
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix B 
Agency Correspondence 



 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 

 
Project number:   DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING / 77DCP101M 
Project:  ROCKEFELLER UNI FDR PLATFORM 
Date received: 10/31/2013 
 
Comments:  
 
LPC is in receipt of the revised Historic and Cultural Resources chapter dated 
10/30/13.  The text is acceptable for Historic and Cultural resources. 
 
 
 
 

     10/31/2013 
         
SIGNATURE       DATE 
Gina Santucci, Environmental Review Coordinator 
 
File Name: 28116_FSO_GS_10312013.doc 



Page 1 of 2 
 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 

 
Project number:   DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING / 77DCP101M 
Project:  ROCKEFELLER UNI FDR PLATFORM 
Date received: 10/23/2013 
 
Comments:  
 
The LPC is in receipt of the draft Historic and Cultural Resources chapter of the DEIS 
dated 10/22/13 and the Mitigation chapter of 10/29/13.  The LPC is also in receipt of 
revised vent stack drawings and additional research regarding physical changes to 
Flexner Hall and the Hospital, both dated 10/23/13.  Comments are as follows. 
 
DEIS Chapter 
 
Page 5-3, bottom paragraph: Remove sentence:  “The proposed fitness center would 
replace a structure that has previously had its materials and design intent 
compromised, as described below.” 
 
New sentence starting with “Because”, modify as follows:  “Based on the original 
Kiley Plans and the National Register criteria for evaluation (36 CFR 60 and 63),  LPC 
has determined that…” 
 
Page 5-15. Remove sentence:  “The canopy structure was not identified as a 
contributing element of the Rockefeller University Historic District in OPRHP’s 2007 
Resource Evaluation for a previous Rockefeller University project (see Appendix B, 
“Historic and Cultural Resources”).” 
 
Sentence “LPC comments continue..” is a fragment and should be completed: 
…appears S/NR and LPC eligible as part of the Rockefeller University Historic 
District.” 
 
Page 5-24, second paragraph. Include new text:  “ LPC has determined that the 
addition of vent stacks to both Flexner and the Hospital building will constitute a 
significant impact to these  S/NR and LPC eligible properties due to their location, 
size and direct physical connection to the buildings. However, LPC is in receipt of 
revised stack drawings indicating that the stacks have been redesigned in terms of 
their materials and surface articulation to better harmonize with the historic 
properties. LPC finds these design drawings to be acceptable and partial mitigation 
for the significant impact.” 
 
Last paragraph:  Revise first part:  “The proposed fitness center would replace an 
original Dan Kiley designed parking structure.  “LPC has determined…” 
 
LPC notes that the restoration plan of the Dan Kiley Philosopher’s Garden will be 
implemented within a Restrictive Declaration (RD).  Upon LPC review and preliminary 
acceptance of the plan, it is recommended that a presentation of the restoration plan 
to the Community Board and other interested parties be included in the terms of the 
RD in order to receive comments on the plan.  LPC should be provided with a copy of 
the community responses and an opportunity to comment before the final signoff on 
the plan. 
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Mitigation Chapter 
 
To be added on page 3-13, highlighted text:  “LPC is in receipt of revised stack 
drawings indicating that the stacks have been redesigned in terms of their materials 
and surface articulation to better harmonize with the historic properties. LPC finds 
these design drawings to be acceptable and partial mitigation for the significant 
impact.” 
 
AKRF Memo of 10/23/13 regarding physical changes to Flexner Hall and the Hospital 
 
Regarding the changes to Flexner Hall and Flexner Hall extension, LPC notes that 
these changes were approved by the SHPO in its 11/20/07 Letter of Resolution (LOR) 
for construction of the CRC building (attached).  This includes the rooftop additions 
and the new windows. 
 
Regarding the changes to the Hospital, LPC notes that the color and design of the 
rooftop mechanical penthouse are similar to the original penthouse, and that the 
materials and design of the penthouse relate harmoniously to the penthouses on 
Flexner Hall. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

     10/30/2013 
 
         
SIGNATURE       DATE 
Gina Santucci, Environmental Review Coordinator 
 
File Name: 28116_FSO_GS_10242013.doc 
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 

 
Project number:   DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING / 77DCP101M 
Project:  ROCKEFELLER UNI FDR PLATFORM 
Date received: 9/25/2013 
 
Comments:  
 
The LPC is in receipt of the Historic and Cultural Resources chapter of the DEIS dated 
September 25, 2013.  Comments are as follows. 
 
Pertaining to archaeological resources, the LPC recommends that the chapter be 
revised to include the text about the unanticipated discovery plan that is on page 
5.18 into the other sections that discuss the cemetery site. 
 
Regarding architecture: 
 
Page 5-13, third paragraph. Remove sentence: “This structure has been 
altered…Resources.”). Replace with sentence: “The LPC notes that the OPRHP’s 2007 
Resource Evaluation does not call out specific elements in the landscape design as 
contributing or non-contributing but flags the entire landscape design as 
contributing.”  Replace the sentence “However” to read as follows: “Based on its 
examination of the original Kiley plans for the campus, specifically drawing #S-1, 
entitled “Site Improvements and Pavilion, Structural Plans and Sections”, dated 
8/16/57, and that the structure has retained historic integrity, LPC has determined 
that the Kiley designed pavilion appears S/NR and LPC eligible as part of the 
Rockefeller University Historic District.” 
 
Page 5-15, second paragraph.   Remove sentence: “These alterations…original 
landscape element.”  Replace the sentence “However” with:  “LPC notes that 
although some elements have been removed, the structure retains the aspects for 
which it is significant, and the essential physical features remain present and visible.  
These include its location, design, and materials, as well as feeling and association. 
(See the CEQR Technical Manual: 2012, pp. 9-4 and 9-5). Based on its examination 
of the original Kiley plans for the campus, specifically drawing #S-1, entitled “Site 
Improvements and Pavilion, Structural Plans and Sections”, dated 8/16/57, and that 
the structure has retained historic integrity, LPC has determined that the Kiley 
designed pavilion appears S/NR and LPC eligible as part of the Rockefeller University 
Historic District.” 
 
Page 5-22, third paragraph, “Fitness Center Site”.  Amend first sentence: “The 
proposed project would remove the existing Dan Kiley designed elements, including 
the existing concrete canopy structure…the parking lot.” 
 
The mitigation chapter, including the garden restoration plan, should be submitted to 
LPC for review and comment.  The garden restoration plan should be included in the 
DEIS to allow for public review and comment. 
 
[to page two] 
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The LPC is also in receipt of the Alternatives Analysis of the Laboratory Building 
Stack Locations dated September, 2013. In order to complete the review, the LPC 
requests that further figures of the proposed stack locations be provided showing the 
following: 
 

1. Pedestrian view from Founder’s Hall toward the proposed stack on Flexner 
Hall. This should illustrate the view of the proposed stack from the vantage 
point of a pedestrian walking towards the stack. 

2. Pedestrian view from the new platform towards the stack on Flexner Hall. 
3. Pedestrian view from the Hospital toward the proposed stack on the Hospital. 
4. Pedestrian view from the Nurses’ Residence toward the proposed stack on the 

Hospital. 
5. Pedestrian view from the new platform towards the stack on the Hospital. 
6. Pedestrian view of both stacks from the new platform. 

 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 

     10/10/2013 
         
SIGNATURE       DATE 
Gina Santucci, Environmental Review Coordinator 
 
File Name: 28116_FSO_GS_10072013.doc 
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W:\Projects\11609 - ROCKEFELLER UNIV. NEW MASTER PLAN\DRAFTS\Appendix 
B_Historic_files\components\03_LPC_Kiley-Comments_28116_FSO_GS_draft_2_08-
15-2013.doc 
 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 

 
Project number:   DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING / 77DCP101M 
Project:  ROCKEFELLER UNI FDR PLATFORM 
Date received: 8/12/2013 
  
 
The LPC is in receipt of additional material as requested regarding the original Dan 
Kiley landscape plan for the campus, plus the existing and proposed conditions for 
the demolition of the Kiley designed parking canopy and lot at the north end of the 
campus for the construction of the new Fitness Center.  The new Fitness Center will 
be located within the S/NR and LPC eligible Rockefeller University Historic District. 
The S/NR Resource Evaluation also flags the Dan Kiley landscape design as a 
contributing element to the district.  
 
Consequently, the LPC requests the applicant to prepare and implement a restoration 
plan for the Philosopher’s Garden, which is immediately adjacent to the project site 
and a significant element within the landscape design.  The plan shall be submitted 
to LPC for review and comment prior to construction.  Implementation of this plan 
will serve as partial mitigation for the demolition of the S/NR and LPC eligible Kiley 
designed canopy structure and parking lot area. 
 
The restoration plan should be partially based on the material uncovered by Katrina 
Nugent, historic preservationist, who states in her blog entry on the Rockefeller 
Campus landscape design: 
 
“Philosopher’s Garden 
 
This area of campus, situated across from the Lasker fountain and Caspary 
Auditorium is perhaps the most eloquent expression of Kiley’s design intention of 
creating a “soothing sense of calm seclusion,” similar to the Japanese walled- 
gardens that Kiley admired.27 The garden and terrace area is slightly sunken, and 
one section is paved with the same marble slabs used in the pathways above, and 
given the same treatment: placed in a bed of crushed marble so as to float above 
the ground surface. The terrace is lined with five marble benches, and Kiley’s original 
design for the patio was to enclose the space with “double rows of European 
hornbeams,” however, these were removed as recently as five years ago in order to 
increase the amount of sun that is able to filter into the terrace area through the 
ever-denser canopy of trees overhead.28 The second element of the garden is an 
articulated orthogonal pool with four vertical water jets, semi- enclosed on the 
campus side by a row of five trees, and on the street side by an eight-foot wall 
covered in Boston Ivy.”¹ 

Additionally, Nugent states that the University retains an in-house horticulturalist, 
that the campus landscape receives partial funding from the Mary Lasker Charitable 
Trust for long term maintenance, and that the University has commissioned and 
received an evaluation of the history and growth of the campus from Boston 
architectural firm Payette and Associates.  According to the blog referenced in 
footnote 1, this evaluation supports the historic significance of the campus and 
landscape design. 
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W:\Projects\11609 - ROCKEFELLER UNIV. NEW MASTER PLAN\DRAFTS\Appendix 
B_Historic_files\components\03_LPC_Kiley-Comments_28116_FSO_GS_draft_2_08-
15-2013.doc 
 

¹Nugent, K. (2013, April 23) Re: Rockefeller University Modern Campus Landscape: 
Daniel Kiley, 1958 [Web blog post].  Retrieved from: 
http://ephemeralurbanity.wordpress.com/2013/04/23/rockefeller-university-
modern-campus-landscape-daniel-kiley-1958-kristina-nugent/ 
 
 
 

     8/12/2013 
         
SIGNATURE       DATE 
Gina Santucci, Environmental Review Coordinator 
 
File Name: 28116_FSO_GS_08122013.doc 



 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 
 

 
Project number:   DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING / 77DCP101M 
Project:  ROCKEFELLER UNI FDR PLATFORM 
Date received: 8/5/2013 
 
 
  
 
The LPC is in receipt of the draft scope of work for EIS dated 7/9/13.  The text is 
acceptable for architecture and archaeology, however, please clarify the following as 
requested. 
 
How would the scope of work change if there would be State or Federal actions?  The 
SHPO has stated that an Army Corps permit would be required for the new platform. 
 
 
 

     8/6/2013 
         
SIGNATURE       DATE 
Gina Santucci, Environmental Review Coordinator 
 
File Name: 28116_FSO_GS_08062013.doc 



Page 1 of 2 
 

W:\Projects\11609 - ROCKEFELLER UNIV. NEW MASTER PLAN\DRAFTS\Appendix 
B_Historic_files\1-LPC_EAS-comments_05-29-2013.doc 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 

 
Project number:   DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING / 77DCP101M 
Project:  ROCKEFELLER UNI FDR PLATFORM 
Date received: 5/10/2013 
 
Comments:  
 
The LPC has reviewed the Draft EAS dated December 19, 2012.  The text pertaining 
to archaeological resources is acceptable. 
 
The campus has been determined S/NR and LPC eligible as an historic district. 
Founder’s Hall within the district is also a National Historic Landmark.  The landscape 
design by pioneering and influential American landscape architect Dan Kiley adds to 
the significance of the campus and is a contributing element of the historic district. 
 
Regarding architectural resources, the proposed new exhaust stack locations at the 
north side of the Hospital and the south side of Flexner Hall appear to constitute a 
direct significant adverse impact on both of these LPC and S/NR eligible structures. 
This is due to the placement of the stacks directly on the inner elevations of the 
Hospital and Flexner facing the Founder’s Hall (National Historic Landmark) and by 
the permanent closure of windows on the elevations of each building in order to 
accommodate the new stacks. 
  
LPC requests a full alternatives analysis of the proposed and preferred stack 
placements as part of the EAS.  As an option for stack placement, stack locations at 
the south side of the Hospital and the north side of Flexner that are not directly 
attached to the elevations of the historic buildings appear to be less visually and 
physically disruptive to Founders’ Hall and the assemblage of historic buildings 
flanking it on either side. 
 
Further information regarding the proposed Recreation Building site changes is 
required as the proposed building appears to potentially impact the Kiley landscape.  
More information is needed to properly assess the potential impact. 
 
A plan showing the existing Kiley landscape at the site and the proposed 
changes/removals to the Kiley plan should be provided for review and comment. The 
plans should include locations of paving, plantings, trees, lighting fixtures, planters 
and water features, if any.  Materials should also be indicated—marble, gravel, etc. 
 
If available, the original Kiley landscape plans for the University should be included in 
the architectural resources section and included in the impacts analysis. 
 
Cc: SHPO 
 
 
[TO PAGE 2 OF 2] 
 
 
 
 
 



Page 2 of 2 
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B_Historic_files\1-LPC_EAS-comments_05-29-2013.doc 
 

 
 
 
 
 

     5/29/2013 
         
SIGNATURE       DATE 
Gina Santucci, Environmental Review Coordinator 
 
File Name: 28116_FSO_GS_052820113.doc 



 

 

ARCHAEOLOGY 
 
 

 
Project number:   DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING / LA-CEQR-M 

Project:  ROCKEFELLER UNI FDR PLATFORM 
Date received: 5/1/2013 
 

Comments: as indicated below. Properties that are individually LPC designated or in 

LPC historic districts require permits from the LPC Preservation department.  

Properties that are S/NR listed or S/NR eligible require consultation with SHPO if 

there are State or Federal permits or funding required as part of the action. 
 
 

This document only contains Archaeological review findings. If your request also 

requires Architecture review, the findings from that review will come in a separate 
document. 

 

 

Comments: The LPC is in receipt of the, "Plan for the Unanticipated Discovery of 

Human Remains: Rockefeller University Campus Block 1480, Lots 10 and 9010, New 

York, New York," prepared by AKRF and dated April 2013, which was created in 

response to LPC’s request to do so on April 17, 2013.  The Commission concurs with 

the plan. 

 

 

   5/2/2013 

 

SIGNATURE       DATE 

Amanda Sutphin, Director of Archaeology 

 

File Name: 28116_FSO_ALS_05022013.doc 

 



 

 

ARCHAEOLOGY 
 
 

 
Project number:   DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING / LA-CEQR-M 

Project:  ROCKEFELLER UNI FDR PLATFORM 
Date received: 4/11/2013 
 

Comments: as indicated below. Properties that are individually LPC designated or in 

LPC historic districts require permits from the LPC Preservation department.  

Properties that are S/NR listed or S/NR eligible require consultation with SHPO if 

there are State or Federal permits or funding required as part of the action. 
 
 

This document only contains Archaeological review findings. If your request also 

requires Architecture review, the findings from that review will come in a separate 
document. 

 

 

 

Comments:  

 

The LPC is in receipt of the, "Phase 1A Archaeological Documentary Study for 

Rockefeller University Campus, New York, New York," prepared by AKRF and dated 

November 2012. 

 

The LPC concurs that the project as now designed is not likely to impact potentially 

significant archaeological resources and that if the construction plans change, the 

changes should be submitted to LPC for review as the site does have archaeologically 

sensitive areas.  However, we recommend that an unanticipated discovery plan be 

developed in case that outlines the protocol for what to do if any human remains are 

found during construction.   

 

Please submit two bound copies of the report to the LPC for our archives. 

 

 

   4/16/2013 

 

SIGNATURE       DATE 

Amanda Sutphin, Director of Archaeology 

 

File Name: 28116_FSO_ALS_04172013.doc 

 



 

 

ARCHAEOLOGY 
 

Final Sign-Off (Multiple Sites) 
 

 
Project number:   DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING / LA-CEQR-M 
Project:  ROCKEFELLER UNI FDR PLATFORM 
Date received: 10/4/2012 
 

Comments: as indicated below. Properties that are individually LPC designated or in 

LPC historic districts require permits from the LPC Preservation department.  

Properties that are S/NR listed or S/NR eligible require consultation with SHPO if 

there are State or Federal permits or funding required as part of the action. 
 
 

This document only contains Archaeological review findings. If your request also 
requires Architecture review, the findings from that review will come in a separate 

document. 
 

Properties with Archaeological significance: 

1) ADDRESS: 1230 YORK AVENUE, BBL: 1014800010, TIME PERIOD: Colonial 

(17/18 c) to 1820 

 

Comments: LPC review of archaeological sensitivity models and historic maps 

indicates that there is potential for the recovery of remains from 18th and 19th 

century farms and the 19th Century Schermerhorn Family Burial Ground on the 

project site.  Accordingly, the Commission recommends that an archaeological 

documentary study be performed for this site to clarify these initial findings and 

provide the threshold for the next level of review, if such review is necessary (see 

CEQR Technical Manual 2010). 

 

 

   10/11/2012 

 

SIGNATURE       DATE 

Amanda Sutphin, Director of Archaeology 

 

File Name: 28116_FSO_DNP_10112012.doc 

 










