I noticed that this post references a letter I have written, which was not attached as mentioned. The content of the letter is copied below.
When Milstein Hall became a reality last week after receiving final construction approval from the City of Ithaca, disturbing calls for the project’s halt began. The arguments range from the University’s current fiscal woes, to concerns about LEED rating, to protests on the grounds of aesthetics. Milstein Hall has become a scapegoat for the university community’s anxieties, which are not trivial. However, the University gains little by halting this project, and could stand to lose much. 
Whether or not the project goes forward, this university will continue to face the harsh realities of the current economic climate. With the raised funds for Milstein Hall specific to that project and the unmet funds coming from debt financing, its cancellation will not magically produce a $60 million dollar windfall. While this letter is not the place to debate the efficacy of LEED ratings, it bears noting that seeking LEED certification is adding $2 million to project cost not for performance enhancements, but the very labor intensive documentation LEED’s point checklist demands: we are not paying $2 million for a greener building, only to be able to say that it meets LEED standards. As for its appearance, we are all entitled to our opinions, but to those who ask us to make Milstein more like the expansions of Lincoln and Sage Halls – additions which poorly ape their parent in attempts at a narrow minded view of context as stylistic sameness, rather than testing new grounds of design and contextual sensitivity – I only ask if they would consider subjecting the contemporary production of their fields to the unnecessary and procrustean manipulations required to make it appear 125 years old. Literature, art, and music did not stop at the Victorian aesthetic, neither should architecture.
Architecture is one of the flagship programs of this university. The undergraduate professional program is consistently ranked number one in the nation and is very highly regarded the world over. The new professional Masters of Architecture program, only in its fifth year, has been in the top five for the past two years, something completely remarkable given its nascence and highly distinguished competition. It’s an exciting time to be a graduate student in the Department of Architecture; we are in a strong and storied department which is pregnant with potential for even greater things. A new dean is in place, a new chair on the way, to be followed by a new director of graduate studies, our new NYC center is off to a promising start, our halls are literally overflowing with the new graduate students and the expanded visiting faculty they enable, and a new building is about to break ground. 
Indeed, this new building is not just the icing on the cake. Milstein Hall is essential for the survival of our programs. The professional Masters program, my program, has already had its first full accreditation review pushed from this year to next by the National Architectural Accrediting Board (NAAB) pending Milstein Hall’s ground breaking; further construction delay is not an option. Like the professional Bachelors program, the fate of our accreditation hinges on a list of infrastructural problems which Milstein Hall will address, and the NAAB wants to make sure Milstein is really happening before granting accreditation.
Losing our accreditation would be a disaster for the Department of Architecture. The quality and quantity of new B.Arch. candidates would plummet: who invests in an unaccredited program, particularly in this economy? My program, the new professional M.Arch., effectively dies. A number of us would transfer out, the large pool of new applicants would evaporate – our burgeoning reputation instantly killed, the fall out catastrophic. Very few schools lose their accreditation, let alone one as great as Cornell, the message would be that we are no longer who we were, that something very tragic has happened here. If we lose our accreditation, we essentially go out of business.
However, providing the basis for our programs’ accreditation is only the most basic function of what Milstein will do. The Department of Architecture has outgrown its space and is split between the Arts Quad and downtown Ithaca, Milstein will put us together again. We have no hall in which to host lectures and conferences, Milstein does. The students of AAP complain of the isolation among the three departments, Milstein will be our missing hub. Rand Hall is in poor shape and makes us ill when sealed up in its bad air during the cold months, Milstein links with Rand and updates that facility, thereby improving the salubriousness of our environment. While a new OMA building may not matter much to other departments, for architecture this design will be a recruiting boon. 
While this may not appear to be the best time to begin a new construction project at Cornell, Milstein Hall is critical and cannot wait any longer. Our college is feeling the crunch of the current economic crisis through lost staffing, reduced visiting faculty, student hardship, and out of date equipment just like the rest of the University. If Milstein Hall is put on hold or cancelled, a deleterious sequence of reactions will rock the halls of our College, and we will suffer losses far greater than what other departments are experiencing. The diminution of our highly prominent Department of Architecture would be a great loss to Cornell.
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