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The Department has reviewed the revised full and partial preservation alternatives submitted on 
February 5, 2018 and has the following direction in revising the alternatives and narrowing down 
the range of alternatives to be presented to the ARC. 

1. In regard to narrowing down the range of alternatives to be studied, the Department is 
directing the project team to focus on Full Preservation lA, Partial Preservation lA, 

Partial Preservation 9A, Partial Preservation lOA, and Partial Preservation llB. Please be 
advised that based on ongoing discussions, heights for the preservation alternatives 
should be generally the same as the proposed project. This includes a maximum of one 
300-foot tower and three 180-foot towers that are placed on blocks to the west of 

Maryland Street. 

2. Please remove Unit 3 from the baseline project and from Partial Preservation 1, 9 and 
10. Please use the residential building shown in Partial Preservation 9A. 

3. Block 5 new construction should retain the same proposed height as the baseline 
project, which is 180 feet, for all preservation alternatives. In the base project this 
building is residential; this building should be residential or mixed-use in the 

preservation alternatives. 

4. Block 1 should also retain the proposed height (180 feet) as the baseline project in all 
the preservation alternatives. 

5. The Department continues to request that the project sponsor adds additional height to 
Block 13. Based on discussion between multiple City agencies, the Department suggests 
that 125 feet on the southern portion of this block should be the target height for the 
affordable housing on this block. 

6. Proposed uses need to be clearly identified for historic buildings in the alternatives. We 
suggest that uses of the historic buildings need to facilitate public access to a portion of 
these buildings and that coordinating the use with public open space should be 
considered. The Department is open to exploring keeping a portion of the historic 
buildings as relics and using them as open space for the partial preservation alternatives. 

7. Based on additional conversations, the overall site open space ratio should remain 
consistent relative to the entire site program, not just the residential program. Please 
clarify or update as needed. 
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8. Total number of parking spaces should be the same as the baseline project or reduced 
for the alternatives but should not increase, please update Partial Preservation 1. 

9. For Partial Preservation Alternative llB, please provide a setback for the new 
construction inside Station A. Please add a tower within the footprint of the Compressor 
House and consider linking it with the new construction on Block 5. Please address all 
the above comments to revise this alternative; in summary, please increase the height 
on Block 5, reduce the towers from 240' to 180' and remove towers from Block 13. 
Consider increasing height on the southern portion of Block 13 from 85' to 125'. 

Rejected alternatives 
The following alternatives should be moved to rejected alternatives: 

1. Full Preservation Alternatives lB and lC - Citywide to provide language on why 
rejected. To simplify we should combine this into a single rejected alternative. 
Please take Full Preservation Alternative lC and move the tower from Block 8 to 
Block 13. Remove Unit 3, replace with residential building from Partial Preservation 
9A. 

2. Partial Preservation Alternatives lB and lC - Citywide to provide language on why 

rejected. Remove Unit 3, Partial Preservation 9A. 
3. Partial Preservation Alternatives lOB - Citywide to provide language on why 

rejected. 

Alternatives to discard: 9B, lOC. 
In regard to lOC, I think we should state that a parameter of alternatives development was that 
no towers would be placed east of Maryland Street but I don't think we need a rejected 
alternative to show this option. Citywide to provide language on why this was a parameter. 
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