
will be mailed to you in a few weeks.

Please contact me at 566-7577 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Aletoe A

Lenore Norman
Executive Director

IN:MC:hoh

cc: Mr. Smith
Douglas Elliman & Co.

bc: Ms. Davida Deutsch



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION
20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK. NEW YORK 10007

566-7577°

Dctober 29, 1984

Yonorable Charles ¢, Smith, Jr.,
Zommissioner

Department of Bulldings

120 Wall Street

slew York, 'lew York 10005

Dear Commissioner Smith:

On Tuesday, January 3, 1935, the Landmarks Preservation Commission will
consider the proposed designation of the sites listed below:

A Borough of Brooklyn

Christian PDuryea Youse, 552 Jerome Street, 2rooklyn
Tax *lap Rlock 4077, Lot 31.

Borough of The 3ronx

sMuhammeds' Mosque of Tslam/formerly American
Pemale Guardian Society Home, 935 Woodycrest Avenue,
The Cronx. Tax “lap 2lock 2504, Lot 6.

Borough 9£ Manhattan

Jew York Stock Fxchange, 8 3road Street, “anhattan.
Tax “ap Rlock 23, Lot 19.

fetropolitan Life TInsurance Company 73uilding Tower,
1 *ladison Avenue, Manhattan. Tax “ap 2lock 853, Lot 1.

Osborne Apartment Building, 205 West 57th Street,
fanhattan. Tax “ap Block 1029, Lot 27.

Corn Fxchange Pank (formerly “fount ‘lorris Rank),
81-85 East 125th Street, 'lanhattan. ™ax 'fap 2lock 1750, Lot 34.

Please advise the clerks of the proposed designations.
Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Lenore Norman
Executive Director



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007

566-7577

December 3, 1984

Honorable Roy *{, Goodman
270 Broadway

Suite 2400

Mew York, MNew York 10007

Re: Osborne Apartment Building,
205 West 57th Street, 'anhattan.
Tax Map Block 1029, Lot 27

Dear Senator Goodman:

On Tuesday, January 8, 1985, beginning at 9:30 A.M. in the Zoard of
Estimate Chambers at City Hall, the Landmarks Preservation Commission will
consider the proposed designation of the above cited vroperty.

You or your representative are cordially invited to attend these
proceedings and offer any testimony concerning the proposed designation.
If you would like to send a statement, we would be happy to read it into
the record on January 8, 1985.

The Commission appreciates your continuing interest in its activities.

Sincerely,

/Zi&axﬁmA- A oot

Lenore Norman
Executive Director

LN:mc:hpc
Enc.



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007

566-7571

December 3, 1984

Honorable *ark Alan Siegel
223 Fast B2nd Street
New York, New York 10028

Re: Osborne Apartment Building,
205 West 57th Street, ™anhattan.
Tax “Map Block 1029, Lot 27

Dear Assemblyman Siegel:

On Tuesday, January 8, 1985, beginning at 9:30 A, in the Board of
Estimate Chambers at City Hall, the Landmarks Preservation Commission will
consider the proposed designation of the above cited property.

You or your representative are cordially invited to attend these
proceedings and offer any testimony concerning the proposed designation.
If you would like to send a statement, we would be happy to read it into
the record on January 8, 1985.

The Commission aporeciates your continuing interest in its activities.

Sincerely,

Lenore Norman
Executive Director

LN :mc:hpc
Enc.



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007

566-75717

December 4, 1934

Honorable Carol Greitzer
City Council, City Hall
New York, Vew York 10007

Re: Osborne Apartment uilding, 205 West 57th Street,
“anhattan. Tax “ap “Zlock 1029, Lot 27.

itetropolitan Life Insurance Company 2uilding Tower
One 'tadison Avenue, “lanhattan. Tax “ap Rlock 853, Lot 1.

Degr Councilwoman Greitzer:

On Tuesday, January 8, 1235, beginning at 2:30 2., in the Zoard of
Estimate Chambers at City Hall, the Landmarks Preservation Commission will
consider the proposed designation of the above cited properties.

You or your representative are cordially invited to attend these
proceedings and offer any testimony concerning the proposed Adesignations.
Tf you would like to send a statement, we would be happy to read it into
the record on January &, 1985,

The Commission appreciates your continuing support of its activities.
Sincerely,
P S B e

Lenore tlorman
Lxecutive Director

L:mc:hoe
Enc.




LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007

566-7577

December 4, 1984

Honorable S. William Creen
110 rast 45th Street - Room 509

Mew York, Jew York 10017

Re: Osborne Apartment Building, 205 West 57th Street,
“anhattan. Tax ap “lock 1029, Lot 27.

‘fetropolitan Life Insurance Company Ruilding Tower
One 1adison Avenue, “‘anhattan. Tax “{ap Nlock 853, Lot 1.

Dear Congressman Green:

On Tuesday, January 8, 1985, beginning at 9:20 A% in the Roard of
Dstimate Chambers at City Hall, the Landmarks Preservation Commission will
consider the proposed designation of the above cited oroperties.

You or your representative are cordially invited to attend these
proceedings and offer any testimony concerning the proposed designations.
Tf you would like to send a statement, we would be happy to read it into
the record on January S, 19285,

The Commission appreciates your continuing support of its activities.
Sincerely,

/&\I’l—/ ;Z‘AL‘""

Lenore :lorman
mxXecutive Director

Lid:mc:hpe
nc.



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007

566-7577

December 3, 1934

Honorable

Andrew Stein

Forough President of “anhattan
2050 “unicipal Building

New York,

ew York 10007

Dear %“orough President Stein:

On Tuesday, January 8, 1985, the Landmarks Preservation Commission will
consider the proposed designation of the followina oroperties:

New York Stock Exchange Puilding, 8 2road Street, *anhattan.
Tax “ap Rlock 23, Lot 19 in part consisting of the land on which
the described building is situated.

“etropolitan Life Insurance Company 2uilding, 1 “adison Avenue,
“lanhattan.
Tax "ap Rlock 853, Lot 1 in part (consicsting of the tower
building).

Osborne Apartment Building, 205 West 57th Street, *“lanhattan.
Tax “lap Block 1029, Lot 27.

Corn Exchange Zank (formerly tount ‘torris Rank), 81-85 Zast 125th
Street, ’lanhattan.
Tax rap Block 1750, Lot 34,

You or your representative are cordially invited to attend the hearing and

offer any
you prefe
record on

Sincerely,

information or testimony regarding the proposed designations. If
r to send a statement, we will be please to read it into the
January 8, 1985,

M’ Aarnd

Lenore Norman

Executive

IN:MC:hpe
Enclosures

Director



COMMUNITY BOARD #5, MANHATTAN

» d. B 200 Park Avenue
¢ ? H Q A Room 367 - East
: € %\;,L 7 New York, New York 10166
& 9}' o 867-4780
ot -
New York

Irene Zelnick Joan E. Ramer
Chairman District Manager

December 13, 1984

Ms. Lenore Norman

Executive Director

Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York, NY 10007

Dear Lenore:

I am writing to request that you keep the record open on the
following items until after February 14, 1985 so that we will

have time to adequately research them. We may not be able®

get all our research completed over the Christmas holidays in

time for our January 10, 1985 Board meeting. The two items

are the Osborne House and the Metropolitan Life Insurance Building.
[ am also requesting that you keep the record open until Janury

11, 1985 on the Rizzoli Building and the Coty Building so that

we will have an opportunity to comment as our next Board meeting

is January 10, 1985.

Thank you for your help in this matter.

. Very truly yours,
L B { P

P g ) \'\,‘er i\

L | i
Joyce Matz
Chairman, Landmarks Committee

KM_ ‘
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LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20VESEYSTREET,NE“/YORK.NEW’YORKKOMU/

566-7577

553-1100

Pebruary 13, 1985

Dr. Ervin Seale, President
Usborne Apartments

205 vest 57th Street

New York, New York

Re: Osborne Apartments,
205 West 57th Street, Manhattan
Tax Map Block 1029, Lot 27.

Deay Dr. Seale:

The public hearing on the above cited item has been continued to Tuesday,
March 12, 1985, beginning at 9:30 AM., in the 11th Floor Conference Room of the
offices of the Landmarks Preservation Commission, 20 Vesey Street, Manhattan.
You or your representative are cordially invited to attend the hearing and offer
any additional informeticn or testimony regarding the proposed designation.

Public notice of the hearing identifying the proposed landmark and its site will
appear in the City Record of February 26, 1985, and on each day (other than
Saturdays, Sundays and holidays) thereafter until and including *arch 12,1985.

Please contact me at 553-1109 if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

= , J

P LY S S B S

Lenore MNorman
Executive Director

iMCshpo
Enc.
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LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007

566-7577

553-1100

Yebruary 13, 1985

B. Kerry Smith, Management Executive
Douglas Ellimen~Gibbons & Ives

575 Madison Avenue

Hew York, New York 10022

Re: Osborne Apartments,
205 West 57th Street, Manhattan
Tax Map Block 1029, Lot 27.

Dear Mr. Smith:

Thne public hearing on the above cited item has been continued to Tuesday,
March 12, 1985, beginning at 9:30 A.M., in the 1llth Floor Conference Room of the
offices of the Landmarks Preservation Camission, 20 Vesey Street, Manhattan.
You or your representative are cordially invited to attend the hearing and offer
any additional information or testimony regarding the proposed designation.

Public notice of the hearing identifying the proposed landmark and its site will
appear in the City Record of rebruary 26, 1985, and on each day (other than
Saturdays, Sundays and holidays) thereafter until and including March 12,1985.
Please contact me at 553-1109 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Lenore Norman
Executive Director

Ll s MCehpo
Enc.
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LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

20 VESEY STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10067

5339100

February 13, 1985

Me. Irene Zelnick, Chairwonan
Manhattan Comaanity Board No. 5
200 Park Avenue

Hew York, New York 10166

Rer  Osborne Apartments,
205 West 57th Street, Manhattan
Tax Map Block 1029, Lot 27.

Dear Chalrwoman Zelnick:

The public hearing on the above cited item has been continued to Tuesday,
darch 12, 1985, beginning at 9:30 AM., in the 1lth Floor Conference Room of the
offices of the Landmarks Preservation Commission, 20 Vesey Street, lanhattan.
You or your representative are cordially invited to attend the hearing and offer
any additional information or testimony regarding the proposed designation.

Please contact me at 553-1109 if you have any questions. |

Singerely,
]
pﬁ\iW At )
Lenore Norman
Brecutive Dirvector
L:MCshpe ‘

.

co: Joyoe Matz, Chair
Landmarks Conmittes
CB 5



Astherine Ware
47 East &8 Street
New York, R@f 10128
webruary 1%

~y

<8 4 ;’,-’ d'tz

My, Stan Herman

Chairman, Landmarks Committee
Community Board #

80 West 40 Strest

New York, New York 10018

Dear Mr. Herman:
My late husband Arthur was the grandson of James L. Ware,
the architect of the Umhﬁﬁhﬁ Apartments and son of
Arthur wWare, architect, BRoth men were tellows of the
American Institute of Architects. 'The Wares have be en
residents of New York City for gﬁU@Pau?Juw and serve
the c¢ity as architects and designed many U%uwfaﬂﬁlhﬁ
builldings.
James K. Ware was & pilo prize winner in designing
improved modern housing for mc poor and fireproof ware-
houses. In addition to the Osborne Apartments, he design-
ed the Madison Avenue Presbyterian Church, Madison Avernue
and Seventy-third Street, the eclectic Lake Mohonk Moun
tain House st New Palbtz, New York, @ha elegant Dam Hotel
at Fifteenth Street and Union Square, the Manhattan Storage
and Warehouse near Grand Central mtati@ﬂ at Lqungtum AVEw
nue and Forty-second Street and Seventh Avenue and Fiftym
second Street, the Twelfth Regiment Armony at Columbus Ave~
nue and Sixty-Tfirst St t, and the Y.M.C.A., Building on
' Ei thyWQeV@ 1th Street, Dbis work is represented in the
toric
b L]

sneey

t Morris Park Historic District, plus townhouses,

ieh
2

states, and public bul

\.

Ls one greatly interested in the pres @ﬁ&@; on of New York
City's architectual h@ﬁAVagey I urge that the Osborne ﬂ
8 P@grw *uklvﬁ losing

oF
1

T de

s

bl ..m«x
e
oo
i

':;
o

ments be landmarked, The city 1s, :

itts architectual ha., and re @"&cing it with buildings @u@h

hav” little or no architectusl merit or distinction. The
)sborne Apartments are part of New York's historical and

architectual hertiage and deserves serious consideration

for landmarking.

Sincerely

\(&&%\er\ V\_x.m Q)
K re

oy b » o Tl &y
Katherine wa



WILLIAM COLLINS WHITNEY

the Oshorne, the taliest building in the city when it was
erected in 1885, Though forbidding outside, it was palatial
inside, with a florist, doctor and chemist in the basement
and a croquer lawn on the roof. Just across the street from
the Osborne stands the office ‘building at Number 200,
shorn of its original residential name—Rodin Studi
but with its Gothic, Cass Gilberi~designed tracery still
miact. What is now Lee’s Art Shop at midblock was
originally the clubhouse of the American Society of Civil
Engineers, and across the street stands the Art Students
League building, where scores of important American
artists have studied or taught.

Bevond these buildings the flow of West Fifty-seventh
Street is interrupted by the assertive Broadway diagonal,
and when the street resumes past Eighth Avenue, 1t has
lost its distinctive character. Today the typical destinations
on West Fifty-seventh Street are cultural—Carnegie Hall,
the Are Students League, a movie house—but the street
retains a breadth and a variety of architecture unparalleled
by any of the East Side crosstown streets.

—Christopher Gray

MARCH 1985/ AVENUE 81


















West past the Sixth Ave-
e EL 1924 Al the El the
stveet traded its patrician
air for one of cultural
energy (NYPL).

MARCH 1985/AV ENUE 85



205 WEsT FIFTY- SEVENTH STREET
NEwW YORK 19

February 12, 1985

Mr. Stanley Herman

Chairman, Landmarks Cemmission
Com:sunity Beard Number Five
New York City

Bear Mr. Herman,

This is just a nete to say thet.We are in.faver.el.ihe.-
present propesal te lendmarik ecur building, The Usborme.

Yours truly,

Naowmi Gralfwmen

Tenant—Uwners, Apt. TA
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ANDREW CARNEGIE

NUE/MARCH 1985

Above: Carnegie Hall,
southeast corner of Seventh
Avenue, circa 1891, The,k
ariginal building had
broad steps and a stubby
mansard roof. The
Rembrandt cooperative,
the first in New York City,
is at left (Carnegie Hall).
At left: Carnegie Hall,
circa 1903 (NYHS). At top
right: Mrs. Andrew
Carnegie (al center) lay-
ing the cornerstone of
Carnegie Hall, 1890
{Carnegie Hall). At bot-
tom right: Booker T.
Washingion speaking at
Carnegie Hall, 1906°
(Carnegie Hall).
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AVENUE

L MARCH 1985

Top lefi: the Osborne,
northwest corner of Seventh
Avenue, circa 1886. The
tallest building in the city
when buill, it helped

te make the strect into an
apartment-house center
(MONY ). Middle left: Rodin
Studios, southwest cor-

- ner of Seventh Avenue, circa

1918, The studio concept
of double-height windows
on the norih side is
clearly shown heve (Wurts/
MCNY). Bottom lefi:
Gould riding stable, 219
West Fifty-seventh, circa
1935, Son of financier Jay,
Frank Gould built the
largest private stable in
the city in 1900 (pri-

vate collection),



Vanderbilt vesidence, north-
west corner of Fifth Avenue,
1882. The Vanderbilt and
Whitney houses stood as
great gateposts to West Fif-
ty-seventh Street until their
demolition in the 1920s
(Dover Publications). Above
right: Whitney residence,
southwest corner of Fifth
Avenue, 1894, presently

the site of the Heckscher
Building. The house was

a gift from William Col-
lins Whitney to his son,
Harry Payne Whitney, who
married the girl next door—
Gertrude Vanderbilt,
daughter of Cornelius Il
(NYPL). Far right, below:
Gertrude Vanderbilt
Whitney (Whitney Mu-
seum of American Art),

CORNELIUS VANDERBILT 11

8¢ AVENUE/MARCH 1985

The next block, from Sixth to Seventh Avenue, was
never so grand as its easterly neighbor, but it has changed
less over the years. The Sherwood Studios, erected in 1880
on the southeast corner of Sixth Avenue, appears o have
been the first in a swring of cultural buildings on the
street. 'The light afforded by the width of Fifty-seventh—
the first broad street above Forty-second—may have ac-
counted for the development of an art colony: the same
year saw the construction of the Rembrandt at Number
152, the city’s first cooperative apartment house, organized
by Clergyman-Painter Jared Flage. Carnegie Hall followed
in 1891, with its studios added soon afier. In 1908 Artist
Robert Vonnoh, fresh from the success of his cooperative
building on West Sixty-seventh Street, put up the great
cooperative studio buildings at Numbers 130 and 140
Painter Childe Hassam and Author William Dean Howells
were among the artises” fraternity 1o call these buildings
home. One of the last cultural buildings to go up was the
Chalit School of Dancing at Number 168 (1915), recently
spruced up for Columbia Artists Management.

The block between Seventh and Eighth Avenue boasts
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WILLIAM MERRITT CHASE

William Merritt Chase’s
art school, 1897. Chase held
 his classes in a building
- on the northeast comer of

the street, across from the
 Sherwood Studios (Byron/

MCNY). Below: Sher-

wood Studios, southeast cor-
ner of Sixth Avenue, 1940s.

This was the forst ari-re-

lated building on the street;
- the unobstructed light
was as imporiant for artists =
as it was for householders

{private collection).
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205 West 57th Street
New York, New York 10019

Landmarks Preservation Commisssion
20 Vegey Street
New York, New York 10007

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Az owner/tenant of Osberne spartment BBD, I
wish to record my unreserved spproval of the
designation of this building as a landmark.
My husband, Jeffrey B. Potter, a former con=
tracter in Long Island and New England, jeins
me wholeheartedly in this decision.

We are well aware of the advantages of lande
markings, sesthetieally and finsneislly, and
we value the Osbormne not as an investment but
a8 & way of life; thus we pul heme above
immediate profit, However, as expsrience has
shown, landmerking brings residemtial security
and inerease in valuation, It offers that rare
eombination of the best of two worlds,

Long may the Usborne livel And under landmarking
it ean,

Priscille Bowden Potter
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Paul Segal Associates 730 Fith Avenue, New York, New York 10019 (212) Cl 7-7440
Architects

Paul Segal AIA
Michael Pribyl AIA

James R. Biber AIA
Kenneth R. Davis AlA
Richard H. Lewis AIA
Michael S. Canter AIA
Joan Krevlin AIA

February 8, 1985

Mr. Stanley Herman
Chairman

Landmarks Committee
Community Board Five
200 Park Avenvue

New York, NY (0166

Dear Mr. Herman,

| would like, by this letter, to express my support for Landmarks
Designation of the Osborne, James E. Ware Architect, northwest corner of
West 57th Street and Seventh Avenue, particularly for its unique lobby.
The building is a fine example of late nineteenth centruy New York
apartment house design (a then new to New York genre). The original
builder-developer's ownership of the stone quarry that was the source of
the building's stone provided stone detailing of an unusual level of
quality and design. The lobby is rich with materials and workmanship
that form an historic bridge between the centuries.

This is a valuable building, deserving of designation and preservation.
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Very truly yours,

D’\ ="\

Paul Segal, AlA

PS:dbr



WILSON WARE « SPRING LAKE ROAD « SHERMAN, CONNECTICUT 06784

10 Feb 85
Mr. Stan Herman
Chairman, Landmarks Committee
Community Board #50
80 West 40th Street
New York City

Dear Mr. Herman,

I have been asked to say what I can in favor of
Landmark designation for the Osborne, and I am delighted
to have been given the chance.

I am a grandson of James Ware, as far as I know
the only living direct descendent. I am the son of Arthur
Ware, a Beaux Arts architect who joined his father's
firm in time to work on such jobs as Mohonk and the
Dietrich estate in Millbrook. I am not myself an architect,
but I've been materially concerned with it for years,
have taught it, have, again for years, chaired the Planning
Board in my town, and am at present on our local Historic
District Commission.

The Osborne should be designated a Landmark, I
feel, for three reasons. First, and least, I guess,
I am naturally by reference interested and honored to
have the work of my grandfather so honored. Next, 1
am a firm believer not only in the preservation of the
best of our past but generally in the adaptation of
existing fine buildings rather than their replacement.
New York, a truly great city with a world-wide impact
on culture, has already lost, it seems to me, more than
its share of great buildings. I am old enough to have
witnessed personally the passing of many, to be replaced,
more often than not, by buildings of no distinction
- taxpayers, so-called, or trendy extravaganzas many
of which are already embarrassing. Which touches on
my last reason: Landmark designation and the creation
of Historic Districts have, in my experience, advanced,
not lessened, their own property values and more often
than not have improved the areas surrounding them, revitalizing
whole districts and bringing a new sense of pride in
community to all concerned. Preservation, in other words,

pays.

So please include me among those most anxious to
see this great old structure saved.

Sincerely,

&o‘( W

ilson P. Ware



Robert A.M. Stern Architects

200 West 72nd Street, New York, New York 10023 212.799-9690

February 13, 1985

Mr. Stan Herman

Chairman, Landmarks Committee,
Community Board 5

80 West 40th Street

New York, NY

Dear Mr. Herman:

I am writing to express my vigorous support for the
move to designate the Osborne Apartments as a city
landmark. Designed by James E, Ware in 1885, the
Osborne was a member of the first generation of
luxury aparment houses in New York. With its lavish
apartments, splendid lobby and dignified Romanesque
facade, the Osborne played a significant role in
making the apartment house acceptable to the upper
and middle classes, a development that would revolutionize
the cityscape and transform the way New Yorkers
live. Of its contemporaries--the Berkshire Apartments
(Carl Pfeifer, 1883, Madison Avenue and 52nd Street),
The Hoffman Arms (Charles Romeyn, 1884, Madison
Avenue and 59th Street) and the Dakota (Henry J. Harden-
bergh, 1882, Central Park West between 72nd and 73rd
Streets)--only the last still stands.

The pressures of development on 57th Street make
designation of the Osborne all the more urgent.
Together with Carnegie Hall, the Osborne represents a
historical stratum of the streetfs history that has
all but disappeared. It must also be noted, however,
that too many of the Osborne's later neighbors go
unprotected. Known in the 1920's as New York's "Rue
de la Paix,"™ 5T7th Street presents a remarkably coherent
ensemble that testifies to a time when commerce and
grandeur were not thought to be at odds with one
another., Buildings like Louis H. Chalif's School of
Dancing (G.A. & H, Boehm, 1917), Chickering Hall
(Cross & Cross, 1924), the Steinway Building (Warren
& Wetmore, 1925), Bergdorf Goodman (Ely Jacques Kahn,
1927), L.P. Hollander (Shreve, Lamb & Harmon, 1930),
the Fuller Building (Walker & Gilette, 1931), and the
International Magazine Building (Joseph Urban, 1928)
provide a crucial document of the city at its most
elegant.

Mj best,

egory Gilmartin
[

G/ee



HARRY BEALL MANAGEMENT INC.

119 WEST 57th STREET, NEW YORK 10019 (212) 586-8135 Cable NYCBEALL

February 13, 1985

Mr. Stanley Herman
Community Board #5
Landmark Commission
80 West 40th Street
New York, New York

Dear Mr, Herman:

I urge you to grant Landmark Status to the Osborne Apartments
at 205 West 57th Street, New York, New York.

Except for one brief period, my business office has been
on West 57th Street, between Sixth and Seventh Avenues,
since 1949, For several of these years we (my wife, our
two children and I) lived in the Osborne.

The special charm, beauty and unique ambience of this

part of Manhattan is exemplified by the Osborne. That

is why we made our home in the Osbornme = and relished
every moment of it. The location of my office is enhanced
by the presence of the Osborne.

Recently, much beauty of this street has been demolished
and replaced by inappropriate structures.

The designation of the Osborne as a Landmark, we are
certain, will be beneficial in maintaining what is so

special about our neighborhood.

We deeply appreciate your consideration of our point of
view.

Yours sincerely,
ﬁiﬁ

Y

e

Harry Beall
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A SELECTION OF PROJECTS PERFORMED BY RONALD MILLARD

Ballantine Mansion, Newark Museum - Restoration of decoration and wall covering,
gilding, graining and glazing of five rooms and hall.

Metropolitan Club, NYC - Library ceiling restoration of murals and decoration.

State Capitol, Columbus, OH « Restoration of mural by Howard Chandler Christy and
plaque decoration in rotunda.

American Airlines, Kennedy Airport, NY ¢ Restoration of large murals by Brazilian Artist
‘Caribe.”

Plaza Hotel, NYC « Oak Bar & Restaurant « Restoration of paintings by Everett Shinn
and murals.

Museum of Natural History, NYC ¢« Ceiling dome decoration in “Mollusks and Mankind”
Gallery.

Father Flanagan's Boystown, Omaha, Nebraska « Scale models for “Christ in the
Temple” sculpture group.

Graybar Hallway, Grand Central Station, NYC « Ceiling mural restoration.
Baccardi Rum, Puerto Rico « Mural in reception area.

Osbome House, NYC - Restoration of lobby decoration, gilding, glazing and trompe
I'cell effects.

Lockwood Matthews Mansion, Norwalk, CT « Recreation of original ceiling decoration
in one panel of main gallery ceiling.

Crocker At Museum, Sacramento, CA - Restoration of decoration in 8 rooms —
stenciling, glazing, trompe l'oetl effects, gilding.

N.Y. Athletic Club, NYC - Restoration of 9th floor lounge, game room & hall, ceilings,
re-graining and trompe loeil effects. 1 1th floor vestibule & main dining room ceilings.

Ohio Theatre, Columbus, Ohio « Restoration of ceiling decoration.
Old Ziegdfield Theatre, NYC « Restoration of murals.

Chemical Bank, NYC - Mural behind teller booths reflecting the history of the old
Metropolitan Opera House.

Villard House, Palace Hotel, NYC - Gilded lettering in bar.
L'Enfant Plaza Hotel, Washington, DC » Murals in main ballroom.
Park Lane Hotel, NYC « Eglomize lettering on glass doors.

Independence Hall, Wheeling, W. VA « Decoration behind judge’s bench in main
courtroom.

Georgian Court College, Lakewood, NJ » Restoration of Robert Sewell murals
‘Canterbury Tales.”

Federal Court Bidg., Foley Sq., NYC - 30 lobby ceilings and main iobby decoration,
gilding, colour setting.

Sherry Netherland Hotel, NYC ¢« Lobby & elevator lobby ceiling — painting, gilding,
glazing, polychroming and colour setting.

St. Regis Hotel, NYC « Cleaning & restoration of 3 paintings by Maxfield Parrish.

Restoration, decoration and murals in numerous churches and public buildings
throughout the United States and Canada.

1/84



RONALD MILLARD

‘Decorative Arts

AFTER MORE THAN THIRTY YEARS WITH A LEADING NEW YORK
DECORATING FIRM RONALD MILLARD IS PLEASED TO ANNOUNCE
THE AVAILABILITY OF THE FOLLOWING SERVICES:

PRESENTATION RENDERING RESTORATION
COLOUR SETTING GILDING
MURAL PAINTING GRAINING
TROMPE L'OEIL MARBLEIZING
PAINTED DECORATION GLAZING
FINE PAINTING LETTERING
WOOD FINISHING EGLOMIZE
TEXTURED FINISHES SCULPTURE

QUALITY REPRESENTING THE FINEST TRADITIONS OF THE CRAFT
FOR HOTELS, THEATRES, RESTAURANTS, PUBLIC BUILDINGS,
RESIDENCES, PRIVATE CLUBS, MUSEUMS AND CHURCHES.

CONSULTATIONOCONCEPTOCRAFRT
DSO TRzzT N v C. N

2N VORK 13014 212-675-645¢



205 WEST 57 STREET






205 WEST FIFTY-SEVENTH STREET
WNew YORK 19

February 12, 1985

Mr. Stanley Herman

Chairman, Lamdmarks Cemmission
Cemnunity Beard Number Five
New York City

Dear Mr. Herman,

This is just a note to say that we are¢ i1a faver ef the
present propesal to landmark eur building, The Usborme.

Yours truly,

Hory i

Gary Graffmen
Neomi Graffmen

Tenant—Uwners; Apt. TA






From: Sir John Foster.QC. A MP.

27 April 1G4O

My dear Eileen,

Manv thanks for 5 verv eniovable
dinner.

Could von tell Arnold rhat The
Cshornme is not a landmark so am
going forward with exploring the matter,
T am advised that the best wav to
approach the question is to put forward
the contention that The (sborne, and
the next door buildineg,(the architect
of which was the same architect as
The Dahota), should be taken tocether
and recistered as landmarbe ao as. to
Preserve the character of rhiec part-
icular corner of New York.

See vou in June. T7'11 be over in
New York at the end of Mav. T continue
to eniov the dovs of Yiddish.

Yorre

Mrs E.Maremont ii /

The Cehorne.,

205 West 57 Street
New York,

N.Y. 1lCcle,
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PARSONS TROTTER
205 West 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 10019
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AARON SHIKLER

44 WEST 77 STREET

MNEW YORK CITY 10024
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The New York
Public Library

Astor, Lenox and Tilden Foundations The Research Libraries

Fifth Avenue & 42nd Street
New York, New York 10018

Mr. Stan Herman

Chairman

Landmarks Committee of Community Board 5
80 West 40th Street

New York, New York 10018

Dear Mr. Herman:

I would like to express to you my opinion that the Osborne
Apartment House at 205 West 57th Street is worthy of land-
marking. ©Not only is it one of the few remaining buildings
of the 1880's in a neighborhood which developed in that
period, it is alse an excellent representative of the type
of apartment house conceived at that time.

One of the most important reasons for the preservation of
the Osborne in its present state is that its presence can
help prevent the immediate area from becoming another
Sixth Avenue of faceless high-rise buildings. The new
construction between Sixth and Seventh Avenues adjacent
to Carnegie Hall will do a great amount of damage to the
character of the area. '

Si?cerely, Z . |
Robert Rainwater
Keeper of Prints



The Art Students League of New York

215 WEST 57TH STREET
NEW YORK N.T. 10019
212-247-4510

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
ROSINA A. FLORIO

INSTRUCTORS

BARBARA ADRIAN
RUDOLF BARANIK
RICHARD BARNET
MICHAEL BAN

February 12, 1985 MARIO COOPER
TERENCE COYLE
ERNEST CRICHLOW
GREGORY d’ALESSIO
ROBERTO DE LAMONICA
DANIEL DICKERSON
HARVEY DINNERSTEIN

Mr. Stan H n BRUCE DORFMAN
. erma . GARY FAIGIN

Chairman, Landmarks Committee JACK FARAGASSO

. THOMAS FOGARTY

Community #5 MARSHALL GLASIER

8 Vest 40th Street PETER GOLEINOPOULOS

JONZALE

New York, N.Y. 10018 %}Kﬁ% 88U{§7L‘EZ

JOHN GROTH
TJACK HENDERi%\T
. ‘HILARY H. HOLMES
Dear Mr. Herman: PETER HOPKINS
TED SETH JACOBS
CHRISTINE JORDAN

I understand that the Osborne Building, located at 57th yjéETgf%NE]L)gAZ
Street and Seventh Avenue, is bein i WILLIAM KING

: : s g considered for landmark PILLIAM KING
designation. DAVID A. LEFFEL

ANDREW LUKACH
KRR o

I consider this building beautiful and historical. It is VINCENT MALTA

s T

very much admired by everyone. LEO MANSO x
FRANK MASON

Th hi KENKETH $C INDOE

. e architecture and the designs of this building are L MENEELEY

irreplaceable. DALE MEYERS
SEONG MOY
AT mnaaso

Although I understand that time must march on, I also feel the GEORGE PASSANTINO
MICHAEL PELLETTIERI

great importance of the city's architectural history, and MICHAEL PONCE DE LEON
we must let some of the buildings remain, if only to be able %JUCS"%%DRJI;‘)%%%E%’DARF
to use them as examples to show future generations that, to %?ETP}};C& %855{%1

coin a phrase, "a thing of beauty is a joy forever'". fggﬁj&%ﬁ%’gmmﬁz\z

SIDNEY SIMON
LISA M. SPECHT

The Osborne building i i j OSEPH STAPLETON
' g is certainly just that. I hope the }ACK e ALL
tenant-owners will agree. OLDRICH TEPLY

JON ZAHOUREK

Thank vou. BOARD OF CONTROL

Respec /fhlleyours s JEAN DONALD GATES
: - GEOFFREY K. MAWBY
. / Men’s Vice-President

A SUSAN CIRIGLIANO SCHAEFFER
. Women’s Vice-President
ADELA S. LINTELMANN
. B . Treasurer
a A.Florio, Executive Director IMMI STORRS
Recording Secretary

RAF:ES THE'ART STUDENTS LEAGUE OF NEW YORK BARBARA SWANSON SHERMAN

Corresponding Secrctary

RANDALL CHADWICK
GLORIA GOLD
CHRISTOPHER JOHNSON
ELIZABETH LAMBERT
RICHARD MILLS
RICHARD PIONK '




Rosalind Heid
201 East 87th Street
New York, NY 10128

February 13, 1985

Mr. Stan Herman

Chairman, Landmarks Committee
Community Board #5

80 West 40th Street

New York, NY 10016

Dear Mr. Herman:

It has been brought to my attention that
the Osborne Apartments at 205 West 57th Street
is a candidate for landmarking.

In the interest of preserving New York's
architectural treasures, I urge your committee
to approve landmark status for the Osborne.

As so much of old New York is rapidly
disappearing, guaranteeing the preservation
of the Osborne is surely a worthwhile goal.

Sincerely,

Tl d Rey d

Rosalind Heid



MARCIA NASATIR PRODUCTIONS

205 WEST 57 STREET ® SUITE 4AA o NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019 e (212) 245-5152

February 13, 1985

Mr. Stan Herman
Community Board No. 5
New York, NY

Dear Mr. Herman:

I am a tenant/owner at 205 West 57th Street which is
being considered for landmark designation.

I am in f even though I
recégnize s on the owners.

The Osborne will be 100 years old this year. The build-
ing has an extraordinary lobby that can never be dupli-
cated plus beautiful stainglass windows, carved staircases,
etc. It is more than architectural features; it is
wonderful to be able to enter a building that reflects
human scale and family lives of a by-gone time.

Sincerely,

. y ,
)Lﬁ@é&:ﬁ, /ﬁd@%

Marcia Nasatir
Apt. 4AA









Thureday
February 14, 1085
Mr. Stan Herman Re: Landmark Degignation

s

Lendmerks Committae The Cgborne
Community Posrd 5

80 West 40th Street

Kew York, New York

I have resd the lsbter from

the
Ushborne tensnts and I understand the 50 in rr@@dom
to manage the building, which it has done so W@l; @V@r the years,.
But T remember very well the time when the :u%@rne, then a rental
1 d to a resl egtate deve

apartument building, wesg very nearly sold t

who plenned to demolish it. The news of ths ;&Ae zot around very
slowly, and it wes only ?Hrﬁ&v% the efforts of a handful i
{Mrs. Harris, ”rsa udrﬁaw, My, lave, Judge QFOQK&M@W and
Blanche Thebon) that the builﬂiﬁg, aft ]
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WILSON WARE ¢ SPRING LAKE ROAD « SHERMAN, CONNECTICUT 06784

10 Feb 85
Mr. Stan Herman
Chairman, Landmarks Committee
Community Board #50
80 West 40th Street
New York City

Dear Mr. Herman,

I have been asked to say what I can in favor of
Landmark designation for the Osborne, and I am delighted
to have been given the chance.

I am a grandson of James Ware, as far as I know
the only 1living direct descendent. I am the son of Arthur
Ware, a Beaux Arts architect who joined his father's
firm in time to work on such jobs as Mohonk and the
Dietrich estate in Millbrook. I am not myself an architect,
but I've been materially concerned with it for years,
have taught it, have, again for years, chaired the Planning
Board in my town, and am at present on our local Historic
District Commission.

The Osborne should be designated a Landmark, I
feel, for three reasons. First, and least, I guess,
I am naturally by reference interested and honored to
have the work of my grandfather so honored. Next, I
am a firm believer not only in the preservation of the
best of our past but generally in the adaptation of
existing fine buildings rather than their replacenent.
New York, a truly great city with a world-wide impact
on culture, has already lost, it seems to me, more than
its share of great buildings. I am old enough to have
witnessed personally the passing of many, to be replaced,
more often than not, by buildings of no distinction
- taxpayers, so-called, or trendy extravaganzas many
of which are already embarrassing. Which touches on
my last reason: Landmark designation and the creation
of Historic Districts have, in my experience, advanced,
not lessened, their own property values and more often
than not have improved the areas surrounding them, revitalizing
whole districts and bringing a new sense of pride in
community to all concerned. Preservation, in other words,

pays.

So please include me among those most anxious to
see this great old structure saved.

Sincerely,

k@‘( W

ilson P. Ware



RONALD MILLARD

Decorative Arts

‘February Sth, 1975
Mr. Stan Herman
Landmarks Committee
Community Board 5

30 West 40th Street
New York, N,Y. 10016

Dear Mr. Herman:

Over the years many of the fine late 1Sth Century buildings in New York
City haves been destroysd dus to demolition. These conditions havs occur-
ed where no protection existed and the praservation of these cuildings
seriously jeopmardized by gjresd, insensitivity, and the lack of juide-
lines directed towards preservation.

Fortunately a numcer of organizations direct their attention towards
preserving these structures and have done much to save examples that
would have been destroyed. In an aje where an akundance of cold, trans-
parent architectural styles exist it is essential that tuildings of
character, substance, warmth and quality be preserved. They represent a
bvjone era of taste and craftsmenship that is too often lackinj today.
They are an essential counter-talance to many of the superficial struc-
tures of today that have the warmth and intimacy of a birdcaje.

The Csborne on 57th Strest is a majnificient example of the finest qual-
ities of the past and certainly a building that must Le protected and
upheld for the benefit of not only the present btut future jen=rations.
The qualities of this building will neaver be duplicated. For the Ostorns
to have the benafit of Landmarks status can only enhance its positicon

in this city as being the great building it is. Its preservation for the
tenefit of future jenerations of architects, scholars. residents, and
everyday people is assured as a result of Landmarks status.

As onz who has spent ovear 32 years restoring the decorative aspects of
the nast I am most concarned with the amount of destruction that has
occurad under the juise of 'orogress'.

Hopafully the Osborne will qualify for Landmarks status and will remain
the. wonder ful -building that it is.

I

fRQAald Mil14

C/Ol\l MNMLTATIONOCONCEPTOCRAFT
548 HUDFSON STREET NY.C, NEW YORK 10014 212-675-6465



Robert A.M. Stern Architects

200 West 72nd Street, New York, New York 10023 212-799-89690

February 13, 1985

Mr. Stan Herman

Chairman, Landmarks Committee,
Community Board 5

80 West 40th Street

New York, NY

Dear Mr. Herman:

I am writing to express my vigorous support for the
move to designate the Osborne Apartments as a city
landmark. Designed by James E. Ware in 1885, the
Osborne was a member of the first generation of
luxury aparment houses in New York. With its lavish
apartments, splendid lobby and dignified Romanesque
facade, the Osborne played a significant role in
making the apartment house acceptable to the upper
and middle classes, a development that would revolutionize
the cityscape and transform the way New Yorkers
live. Of its contemporaries--the Berkshire Apartments
(Carl Pfeifer, 1883, Madison Avenue and 52nd Street),
The Hoffman Arms (Charles Romeyn, 1884, Madison
Avenue and 59th Street) and the Dakota (Henry J. Harden-
bergh, 1882, Central Park West between T2nd and T3rd
Streets)-~only the last still stands.

The pressures of development on 57th Street make
designation of the Osborne all the more urgent.
Together with Carnegie Hall, the Osborne represents a
historical stratum of the street's history that has
all but disappeared. It must also be noted, however,
that too many of the Osbornets later neighbors go
unprotected. EKnown in the 1920's as New York's "Rue
de la Paix,™ 5T7th Street presents a remarkably coherent
ensemble that testifies to a time when commerce and
grandeur were not thought to be at odds with one
another. Buildings like Louis H. Chalif''s School of
Dancing (G.A. & H. Boehm, 1917), Chickering Hall
(Cross & Cross, 1924), the Steinway Building (Warren
& Wetmore, 1925), Bergdorf Goodman (Ely Jacques Kahn,
1927), L.P. Hollander (Shreve, Lamb & Harmon, 1930),
the Fuller Building (Walker & Gilette, 1931), and the
International Magazine Building (Joseph Urban, 1928)
provide a crucial document of the city at its most
elegant.

My best,
ﬂ

/

/

regory ilmartin
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The Art Students League of New York

Mr. Stan Herman

February 12, 1985

Chairman, Landmarks Committee

Community #5
8 West 40th Street
New York, N.Y. 10018

Dear Mr. Herman:

I understand that the Osborne Building, located at 57th
Street and Seventh Avenue, is being considered for landmark

designation.

I consider this building beautiful and historical. It is
very much admired by everyone.,

The architecture and the designs of this building are

irreplaceable.

Although T understand that time must march on, I also feel the

great importance of the
we must let some of the
to use them as examples
coin a phrase, "a thing

The Osborne building is

city's architectural history, and
buildings remain, if only to be able
to show future generations that, to
of beauty is a joy forever".

certainly just that. I hope the

tenant-owners will agree.

Thank you.

RAF:ES

f }J‘Mm\
Reépec f%llxwyours,

e

b
%,

Rosyéa A.Florio, Executive Director
THE ART STUDENTS LEAGUE OF NEW YORK

215 WEST 57TH STREET
NEW YORK N.Y. 10019
212-247-4510

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
ROSINA A. FLORIO

INSTRUCTORS

BARBARA ADRIAN
RUDOLF BARANIK
RICHARD BARNET
MICHAEL BURBAN
MARIO COOPER
TERENCE COYLE
ERNEST CRICHLOW
GREGORY A’ALESSIO
ROBERTO DE LAMONICA
DANIEL DICKERSON
HARVEY DINNERSTEIN
BRUCE DORFMAN
GARY FAIGIN

JACK FARAGASSO
THOMAS FOGARTY
MARSHALL GLASIER
RICHARD V. GOETZ
PETER GOLFINOPOULOQS
XAVIER GONZALEZ
LORRIE GOULET
JOHN GROTH

JACK HENDERSON
HILARY H. HOLMES
PETER HOPKINS

TED SETH JACOBS
CHRISTINE JORDAN
NATHANIEL KAZ
STEVEN KIDD
WILLIAM KING
HUGHIE LEE-SMITH
DAVID A. LEFFEL
ANDREW LUKACH
ROBERT MAIONE
DANIEL MALONEY
VINCENT MALTA

LEO MANSO

KNOX MARTIN

FRANK MASON

EARL MAYAN
KENNETH MC INDOE
ED MENEELEY

DALE MEYERS

SEONG MOY
ANTHONY PADOVANO
ANTHONY PALUMBO
GEORGE PASSANTINO
MICHAEL PELLETTIERI
MICHAEL PONCE DE LEON
RICHARD POUSETTE-DART
GUSTAV REHBERGER
LEATRICE ROSE
JOSEPH O. ROSSI
LUCIA SALEMME

JOHN HOWARD SANDEN
SIDNEY SIMON

LISA M. SPECHT
JOSEPH STAPLETON
JACK STEVENS
OLDRICH TEPLY

JON ZAHOUREK

BOARD OF CONTROL

JEAN DONALD GATES

President

GEOFFREY K. MAWBY

Men’s Vice-President

SUSAN CIRIGLIANO SCHAEFFER
Women’s Vice-President

ADELA S. LINTELMANN
Treasurer

IMMI STORRS

chordi%Secremr

BARBA SWANSON SHERMAN
Corresponding Secretary

RANDALL CHADWICK
GLORIA GOLD
CHRISTOPHER JOHNSON
ELIZABETH LAMBERT
RICHARD MILLS
RICHARD PIONK



AARON SHIKLER
44 WEST 77 STREET
NEW YORK CITY 10024

February 8, 1985

My, Stan Herman
Community Board # 5
30 West 40th Street
New York, N.Y. 10018

Re: The Osborne

Dear Mr., Herman,

It has been my good fortune to have lived virtu-
ally all of my sixty-three years in New Yor City.
Ags an artist I experience with particular pleasure
the flow of past to present--estheticallyand histor-
ically--in the City's special buildings.

S0 I care about the special buildings and stress
the importance of their protection; when one is
lost it is & disaster. The Osbhorne is just such a
building, superior in its design, its history and
its location.in New York's cultural hub.

We have an encouraging precedent in the Csborne's

neighbor: let us hope Carnegie Hall will always
have the Osborne to play with!

Most Sincerely,

(eaeny fldde

Asaron Shikler



THE

NEW YORKER

25 WEST 45RD STREET
NEW YORK, N. Y. 10036

<

EDITORIAL OFFICES
(212) 840-3800

I m;ite as Chairman Emerfitus of the Landmarks
Conservancy of New York and as Chairman Bméritus of the
Preservation League of New York State. I have been engaged
in attempting to save buildings in New York City that
afe of high architectural and/or historical interest for
some twenty years now, and I am quick to say that I con-
sider the Osborne such a building. The son of its builder
was long a prominent architect here—Alfredo S. G. Taylor
was his name and he lived in a true penthouse on the roof
of the Osborne half a century ago. 1 have visited the
building regularly for Jjust that period of time, never
without delight. It is a precious lendmark in itself and
all the more precious because of its location, diagonally
across from Carnegie Hall. It deserves all the protection
it can get in these difficult times, when much of Manhattan

is being thrown down before our very eyes. p
¢/» Brendan Gi};“l‘ [ R
Lo 80 6 Qs { !rf‘

February 8th, 1985



HARRY BEALL MANAGEMENT INC.

119 WEST 57th STREET, NEW YORK 10019 (212) 586-8135 Cable NYCBEALL

February 13, 1985

Mr. Stanley Herman
Community Board #5
Landmark Commission
80 West 40th Street
New York, New York

Dear Mr. Herman:

I urge you to grant Landmark Status to the Osborne Apartments
at 205 West 57th Street, New York, New York.

Except for one brief period, my business office has been
on West 57th Street, between Sixth and Seventh Avenues,
since 1949. For several of these years we (my wife, our
two children and I) lived in the Osborne.

The special charm, beauty and unique ambience of this

part of Manhattan is exemplified by the Osborne. That

is why we made our home in the Osborne - and relished
every moment of it. The location of my office is enhanced
by the presence of the Osborne.

Recently, much beauty of this street has been demolished
and replaced by inappropriate structures.

The designation of the Osborne as a Landmark, we are
certain, will be beneficial in maintaining what is so
special about our neighborhood.

We deeply appreciate your consideration of our point of
view.

Yours sincerely,

\\’AM/‘\CA/\/\/

Harry Beall
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February 14, 1985

Davida Deutsch
205 W, 57th St.
NYC 10019

Dear Davida Deutsch,

Yes I have gone over the wvarious papers and have
weighed carefully the pros and cons. I really
don't see how we at the Osborne can afford to take
on the responsibilities that would accrue should
we go for Landmarking.

I know that the prestige of Landmark status is to

be considered but I would prefer to sacrifice this
rather than sacrifice the possible loss of independent
action.

T know of your untiring efforts over the years on
behalf of the Osborne and its tenants and I admire
you for it but I would reluctantly forego the
opportunity for Landmark status since in my mind to
do so could add another dimension to our dilemma.

Of course I will go along with the majority decision.

/
sﬁpyﬁy JANIS
205" W. 57th st.
Apt. 3C
NYC 10019

SJ :mmj



205 west 57th street  new york, n.y. 10019 « ju 6-4446

davida deutsch

March 11, 1985

Mrs.Lenore Norman

Executive Director

Landmarks Preservation Commission
20 Vesey Street

New York, New York 10007

Dear Mrs. Norman:

I thought you might want for yogh files a copy of an article
I am preparing for the October issue of The Magazine ANTIQUES,
in celebration of the Osborne's 100th birthday.

I apologize for the rough state of the article, but I thought
it better for you to have something. When I turn it in to
Antiques it will be mare ﬁ?olishe@. If you have any questions,
please don't hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

D tnbn. Devstsd

Davida Deutsch



To:The Tenant-shareholders of the Osborne Feb.19,1985
From:The Board of Directors of the Osborme
Subject:LHKDMARK DESIGNATION

S

L

, K TR ) - ) .

1t has become obvious that clarification of the financial
issues and restrictions of landmark status designation is needed.
This letter will address some of the more important reasons which
have convinced the Board of Directors of the Osborne to OPPOSE
the designation. A general meeting of the tenant-shareholders
will be arranged soon to discuss these reasons more openly.

First,it must be clearly understood that the Board is un-
“equivocally in favor of preservation of the beauty of the Osborne.
" But it wants to continue doing this as we have done in the past,

according to our own interests and needs.

: To designate,arbitrarily, the facade of the Osborne ONLY,
as has been proposed by the Landmark Commission,will certainly ,
control future decisions regarding particular aspects of maintenance
--or restoration and may result in mis-allocation of our limited
resources. Consider the following example:
- o ‘~ We have just repaired the 57th street and 7th
Avenue sides of the facade,in compliance with Local
Law # 10. The cost will be approximately $400,000
and does not include the North and West sides of the
exterior. We have no_contingency reserve fund to
covér this expense,and have paid for this,temporarily,
by increasing our debt. Eventually,individual asses-
sments or increased maintenance costs will result. -
No one-=-no contractor,no engineer,nor Landmarks Com-
mission member--can give us an estimate of the future
costs of preserving the facade. The exterior is mostly
- 1imestone, and,like it or not, this will continue to
crumble and erode in New York‘®s acid envi®snment.
Although nobody is presently proposing any drastic
changes fo the facade,the economics of maintenance may,
at some future time, say for example, that it is much
cheaper to remove a certain ledge or cornice or window
sill,etc.,rather than to re-construct according to a
much more expensive Landmark Commission plan of historical
accuracy. Incidentally,the present facade has already
been mitered greatly,and is not nearly historically
accurate. '

It may be that we would rather channel our own
limited resources--OUR money--into other areas of main-
tenance or restoration,such as the lobby,the roof,or
the internal structure. Our most recent estimate of
capital needs for plumbing,electrical structure,roofing,
elevators,and other necessities was in excess of
$1,000,000! This is a very old building and these costs
may someday translate into sizeable sums per individual
apartment.We don't need to take the chance of an external

government bureauracy ling us we need to spend more.

FT

3
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Richard Meier & Partners
Architects

136 East 57 Street
New York, N.Y. 10022
212/593-1170

February 25, 1985

Mr. Leoi:lerman

The Osborne

205 West 57th Street

New York, New York 10019

Dear Mr. Lerman:

The Osborne is architecturally one
of tThe most outstanding apartment
buildings in New York City.

The overall quality of the building -

the detailing, the spatial organization -
is unique; the lobby, of course, is
magnificent!

IT must be saved, and | hope that the
Landmarks Commission in its infinite
wisdom will make sure it is preserved
in its present state.

Sincerely yours,

Richard Meier
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- Uawerdy et Association

Testimony for the designation of the Osborne Apartment Building
March 12, 1985

The Waverly Block Association urges you to designate the Osborne.

It was built at a time when the term “luxury" apartment meant more than simply
a large price tag. It meant rooms that were not square, that frequently had
such amenities as bay windows‘. It meant a facade that made its tenants.

feel as well housed as European royalty. It meant a building that exhibited a
sense of civic responsibility by the use of appropriate ornamentation.

The rustication of the brown stone blocks crealesa play of light and shadow,
giving the Osborne a human scale and a civilized presence, reminiscent of an
Italian palazzo.

Today this part of New York is being blighted by several tacky new buildings
that are not in harmony with a Street characterized traditionally by quality and
culture. The Osborne is a crucial landmurk of New York as well as a
landmark in the history of New York apartment-house architecture.

Margaret Moore
Landmarks Committee




P.2

This example of the deterioration of the facade is only one
of many additional scenarios where economic risk can be envisioned,as !
the: Commisgion's ideas may oppose our economic interests,

Landmark status designation provides NO public funding and
provides NO proven economic gain. We have been advised that ®"poisible"
gain from increased air rights available to landmark buildings is
NOT applicable to the Osborne. "Possible® Landmark Commission help
in changing the storefronts would be at OUR expense,and could be ,

- accomplished just as easily ourselves,if we wanted to negotiate a deal
with the store lease-holder. e Landmark Commission cannot make

him "fix®the storefronts,and will not p € § that would
desired. _ o

.. The issue here is NOT "saving®"the Osborne. The Osborne is

in no danger,neither imminent nor in the future. The issue is whether
we should continue to handle our own affairs,as we have been doing
without problems,or whether we should yield our authority to outsiders
‘who don't live here,outsiders who will then control us administratively,
bureaucratically,and financially,and who will girantee NO LIMIT »

on the financial 1ibality which their decisions may.cause US to bear.
sThe individuals within the building who have been actively promoting
- landmark designation have,so far,offered no personal bond or

guarantee to cover this liability, :

We allwant,of course,to keep the Osborne,and we want to be
able to afford to stay here. The best way toc accomplish that is
to keep OUR OWN CONTROL by way of a strong,active Board of Directors,+
interested tenant-shareholders interacting with the Board, as pro-
vided by our co-operative "constitution.® Landmark status may be
inflicted upon us against our will,but it should .NOT be accepted 'U;ﬂ\w‘fa
fight for our rights. T ' o :

. If you are really scared of future "development®at 57 Street
814 7th Avenue,then push the Community Board or the Landmark
Commission to institute historic status for the entire area,or to
institute zoning height restructions,which would discourage developers
who are primarily interested in building tall skyscrapers.But don't
ask for landmark designation of our facade. There is no need to
relinquish something for nothing and there is no need to sign a blank
check with our signature on the bottom.

The Board of Directors,

The Osborne
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Dear Tenant/Owners: February 21,1985

As a member of the Osborne's Board, I feel it 1is incumbent to
reply to the Board's letter of February 19th, which by a
number of ommissions fails to discuss the situation accurately.

On February 13th and l4th, the Landmarks Committee of
Community Board 5 and the full Community Board 5 met respectively
to hear testimony regarding landmarking of the Osborne. The
Landmarks Committee voted 8 to 0 to recommend designation, and
the full Community Board voted 17 to 7 (with 3 abstaining) to
recommend landmark status. In order to placate those against
landmarking, the recommendation further read:

Because of the sensitivity of the issues and the

deep concerns of the people who live in the Osborne
House, we make the follow motion: Resolved that
Community Board 5 finds the exterior of the Osborne
Apartment House, 205 West 57th Street, diagonally
across from Carnegie Hall,meets the historical and
aesthetic criteria to be designated a landmark. Given
the unique condition of the exterior of this building,
we urge that the Landmarks Commission and shareholders
of the Osborne Cooperative work together to establish
a master plan that addresses the problems of repair
and maintenance of the facade. We also urge the
Landmarks Commission to work with the owner of the
commercial space to restore and renovate the facade

in a harmonious and appropriate fashion.

A number of weeks ago, a small group of Osbornites spoke
with members of the Landmarks staff. One question which was
posed was '"What happens if the cornices are deteriorating?"
The first answer was "We don't want to kill New Yorkers."

The crux of the discussion was that if removing and replacing
cornices—-even with new, cheaper materials--would place an
irrevocable financial burden on the building, "hardship" can
be applied for. The Commission's purpose is not to drive
buildings into bankruptcy and into developers' arms. If, as
the Board says, on page 2 of its letter, "that [tJhe Landmarks
Commission, cannot make him [Resnicﬁ) "fix" the storefronts,"
shouldn't the same apply to the facade?

I must reiterate that the Commission does not initiate rep
nor do those repairs necessarily cost more because of landmarlk
status. And there is no evidence, that maintenance costs 1in
landmarked cooperatives go up just because of the landmark st&
Our maintenance will go up whatever status we have.

Because the Osborne has had no protective measures for its
ground floor, it is stuck with tacky stores for which a realtc =
has a 99 year lease. With landmarking, we might be able to wox =
out a master plan to make the storefronts compatible to the Te&7 =t
of o®t 1885 exterior. If Mr.Resnick does nob agree to a mastex
plan, he will have to have a public hearing on each and every
That is, everytime a new tenant moves 1in, he will have to app &
to change the store sign.

The changing of storefronts has NEVER BEEN CHARGED TO THE
OSBORNE. Such expense is either incurred by the storekeeper
or Mr.Resnick. So, if we become landmarked, it does not follo =~
that, all of the sudden, the cost would be ours.

However, if we did participate in the improvement, we woul <3
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have a bonus. Locally landmarked buildings may have national
landmark status if they wish. And thus, they can get certain
Federal tax advantages. Landmark properties get benefits from
repairs made on rental properties. We rent the ground floor
to Jack Resnick. AQJ there are Osbornites who rent out their
apartments.
The Osborne does need protection. It is only a matter

of time before a developer seeks to purchase our building.
Although the group of tenant/owners waiting for just that
moment is small, it can grow. At the meeting on February 10th
called by the Board only for those against landmarking, one
gentleman said: ,

Our building is worth nothing. Our land is worth a

fortune. If we are landmarked, our maintenances will

get so high that we will have to abandon our

"museum shell." And as a landmark we will not be able
to rip down our building so we can sell the valuable
land.

1f the Osborne were part of an historic distric, the same
law would apply to its facade as it does to individual
landmarks. Nothing would differ. Either status woudd protect
the building in the same way.

The Landmarks staff is willing to meet again with
Osbornites and discuss what landmark status means. It 1is
essential for us to get accurate facts.

Let's protect our wonderful building with its brownstone
" and stained glass and all those intangibles that it represents.

Sincerely,
Dande Devdselh

Davida Deutsch






	Osborne Ready For June Public Release
	Osborne Research and LP
	SKM_284e15032410170
	SKM_284e15032410180
	SKM_284e15032410230
	SKM_284e15032410240
	SKMBT_36115031811400
	SKMBT_36115031811410
	SKMBT_36115031811411
	SKMBT_36115031811420
	SKMBT_36115031811430
	SKMBT_36115031811440
	SKMBT_36115031811500
	SKMBT_36115031811501
	SKMBT_36115031811550
	SKMBT_36115031811551
	SKMBT_36115031811560
	SKMBT_36115031811561
	SKMBT_36115031811570
	SKMBT_36115031811571
	SKMBT_36115031811572
	SKMBT_36115031811580
	SKMBT_36115031812000
	SKMBT_36115031812020
	SKMBT_36115031812021
	SKMBT_36115031812022
	SKMBT_36115031812030
	SKMBT_36115031812031
	SKMBT_36115031812040
	SKMBT_36115031812060
	SKMBT_36115031812070
	SKMBT_36115031812080
	SKMBT_36115031812081
	SKMBT_36115031812110
	SKMBT_36115031812120
	SKMBT_36115031812130
	SKMBT_36115031812131
	SKMBT_36115031812140
	SKMBT_36115031812141
	SKMBT_36115031812160
	SKMBT_36115031812170


	SKM_284e15060117120



