
 

 

 

February 22, 2023 

Mr. Marc Crisafulli, Chairman  

I-195 Redevelopment District Commission 

RE: Parcel 42 

Dear Mr. Chairman and Members of the Commission: 

Providence Preservation Society continues to oppose the proposal by the Fane 

Organization to construct a tower on Parcel 42. Last Wednesday, the Fane Tower 

Organization provided a presentation of selected improvements and rebuttals to the 

concerns of Utile, Inc. and community members raised in January. 

In response to the community’s concerns that the design is not appropriate given 

the zoning and spirit of the District, the Fane Organization provided that their 

design was appropriate for a “Tower in the Park,” and is unlike any design and 

scope brought to Providence, and therefore their design does not need to heed 

these concerns. Parcel 42 is located in a D-1 zone, which is outlined as the 

following:  

“The purpose of the D-1 District is to encourage and direct development in the 

downtown to ensure that new development is compatible with the existing historic 

building fabric and the historic character of downtown.” 

This also does not touch on the parcel’s physical and historical relationship with 

the Jewelry District – this has already been outlined in our last letter and should 

not continue to be overlooked.  

This response to the zoning and neighborhood concerns constitutes another level of 

exceptionalism. A developer cannot simply decide they do not want to align with 

the zoning and Commission’s interests because their vision for the parcel is 

different. This is an arbitrary argument that, if accepted, demonstrates the 

Commission’s influence, guidelines and rules redundant. 

In response to Utile’s recommendations on the project’s wind impacts, the Fane 

Organization revealed that they already knew about these issues in their own study 

that they did not share with the Commission or the public until Utile publicly 

addressed the concern. This demonstrates that the Fane Organization is not being 

reasonably transparent about their proposal. When the proposal concerns what will 

become the tallest building in the state, behavior that obfuscates its negative 

ramifications on public space should not be taken lightly.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

President 
Warren Jagger 

 
Vice President 

Cathy Lund 
 

Treasurer 
Kevin Hundley 

 
Secretary 

Jared Sugerman 
 

Trustees 
Pierson W. Booher 

Kathryn J. Cavanaugh 
Joanna Doherty 
Heather Evans 

Barry Fain 
Anthony L. Hubbard 

Rochelle Lee 
Wendy MacGaw 

Jonathan Pitts-Wiley 
Katherine J. Pomplun 

Shideh Shafie 
Barbara Sokoloff 

Carrie Zaslow 
 
 

Architectural History Consultant 
Wm McKenzie Woodward 

 
Advisors 

Oliver H.L. Bennett 
Arria C. Bilodeau 

Vincent J. Buonanno 
Malcolm G. Chace Jr. 

Sean O. Coffey 
J P Couture 
Maia Farish 

Linton A. “Jay” Fluck 
Vance Freymann 

Leslie A. Gardner 
Karen L. Jessup 

Kari N. Lang 
Sally E. Lapides 
James W. Litsey 

Christopher J. Marsella 
Marta V. Martinez 
Liz Rollins Mauran 

Patricia Moran 
William J. Penn 

H. LeBaron Preston 
Clifford M. Renshaw 

Carla Ricci 
Lucie Searle 

Deming E. Sherman 
Melissa Trapp 

Mark Van Noppen 
 

Executive Director 
Brent Runyon 

 
 
 

24 Meeting Street     Providence, RI  02903       401.831.7440        pvdpreservation.org 

 



The response to combat wind impacts were the bulk of the presentation, but only offered 

interventions that are limited to the pavement immediately around the tower. These mild 

interventions are aesthetic at best and minimize the fact that the tower will be 550 feet tall, with 

impacts that stretch beyond the immediate experience of the abutting pavement. This also 

demonstrates the Fane Organization’s concern with only the residents and others who may use any 

services on the ground floor, and not with those who use the park. Some of these interventions 

include greenery, which is a fruitless endeavor when wind impacts are most concerning during the 

winter when there are no living plants. There also remains substantial doubt that the landscaping 

chosen will be appropriate or enough to mitigate these impacts. 

The intervention solution offered for the loading dock was also misleading, demonstrated best by 

Leslie Myers’ presentation and comments. Adding an elevated crosswalk will not reduce the 

impacts of a massive and cramped loading dock on what was meant to be a pedestrian experience. 

A 550-foot building with hundreds of apartments will have residents entering and leaving the 

building constantly, along with the large delivery and service trucks needed to support the 

building’s facilities. This will completely deactivate the walkway and create a dangerous 

intersection. Adding traffic lights to make it safer would come out of the City’s pocket and 

transform the promenade into an accident-ridden service alley. 

While we are opposed to the proposal altogether, we understand that the Commission’s hands are 

tied regarding the original design. However, the Commission does not need to accept additional 

revisions, delays, and exceptions to a project already bereft of controversy, poor design, and zero 

community engagement. Deny the new design and deny any additional extensions. 

 

 

Regards, 

 

Adriana Hazelton 

Advocacy Manager 

Providence Preservation Society 

 


