New-Design Housing

Making Mark in ley

By ROBERTA B. GRATZ

A new loak ki government-
supparted houslng |s making
an Impact on New Yor!

Lyseape.

The wew architectural sty'e
—architectural “vocabulary,”
the professionals eall H—has

aluminum windows, Entrigu-
ing angles and setbacks and
an gverall appearance not
normally expected for pub-
Tl hatsing,

Three complexes in differ-
ent areas of the eity all have
Ehat same architectural sig-
mature and are currently |n
different stages of conatrue-
tlon—Waterside, & privately-
sponsored, eity-alded complex
at 234 8t and the East River;

bulldings In the Ruppert
Brewery Urban Renewal In
Yorkville,

Used Befars
All three developments
wern deslgned by the archi.
tectural firm of Davls, Brody
Associates. They do not
mark the debut of a new
design concept sinee many of
the elementa have been used
by Davis, Brody In other
buildings around the city.
But they are, so far, the
largest and meat noticeable,

l.he constriction  of I-uv!r
House and the
BulMing an Park Av. In thc
1950s. "They were the first
of the glass office towers
with large plaza space,” says
Davis, “and represented a
strong design philosaphy
that when later copied lost
Its individuality.

Thelr own deaign solution,
Davis and Brody say, was
the result of a dotermined
effort ta “deal with mase
housing subsidy programs
with peomomies that made
sente and a look that was
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ot of a coolde-cutter modd.”

M have used It Davis
d Brody say. In a vlrirh'

l'lf housing
are qulhe different l‘.mn
each other even though the
common denominators re-
main constant. At Water-
side, there are four
“plawheel towers™ At Har-
lem River, there Is & palr of
“8-shape™ superstructures.
And at. an earlier South
Bronx Urban Renewal com-

plex called Lambert Houses,
there are low-rise duplex
apartments around a court-
ard.

There are others oo and
in each the plazs, garage.
recreationnl facllitles, land-
seaping and commerclal
space, Davis and Rrody
point out, make the dis.
tinctions between each proj-
ect ve-y obvious.

But to the untralned eve,
all these new apartment
houses spell change—some-
thing new on the scene after
years of being told by gov-
emment that the only things
economically feasible wern
austere, red brick boxes. In
fact, former Housing and
Development  Adminksiratar
Albert Walsh said frequent-
Iy: “Every additional angle
costs too musch more maoney.”

Davis and Brody have
angles, astbacks and can-
thevers all over the place
but to hear them expliin it
makes one wonder about il
those earlier pronounce-

ments.
'11|r different shapes at
different Jovels gives moro
variety to the whole strue-
ture, explalns Samuel
Brody, “and each angle pro-
duees a different apartment
type. Bat, the flxed elements
of the bullding —the expen.
sive mechancal elements ke
p!mnblnz and electric sys-
tems — romain
Thus the cost difference a!
not as great as you would
b

Money Is saved, they point
out, on the brown brick which
belng larger requires Jess
labor o install but the win-
dows are considerably more
expensive, “The premium
paid for the windows,” Davis
says, "is important because
some material just repre.
senis an Institition to the
public and this gets away
from that institistional tool

Davis and Brody repeat-
edly point out that they are
of a larger
architectural community
that today are more
more mvolved In public ar-
chitecture. “It's a post-war
generation now in its 408"
says Hrody, “that shares a
common philosophy toward
solving esthetic and social
challenges, each having a
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Rlchard Ravitch, president
of HRH Construction Corp.
and bullder of Waterside,
foels a lot of what b5 bolng
noticed. today Is the eulmina-
tion of a decade of moving
away from ol government
restrictions. Thers was the
Idea, ho says, that govern-
ment bullding was “to be
non-competitive with private

building and that if govern.
ment money was supporting
something it should be
austere.

“Today. Ravitch points out,
there's little private bullding
left to compete with and the
“austerity” view kas changed,

Many people poist to clty
zoning changes In the enrly
80s to account for the in-
ereasing  design  consclous.
ness of the past decade.
Raviteh, howover, argues
that it was the “pros) 1]
of the early 603 that led
peopls to look for “quality In
deskgn.”

That same quality of de-
algn, Raviteh concedes, does
mob always carry over to Ine
terior construction. “Most In-
teriors today are standard-
fzed whether In loxury or
subsidized housing,” Raviteh
says, “The dilferences Rre
in appliances, room size to
some extent and delafls
Really good workmanship 15
Just not avallable anymore.
The akills just aren't there

This view s echoed by
governmental  construction
experts who polat out that
there Is not much dfferencs
between expensive and inex-
pensive housing construction
theze days.

There's nothing, they d
to the riew that Interior com
struction Is being sacrificed
for exterior fooks because all
buildings have the same 88
eellings. dry wall constroe-
tion and standardized interd-
ors. Everything,

Theefore, the caly variablh
left is the outside appeart
nce, 1




