Chapter 3: Historic Resources

A. INTRODUCTION

This chapter assesses the potential of the proposed project to affect historic resources, which
include both architectural and archaeological resources. The project site occupies the northwest
corner of a block bounded by Johnson Street to the north, Jay Street to the east, Willoughby
Street to the south, and Adams Street to the west. The site contains one six-story building, which
was formerly used as a Family Court. The proposed project would convert the existing on-site
building to a 1,075-seat high school facility and remove the top floor and replace it with a 40-
foot addition.

Historic resources include both archaeological and architectural resources. The study area for
archaeological resources is the project site, the area that could be disturbed by the project
construction. Study areas for architectural resources are determined based on the area of
potential effect for construction-period impacts, such as ground-borne vibrations, and on the area
of potential effect for visual or contextual effects, which is usually a larger area. The
architectural resources study area for this project is defined as being within an approximately
400-foot radius of the project site (see Figure 3-1). Known architectural resources include
properties listed on the State and National Registers of Historic Places (S/NR) or properties
determined eligible for S/NR listing, National Historic Landmarks (NHLs), New York City
Landmarks (NYCLs) and Historic Districts and properties determined eligible for landmark
status. Potential architectural resources are properties that may meet the criteria of eligibility for
S/NR listing or NYCL designation.

As the proposed project is limited to the construction of an additional floor, no in-ground
construction is anticipated and therefore the proposed project is not expected to have any adverse
impacts on any potential archaeological resources. Therefore, the remainder of this chapter will
focus on potential impacts to architectural resources. As described below, it is not anticipated
that the proposed project would have any significant adverse impacts on architectural resources.

B. EXISTING CONDITIONS
ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES

PROJECT SITE

The project site is developed with the former Domestic Relations Courthouse, later known as the
Family Court Building, a six-story courthouse built in 1953 to house the Family and the
Children’s Courts. It has a light stone facade and long, vertical bands of windows on the first
five floors. The top floor is considered a penthouse floor and prior to its being vacated was
occupied by the Judges Chambers. The main building entrance on Adams Street features two
relief panels on either side of an inscription and the words “FAMILY COURT” written in tall
letters above the doorway (see View 1 of Figure 3-2). The Family Court Building had been
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evaluated by the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation and has
been determined to be not eligible for listing on the S/NR.

STUDY AREA

Known Architectural Resources

There are two known architectural resource in the 400-foot study area. The United States Post
Office and Court House, Brooklyn Central Office (NYCL, S/NR-listed), is located at 271-301
Cadman Plaza East, approximately 200 feet from the project site. Built in 1885-91, this building
was designed by Mifflin E. Bell. This large structure is composed of rough and polished granite;
its other features include a steep slate roof with dormers, a 6-story tower, and projecting half-
round turrets with conical roofs (see View 2 of Figure 3-2).

The Joseph J. Jacobs Building, Polytechnic University (S/NR-eligible), located at 305-315 Jay
Street and approximately 350 feet from the project site, was built between 1904 and 1905 as the
administration building for the American Safety Razor Corporation’s complex. In 1954 the
company moved to Virginia and Polytech Institute (now Polytechnic University) purchased the
building. The building is 5 stories tall, and constructed of brick with sandstone stripes with
deeply set arched windows. A raised, red brick parapet has a nameplate inscribed with the words
“Joseph J. Jacobs Building” (see View 3 of Figure 3-3).

Potential Architectural Resources

There are no potential architectural resources in the 400-foot study area. The majority of the
study area is developed with modern office and hotel buildings, which do not appear to meet the
criteria for listing on the S/NR or for designation as NYCLSs.

C. THE FUTURE WITHOUT THE PROPOSED PROJECT
ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES

PROJECT SITE

There are no other projects planned for the site. Therefore, in the future without the proposed
project, the site is expected to remain in its current condition.

STUDY AREA

There are no known development projects in the study area anticipated for completion by the
proposed project’s 2008 build year.

D. THE FUTURE WITH THE PROPOSED PROJECT
ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES

PROJECT SITE

The proposed project would convert the Family Court Building into a 1,075-seat high school
facility. As part of the conversion the penthouse floor would be removed and replaced with a
new rooftop addition. The addition would be approximately 40 feet in height and would be
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covered in metal panels. A row of clerestory windows would run along the upper portion of the
addition and it would be topped with a curved, metal roof. In addition, a new stair tower would
be constructed in the rear facade of the building. As the Family Court Building has been
determined not eligible for listing on the State and National Registers, there would be no impact
to historic resources from the proposed project.

STUDY AREA

As described above, the Family Court Building is located beyond 90 feet of the two known
architectural resources in the study area; therefore there would be no expected construction-
related impacts to architectural resources from the proposed project.

The proposed project would not result in any significant adverse contextual or visual effects on
the historic resources in the study area. As described above, the proposed addition would be
sensitive and compatible in scale, proportions, materials, and massing to the existing building.
With the new addition the existing building would be similar in scale to the current building and
would remain smaller than other buildings in the study area. Therefore, it would not visually
overwhelm the nearby historic resources or block any significant views to them.

Overall, there would be no significant adverse impacts to historic resources from the proposed
project. *



