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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 5

[sound check] [background comments,
pause] [gavel]

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Good morning and
welcome to today’s hearing of the City Council
Transportation Committee. I’'m Ydanis Rodriguez the
Chair of this committee. We have a busy day today.
As you know, we have the hearing now, another press
conference going outside, and also we have a press
conference later on celebrating the Fair Fare victory
that the Mayor and the Speaker and all of us we’ve
been able to include in our budget. Before we
proceed, I would like to recognize my colleagues who
are here, Council Member Menchaca and Council Member
Diaz. Today, we are hearing a series of bills
related to one of the most common issues many of us
hear about from our constituents, parking. We not
ignore the way our city treats parking has a big
impact on the efficiency and fairness of our
transportation system at large. We are interested
today in exploring a wide variety—variety of ways
that we might be able to make parking in our city a
little easier and more fair for New Yorkers, and
let’s be clear, I am incentivizing car owners. On

the contrary, what I want is that the city put a plan
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 6
that we reduce the number of New Yorkers who own
vehicles from 1.4 million New Yorkers who own
vehicles today to 1 million by 2030. We are hearing
three bills related to establishing a residential
parking permit existing in New York City. Intro 857,
which I have introduced would direct DOT to establish
a residential parking permit program throughout the
city. Residential parking permits have been
successful in many of the cities including San
Francisco and Boston since the 1970s, Washington, DC
and right across the river in Hoboken. So many of
our neighborhoods are overrun with people from other
places taking up parking space for a wide variety of
reasons such as using neighborhood streets as free
park and ride lots for mass transit. By limiting
parking in certain residential neighborhoods to
verified residents we cannot only make it even just a
little easier for residents to find parking in their
own neighborhood especially those who live in
transportation deserts in places such as in—in the
Bronx, Queens, Brooklyn and in Staten Island, but
also it would reduce the number of cars driving
around looking for a spot. Thereby, making our

streets safer and less congested. Intro 848 is
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 7
sponsored by Council Levine and Intro 898 is
sponsored by Council Member Moya would similarly
authorize the creation of residential parking
programs in Northern Manhattan and East Elmhurst
respectively. I have also introduced two bills that
aim to make parking more fair and sensible—sensible
and varied to different circumstances. Intro 910
would allow people to park their vehicles during
alternative side parking once the street sweeper has
passed, and there’s no longer a need to keep the curb
clear. It doesn’t make sense that in those areas
that we dedicate the 8:30 to 10:00 or three hours for
the Sanitation truck to clean the streets, but after
they clean the streets, those residents are not able
to park the vehicle. It is my hope that especially
as technology has quickly improved in recent years we
can finally make this happen. I have also introduced
Intro 332, which will restore parking rights that
members of the press have traditionally enjoyed
essentially to covering the news and informing the
public. We'’re talking about less than 1,500. We’re
not talking about thousands, and we’re not talking
about privilege, but we’re talking about rights of

members of the press to be able to park their
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 8
vehicles to cover the news. It is their right to be
able to be able to report the news. We have
witnessed how the press and freedom of speech has
been on the attack in our nation, and we have also
witnessed how important they have been in protecting
the truth. I know that the NYPD have been trying to
work with this issue, and I hope that we can continue
conversations with DOT, NYPD and the Mayor, and
members who represent the men and women of the press
to address this issue. If passed, this bill will
allow members of the press for must car—who must
carry heavy equipment to the sites on news work
event—work the events sometimes at a moment’s notice
to their job keeping all of us informed. Today, we
are also hearing a package of bills aimed at
combatting what has come to be known as placard
abuse. The extent of this program is obvious.
Whether we see it first hand on the streets of our
district or on our Twitter account and that also
includes many people taking a spot that would be
reserved for members of the media also abusing those
areas. People who use fake parking placards or who
use their legitimate placard to try to get away with

parking where they are not supposed to, are in effect
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 9
stealing city resources and unfairly taking advantage
0of the system at the expense of everyone else who
follows these rules. Too often these individuals
also pose a safety hazard such as when they block
fire hydrants or crosswalks or bus—or bus stop area
or interfere with pedestrian flow when they block
sidewalks not to mention the impact on congestion,
and we all know that enforcement is too often lacking
with drivers who put items as simple and as
unofficial as vests and hats on their—on their
dashboards sometimes being allowed to park wherever
they want without fear or any consequences. Intro
927 sponsored by Speaker Johnson would direct the
creation of an electronic tracking system that would
allow traffic enforcement agents to verify that the
validity of a placard in real time. This could not
only cut down on the effectiveness of fake placards,
but also limits people’s ability to improperly share
placards and park beyond the scope of their assigned
placard. 1Intro 932 as sponsored by Council Member
Chin will require the city employees who abuse their
placard have been revoked. Proposed Intro 596-A as
sponsored by Council Member Williams would increase

the penalty for using a fake placard. Intro 314,
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 10
which I have introduced would require quarterly
reporting on placard abuse and Intro 942 as sponsored
by Council Member Koo, would require DOT to publish a
comprehensive plan evaluating the current placard
program in order to make sure that placards are being
issued only when necessary. Intro 887 introduced by
Council Member Gjonaj will require that communities
be informed and consulted whenever potentially
disruptive change will be made to their streets
whether the changes are permanent or temporary. DOT
is already required to perform similar notification
before changes involving bike lines, parking meters
and major transportation projects. Council Member
Deutsch has introduced Intro 84, which will require—
will require DOT to post information about when the
school zone parking regulations are in effect for a
particular school in an attempt to clarify a common
source of confusion to drivers, And finally Intros
445 and 925 also sponsored by Council Member Deutsch
would sustain alternative side parking areas where a
film shoot and street resurfacing limits the normal
amount available parking. I would now like to invite

Council Member Levine to say a few words. We’ll try
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 11
to keep it short because we also have a press
conference at 12:00.

COUNCIL MEMBER LEVINE: Thank you,
member—thank you Chair Rodriguez for this hearing on
so many important topics. I want to speak on the
crisis of congestion that’s afflicting the city.
It’s affecting our economy, our environment, our
health and safety. It is partly driven by the flood
or commuters who bring their cars into the city every
morning, dump them on the streets and hop on our
subways. They are taking advantage of free curb
space in our residential neighborhoods. They are
adding to congestion, and they are displacing local
residents, and they’re doing it for free. These
commuters could take the sub—could take commuter
trains or commuter buses or carpool or simply pay for
a parking garage like others, and they don’t, and we
want to change that residential parking permits are
the tool to do it. Cities around the country have
such programs and New York is almost alone in not
offering this as an option to communities who want
it, and we’re going to need it more than ever if and
when we pass congestion pricing and I hope we do

Oth

because the coordinate 6 Street is going to create
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 12
yet a more-a stronger incentive for commuters to dump
their cars north of the line on the west side, on the
east side in Northern Manhattan, in Washington
Heights. You see it already. 1It’s going to be
accelerated by congestion pricing. So the time to
act is now, and that’s why I’'m pleased to be
sponsoring Intro 848, which would allow for the
creation of residential parking permit zones
according to community demand in Manhattan north of
60" Street, which is the area that would be covered
by congestion pricing. I want to thank the Chair for
holding this hearing today, and for including this
Intro on the docket. Thank you.

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Thank you,
Council Member. Before we start hearing testimony
from the Administration, I would like to ask again
the Administration, NYPD and DOT to please be sure
that you leave your representative here as after we
finish, we will hear testimony from members,
advocates of the press including Thomas Saul. (sp?)
Robert Rolf and Jane Tillman Irving who is also the
President of the New York Press Club. So, with that,
I would like to welcome the representative of the

Administration who are here with us today. Thank you
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 13
for being here, and I will ask the Committee Counsel
to administer the affirmation, and then invite you to
deliver your testimony.

LEGAL COUNSEL: Good morning. Please
raise your right hand. Do you affirm to tell the
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth in
your testimony before this subcommittee and to
respond honestly to Council Member questions?

MARGARET FORGIONE: I do.

LEGAL COUNSEL: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: We’ll ask—[pause]

MARGARET FORGIONE: Good morning, Chair
Rodriguez and members of the Transportation
Committee. I am Margaret Forgione Chief Operations
Officer at the New York City Department of
Transportation. With me today are Deputy
Commissioner for Traffic Operation, Josh Benson, and
Assistant Commissioner for Intergovernmental and
Community Affairs Rebecca Zach. Together with our
colleagues, Deputy Chief Michael Pilecki and Oleg
Chernyavsky, NYPD and Chief Ed Grayson, Director of
DSNY’s Bureau of Cleaning of Collection, we are
please to be here to testify on behalf of Mayor de

Blasio on a number of bills before the Council on the
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 14
issue of parking. I will begin by talking about the
three proposals to require DOT to create residential
parking permits or RPP. I will then address several
bills that deal with preventing misuse of city-issued
parking permits or placards before turning to the
remaining bills. First, a little background DOT’s
administration of curbside parking in New York City.
With approximately 76 million linear feet of curb in
New York City, DOT believe curb space is a shared
public resource that should be managed to safely
benefit multiple users including local businesses,
bus riders, pedestrians, bike riders and drivers,
both visitors and residents alike. When it comes to
parking DOT maintains over 85,000 metered spaces.
Additional non-metered parking may be subject to
alternate side parking or ASP regulations or with no
posted restriction, but still subject to general
provisions of the law on parking on public streets,
and just as population density land use and car
owners spread very widely over the city the amount of
type of available parking varies widely by
neighborhood type as well, but the vast majority of
curb space citywide is available for residential

parking. In many areas the greatest percent of curb
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 15
space 1is provided for the storage of personal
vehicles. 1In recent years, we have accomplished one
major transformation of our metered parking system,
one of the largest in the world through the
transition to muni-meters. We are not exploring a
second transformation toward an integrated license
plate based electronic payment and permit management
and enforcement solution. The rollout of the Park
NYC Pay by Cell Program was the first step in this
process, which could allow for much more efficient
and fraud resistant parking enforcement. Now,
residential parking permits. Intros 848 by Council
Member Levine, 857 by Chair Rodriguez, and 898 by
Council Member Moya each directs DOT to create an RPP

system in Manhattan north of 60"

Street citywide and
in East Elmhurst, Queens respectively. Each of the
otherwise identical bills would direct DOT to
determine areas, times of days and days of the week
in which such a system would apply as well as the
fees while requiring that at least 20% of spaces
within such areas are available to non-residents for
short-term parking, and that permits may not be

required for streets adjacent to commercial, office

or retail use. An RPP system for New York City has an
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 16
understandable appeal and is not a new idea.

However, I would caution that DOT has consulted with
our counterparts around North America and report that
for cities with such programs the benefits are
elusive, and in many cases they have downsized for
some residents, businesses and visitors that can be
challenging to manage. So, today we’ll put forward
several cautions for anyone considering such
proposals. First, while we are always receptive to
reviewing varying interpretations of the law, the
city’s long held understanding is that any RPP
program would require state authorization. The New
York Court of Appeals has made it clear that in the
absence of specific authorization, localities are
prohibited from restricting highway use including
parking based on residency. Consistent with our
judicial determination, more than a dozen other towns
and cities have implemented residential parking
programs in New York State after receiving express
approval from the State Legislature. Setting aside
the legal limitations, RPP programs pose a
significant question of equity. They favor local
residents’ ability to store their cars in the program

area, often one with good access to transit while
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 17
restricting the ability of others to park in the
area. These others can include those who may lack
access to good transit and maybe more car dependent,
and are driving to the area in order to then access
transit or nearby jobs, schools or services. Now,
turning to the all important question of efficacy.
The appeal of the RPP program is based on the idea
that if a significant portion of parkers are non-
residents, prior to the introduction of the program,
requiring permits can make it easier for residents to
find parking. However, previous observations by DOT
have indicated that there may be fewer outsider
vehicles in New York City neighborhoods than people
may perceive with many actually belonging to local
residents. Rather, in New York City on-street
parking scarcity is mainly driven by the large number
of resident owned vehicles compared to the number of
spaces available. If a supply or permits
significantly exceeds the number of parking spaces in
a zone, the permit is no guarantee of parking
availability. Just a permit that residents must now
obtain for the privilege of circling the block
looking for parking exactly as they did before. 1In

this case, only a system that incorporates either
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 18
rationing or pricing to control the number of permits
will actually ease the search for parking meaning
waitlists or mechanisms such as auctioning.

Designing a permit system would involve many other
difficult decisions and management issues. First,
would be weather and how communities opt in based on
criteria, and what the size and location of zones
would be. Hours of operation would need to be
determined, day time, overnight, weekdays, weekends,
and would have a lot to with the intended goals of
the program. Decisions about drawing zone boundaries
would also be key to the goals and operations of any
program, but could also become entangled in the
politics of perceived neighborhood boundaries. Any
system would best—would be best targeted to where it
is most likely to produce a benefit. Areas with high
parking demand driven chiefly by out-of-area parkers
rather than the high number of cars owned by
residents themselves, and ideally, there would be
other transportation options equitably available to
those out-of-area drivers. But this reality might not
prevent residents of neighborhoods that are not good
candidates from campaigning for permits nonetheless

were the city to have a program. Furthermore, in
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 19
much of the city, the division between clearly
residential and commercial areas is less defined than
in many other places, and even in purely residential
areas there are many legitimate uses of the curb that
are challenging to deal with in an RPP system. Home
healthcare workers, people making deliveries and
building repairs, family visiting from out of town,
local residents who rent a car from time to time and
people shopping at nearby businesses, and if demand
for permits exceeds supply, or if the price is
significant, we would have to consider various claims
for hardship or other exemptions as well as the
question of whether an applicant’s possession of off-
street parking should be a factor in whether they
receive a permit. Likewise, managing any system of
visitor passes would be logistically complicated. 1In
speaking with the other cities with RPP, this is one
of the biggest challenges. This is an area where
fraud is an issue and other cities have had to
contend with illicit trade of permits. Finally,
while costs would depend heavily on exactly what
approach is used and for how much of the city, any
system would be a significant and costly undertaking,

and would require substantial new enforcement. With
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 20
numerous trade-offs and limits the potential
benefits, DOT would caution against an RPP program.
Now, turning to the topic of placard misuse. This
Administration shares the goal of comprehensive
electronic tracking of permits as well as clear
policies for their distribution and welcomes the
conversation about increased penalties for misuse.
We, therefore, support the intent of Intros 927 by
the Speaker, 932 by Council Member Chin, 942 by
Council Member Koo, and 596-A by Council Member
Williams. DOT is taking the necessary steps to track
all the permitted issues electronically in a data
base that can be made available to enforcement
agents. The technology upgrades to our Parking
Permit application funded in the Fiscal 19 Budget
will advance that. I would note that Intro 927
chares DOT with tracking all city issues placards,
but should recognize the role of both NYPD and DOE as
issuing agencies as well, and if the city built any
such system, it would have to be done hand-in-hand
with NYPD as the enforcement agency that would
actually utilize it. Placard reform is a citywide
effort. Likewise, Intro 942, which requires a

comprehensive plan for a permit distribution
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 21
necessary for essential government services should
also recognize the role of these two agencies, and of
the 13,849 agency placards DOT issues, only 497 are
for our own vehicles. The several dozen other
agencies for whom we issue the remainder would need
to be consulted. When it comes to placard misuse, on
May 22°¢, DOT held a public hearing on a proposed
traffic rule to create a new violation for misuse of
placards and the use of fraudulent placards. As a
parking violation, having this rule available to
NYPD’s agents to use when conducting parking
enforcement, would allow a charge specific to the
placard use rather than just the parking infraction
as 1is currently the case. This will allow us to
capture data on the extent of a problem and more
readily take action to revoke permits for misuse.
Now, turning to the other bills before the committee
today, first on Chair Rodriguez’s bill to provide
parking privileges for press vehicles, Intro 332, we
defer to NYPD on the significant enforcement
questions they raised in previous testimony about
this version of the legislation, and we are willing
to continue our dialogue with you, Chair Rodriguez to

explore if there are workable solutions to address
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 22
the intention of the bill. Second, three bills deal
with enforcement and suspension of ASP, or Alternate
Side Parking regulations. Intro 910 by Chair
Rodriguez would allow drivers to remain parked on the
restricted side of the street as long as the driver
remains in the vehicle and readily moves for an
approaching sweeper as well as to re-park their
vehicle on the restricted side of the street before
the 90-minute street cleaning period expires provided
the sweeper has already cleaned the street. Intro
445 by Council Member Deutsch would temporarily
suspend ASP regulations on streets adjacent to a
filming permit that results in a loss of parking
while Intro 935 also Council Member Deutsch would
suspend alternate side regulations within a five-
block radius of DOT resurfacing operations that
likewise results in temporary parking loss. I will
start by saying the impact of these proposals on
sanitation operations 1is the first consideration.
Sanitation believes that their street sweeping
vehicles are the most effective tool in the city’s
street cleaning arsenal. Clean streets are a vital
part of healthy vibrant communities, and Alternate

Side Parking Regulations are a critical part of
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 23
Sanitation’s work to keep our streets clean.
Sanitation believes that these bills would severely
hamper their ability to clean our streets, and would
be difficult to operationalize. 1Intro 910 also does
not account for the fact the sweepers sometimes pass
more than once during the ASP period, and I likewise
defer to NYPD on the very significant enforcement
problem raised by Intro 910. All three bills
introduced uncertainty among drivers, enforcement
officers and adjudicators about whether a particular
regulation is or was enforced, and the Department of
Finance believes that it would be challenging to
verify i1f the circumstances presented in the
legislation actually took place. Regarding Intro 445
and 935 to temporarily suspend ASP rules, the
Department of Finance believes these bills would
raise serious adjudication issues due to the
difficulty of knowing whether or not the regulation
was, in fact, suspended at a particular time and
place and DOF has previously testified on these
concerns regarding this version of Intro 445. Unlike
temporary citywide suspensions on certain holidays
for example, both film permits and street closures

associated with DOT resurfacing are at very specific,
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 24
varied and constantly changing times and locations
across the city. On the side of the administering
agency, DOT in the case of 935, it may sound like a
basic task to determine which blocks are subject to
temporary suspension under the proposed laws in order
to post notices or to direct our permittee to post
them or film—the Department of Films permittee to
post them in the case of film permits. But each
determination requires a parking loss analysis and
interpretation of what ASP regulations are affected
given the city’s varied street grid and geography,
and temporary signs could be subject to fraud or
tampering and would need to be removed promptly as
well. Third, Intro 84 by Council Member Deutsch deals
with parking regulations associated with school
hours. This bill seeks to make it easier and clearer
for motorists to know if a school day’s based
regulation is enforced or not, and DOT is willing toe
explore this issue with the Council member. However,
it could challenging to compile an online list of
exact days and times each individual school in the
city is in session. DOT would depend on DOE for this
information, and in the case of non-DOE schools a

feasible mechanism to obtain it may not exist.
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 25
Another route DOT could take would be standardize the
definition of school day, but the Council should be
warned that this would likely result in net loss of
allowed non-school parking availability. Finally, I
would like to discuss Intro 887 by Council Member
Gjonaj regarding the notice and contents before
certain street changes. On the Notice and Comment
periods for community boards, Council Members and
BIDs, for certain types of street uses—street use
changes lasting more than a week proposed by the
legislation, I will say the following: Overall DOT
incorporates different levels of community input and
dialogue often extensive on many projects because it
can result in better designs and implementations.
However, lengthy comment and discussion before taking
any is not always the best or most appropriate
approach, and statutory notice and comment
requirements can delay needed improvements and make
it difficult for the agency to respond in an agile
and responsive way to community and Council Member
requests. Should this move—should this bill move
forward, attention should be paid to avoid creating
duplicative and conflicting requirements with

existing law and Ad Code, particularly 19-101.2, the
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 26
Major Transportation Projects Law; 19-167.4, the Muni
Meter Requirement; and 19-187, the Bike Lane
Requirement, and to avoid an increasingly complicated
set of notice and comment requirements for different
types of projects. I will finish by saying that with
so much density of people and activity, we all know
competition is very fierce for the many uses of the
curb in New York City. At DOT we are continually
improving and innovating how we manage this valuable
resource safely and efficiently for the greatest
benefit while balancing all of those competing uses.
After you hear from my NYPD colleagues, I would be
happy to answer any questions. Thank you.

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: [off mic] Thank
you—[on mic] and we will continue, and also I would
like to acknowledge that we’ve been joined by Council
Members Espinal, Levin, Rose, Cabrera, Gjonaj, Koo,
Deutsch, Chin, Richards and Powers.

OLEG CHERNYAVSKY: Good morning Chair
Rodriguez and members of the council. I am Oleg
Chernyavsky the Director of Legislative Affairs for
the New York City Police Department. In addition to
my colleagues from the Department of Transportation

and the Department of Sanitation, I'm joined here
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 277
today by Deputy Chief Michael Pilecki, Commanding
Officer of the NYPD Traffic Enforcement District. On
behalf of Police Commissioner James P. O’'Neill, I
wish to thank the Council for the opportunity to
comment on a few of the bills that are before the
Council today. Before discussing several of the
bills under consideration, I want to discuss one of
the topics of today’s hearing. At its core, the
issuance of parking permits to our personnel is for
the purpose of aiding in the delivery of public
services. We acknowledge that at times there have
been abuses of these permits by personnel from our
department as well as other agencies. We take this
seriously because taking advantage of this system
erodes faith in the integrity of local government and
violates the public trust. Moreover, when drivers
misuse these parking permits and block crosswalks,
fire hydrants, or bicycle or bicycle lanes they
endanger public safety as well. Preventing the
misuse of permits is important to keep a healthy flow
of traffic, and to ensure the citizens can safely
traverse the city. The department is working to help
stem incidents of abuse. 1In 2017, the department

dedicated a 116 personnel to ticketing those who
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 28
abuse their parking permits and those who
fraudulently obtained parking permits. When city
employees park their automobiles illegally, including
members of this department, and it is clearly not
necessary to further the mission of their agency, our
personnel will issue a summons for the parking
violation. If it is a fraudulent placard or traffic—
our traffic enforcement agents are directed o have
the car towed at which point—at which point the
placard is seized. Over the last year we have nearly
doubled the amount of summonses issued to vehicles
parked illegally with the city issued parking placard
including a substantial jump in summonses for the
misuse of law enforcement placards. While we have
more work to do, we are undertaking these efforts to
help ensure city streets are kept clear and that
privileges are not abused. I would like to provide
my comments on the following bills under
consideration that are of interest to the department.
Intro 314 would require the department to compile
quarterly reports regarding the misuse of parking
permits. As you may know, over the last 4-1/2 years
the department has worked with the Council to enact

numerous reporting bills. While we are supportive of
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 29
increase in transparency, we would like to engage in
conversations with the Council on the frequency of
this report and we look forward to working with the
Council on including data points that the department
currently has or could reasonably begin collecting.
Requirements in this bill to report on the number of
complaints received in regard to and descriptions of
parking permit misuse cannot currently be
accomplished with our existing capabilities. Intro
332 would permit press vehicles to park anywhere
except where standing or stopping is prohibited to
all vehicles if they are covering a news event or a
matter of public concern. The bill also prohibits
city employees from parking in spaces dedicated to
the press unless—unless it is their on-duty emergency
vehicle. The department testified on a similar bill
in 2016, and at the time raised significant
operational concerns. These concerns have not been
addressed by this legislation. As was stated in
2016, it will be impossible for an officer or a
traffic enforcement agent to determine whether
parking press—whether a parked press vehicle is
covering a news event or a matter of public concern.

The determination as to what is or is not a news
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 30
event should not be left to a patrol-patrol officer
of TEA. I believe we can all agree that the commands
for the First Amendment could be frustrated if we
have to rely on an ad hoc determination of what
constitutes a newsworthy—what counts—what counts as
newsworthy. While the department currently makes
accommodations for members of the press covering news
events as a matter of routine, moving forward we
remain committed to working with stakeholders to
further improve press access. Additionally, while
non-emergency vehicles are already prohibited from
parking in spots designated for press vehicles, we
are committed to reminding our personnel about this
parking prohibition, and can increase enforcement to
ensure compliance if necessary. Intro 887 would
require city agencies to provide notice whenever
there is a major traffic change that eliminates one
or more lanes for at least four days of—four hours a
day, or at least a week-for at least a week. The
department understands the goals behind this
legislation, but it’s concerned that it may
potentially inhibit the department’s ability to
effectively control traffic. The department needs

the flexibility to amend traffic patterns as needed
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COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 31
especially during large scale events such as when the
United Nations General Assembly is in session or a
presidential visit is taking place in the city.

These instances sometimes require fluid and ongoing
assessments of traffic needs, which this bill could
prevent from occurring. We think that the goals of
this legislation can be accomplished with a broader
exemption in the bill that addresses these concerns.
Intro 910 would prohibit the issuance of parking
summonses to vehicles parked on a roadway during
street cleaning times when either the driver is
inside the car and can move it, or the street has
already been cleaned beneath the vehicle. This bill
presents some operational challenges for the
department. Generally TEAs do not know when the
street sweeper has already passed through unless they
happen to observe it. It is not possible for TEAs to
follow a sweeper as a sweeper can finish a block in—
in the time it takes to write a single summons.
Additionally, the Department of Sanitation may
require certain streets get swept more than once, a
scenario no accounted for in the legislation. Intro
942 would require the Department of Transportation to

develop a comprehensive plan for the issuance of
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parking permits. The department believes in
reforming the parking—parking permit system.

However, we’re concerned with the legislation as it
leaves the determination of how many parking permits
the NYPD requires to another agency. Moreover, we’re
additionally concerned that this plan can freeze in
place the number of permits that the department is
permitted to use, which would inhibit our often
needed flexibility in allocating our resources.

While we value the partnerships we have developed
with DOT, the department has significant security
concerns with Intro 927 as it would place information
about our vehicles and police officers in a
centralized database that is not in the department’s
control. The system proposed in the legislation—in
the legislation, outsources the department’s ability
to control the confidentiality of these records.
Setting aside these concerns, as a significant amount
of work would need to be done to build out a backend
system that would allow traffic agents access to such
a database through their handheld devices and we
would need to consider how police officers would gain
access to this data—to this data as they do not use

handheld devices. Finally, Intro 932 would as a
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matter of law require that the revocation of a
parking permit--would require the revocation of a
parking permit if a driver is found guilty of
misusing their parking permit three or more times in
a year, using a fraudulent permit or other
violations. While the department embraces increased
enforcement and accountability for those who abuse
the parking permit system, the revocation of an
agency issued permit is best left for the agency’s
internal disciplinary process. In addition, the NYPD
has a large contingent of pool cars that are used by
a wide variety of personnel. In these instances,
parking permits are issued to the vehicle not the
individual. The NYPD cannot revoke a permit issued
to a vehicle that is used by multiple personnel
without disrupting agency operations. Thank you for
the opportunity to discuss these bills today. My
colleagues and I are happy to answer any questions
you may have.

CHATIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: So, I have a few
questions—many questions, but I'm only going to be
asking a few. My colleagues also has questions.

First of all, with the press—with the press parking
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permit, how many vehicles do we have raised here
today with New York City press plates? [pause]

OLEG CHERNYAVSKY: Yeah, I think that’s
data that the DMV has, the state agency. We can try
to get a hold of that for you after the hearing. I
don’t have that data with me.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Okay, and just
for the record the last information that we got like
six years ago was that in the whole state of New York
only 2,300 vehicles has New York Press plates, and
for the city of New York in the five boroughs there
was only 1,300. So, for the conversation especially
of those of us that understand that congestion is a
problem that we got thousands and thousands of new
car being added with the app taxi services and other
industry. We are talking about restoring the rights
of members of the press in our city, which number is
not more than 1,500. We are not talking about
providing placard. We are talking about members of
the press that they have the New York City plate to
be allowed to park in the same are that I as a
Council Member is allowed to park. I'm allowed to
park in meters in the commercial area, in those areas

that say no parking except the loading or unloading.
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I’'m not allowed to park in those stops. I’'m not
allowed to park in those standing. (sic) I’'m just
allowed to park in certain areas. So, while we are

calling this, is to be in the same place. It’s about
we especially since this has been covering the social
media, and I know that someone I’ve been working with
the Vision Zero with a PA and Families for Safer
Streets If we don’t work the message right, we’ve
been thinking about or we’re talking about adding
thousands and thousands of placards in the street. We
are addressing an issue that we have right now, which
is members of the press and again, the number—I'm not
getting into the number, how high or low those
numbers are. I know that the NYPD is also open to
have this conversation, but for the city of New York
to be part of this conversation, we’re talking about
restoring the rights of members of the press to park
their vehicles when they’re covering the news in
those areas in the street that is designated for
commercial for meters for those that say no parking
unless it’s a loading or unloading. So, we’re clear
with that call right?

OLEG CHERNYAVSKY: Yes.
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CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Okay, and—and we
also understand that and again, you need to check
with the number, we had the number. The last one
that we got was like 5, two years ago, and I will
share and I know that you can check with the—the
Department of Motor Vehicles, but we—it’s a low
number of vehicles that we’re talking on this issue.
With the parking after Sanitation clean the streets,
this is not about if we can do it or no. This is
about $25 million that count in revenue with a ticket
that we give everyday to hardworking New Yorkers,
Commissioners. We had this conversation under the
previous administration, and there was, you know, the
moment when we established designating those—that
time for Sanitation, the men and women of Sanitation
Department to clean the streets there was not GPS.
Before the snow storm, there was no GPS. When we are
confused because we didn’t know when will we do a
plot in the snow, and the previous administration
installed GPS in all sanitation trucks with apps
being part of our city. Knowing when a Sanitation
truck in the street. Let’s assume it is some
challenges, but first of all, all of them they had

GPS. We should be able to know when they clear
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because you both, they know when they’re cleaning.
You keep track of those information. So the
challenges are knowing when the street is clean. You
know, let’s take it out of the conversation because
the technology is being already installed in all
sweeping trucks, and we should be able to know when
those sweeping trucks are in the streets. Please
don’t use the argument that it goes twice to clean
the street because ask any neighborhood when the
Sanitation trucks go trucks, and that’s my question.
How often does that happen? [pause]

EDWARD GRAYSON: Good morning.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Please say your
name?

EDWARD GRAYSON: Oh, I’'m Edward Grayson,
Director of BCC, Bureau of Cleaning and Collection
for DSNY. Thank you. To address your question,
technology does exist in a portion of our fleet that
does new tracking. With regard to how many times
empirically do we make a second pass, in all
honestly, sir, that is conditioned prevalent wherein
sometimes a street needs a second pass. Sometimes it
doesn’t. It happens. That’s how the routes are

designed to give us the flexibility to go back
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because for example in the fall season when we have
the leaves that fall, you know, sometimes we have to
make multiple passes or use a second broom to go out
and collect all the leaves that are in the—the
parking line. Our primary mission is just clean
streets. We—with the reduction from years ago from
three hours down to 90 minutes or what the segments
are that was already a concession. We the Department

of Sanitation completely understands the need of the

citizens for parking. We completely respect it. It
impacts us. I'm a lifelong Queens residents who has
had Tuesday and Wednesday. I’'ve been moving my car

my whole life. My father has been doing it for 55
years. So, I get it, we get it, the department, but
our primary goal is to clean the street, and the
opportunity to go back or give additional service as
needed. Condition prevalent is critical for our
mission.

CHATIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: 100%, gquality of
life is a top priority for our city, and I think that
at the time when we put the law in place that doesn’t
allow drivers to park their vehicle during those nine

minutes. There was not technology at that time, and—




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 39
and again, my question is how often does the sweeping
truck go twice in our city?

EDWARD GRAYSON: I wouldn’t have a—a
statistic I could quote because like I said, it is
really contingent on the day. It could be on every
route in a single day that a single block needed a
second pass, and the key thing with the technology,
sir, that you mentioned is that while the technology
would certainly offer us the ability to see where the
truck has passed, it wouldn’t tell us whether or not
the street was cleaned. Just that the—the broom has
passed. It is the operator who reports back to his
supervisor via two-way radio that is also equipped in
all of our trucks whether or not there was compliance
on the block or there were parked cars impeding the
way and/or whether or not there was the—the sediment
or the debris on it that needed address—you know
addressing. That would be lost in legislation that
solely relied on a GPS pane. We could certainly
probably devise a system to say where we’ve been like
the plow trucks. However, it would not tell us
whether or not the street was actually clean.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Can we agree that

during those 90 minutes, when drivers are not allowed
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to park even though Sanitation is cleaning the
street, if we’re worrying about it’s clear, it
doesn’t make sense for drivers to be allowed to park.
[pause]

EDWARD GRAYSON: If the street were
clean, our main goal for Sanitation is that the
street is clean. However, I wouldn’t—I can’t argue
that and nor would I nor would anybody rationally.
However, I wouldn’t know on any given moment when
that exactly was the case as opposed that the street
was cleaned and they should go back or what. I don’t
know how that would be managed on such a global
scale.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: But do we agree
that let’s say the driver takes a chance, and the
driver parked the car in the street that he thought
that it was clean, but it was not, and he got a
ticket. Does it make sense that we’ve been
comfortable the street is clean already, and the
driver parked the car. A police officer—again that
is my daily (sic) boroughs. Sanitation should not be
given a ticket when they know that the street is

cleaned?
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EDWARD GRAYSON: I would agree that a
clean street is our main priority. I don’t know that
on any given day again condition prevalence or I
wouldn’t know. We—we—one can argue that at the right
time of day when a mechanical broom passes, there is
somewhat of a wet trail. I think many could argue
that they’ve seen that in their area where—Dbecause we
used the water on the sides for dust suppression and
whatnot. However, in the afternoon during the summer
on a 90-degree day does that still exist about five
minutes when the sum has had a chance to evaporate
that wet trail. So, again, I would agree with you
that that when all things are perfect, a clean street
should probably allow curb access especially if I
have it clean. I'm—I'm—that’s mine—that’s the
department’s main concern. However, I think that
will be a tough thing to actually apply unilaterally
2 months a year throughout the city to have parking
regulations.

CHATIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: I understand it
but, you know, we did the hand shake yesterday for
our budget, and I know that we rely on the men and
women of Sanitation like to do traffic to go out and

raise their revenue, and we know that those 90
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minutes represents $25 million in tickets and we are
the ones as a city that is saying you got to go out
and give those tickets. My question is i1if the street
is clean, and the men and women in the Sanitation
Department and traffic and the NYPD know that it’s
clean, why should we give the ticket?

EDWARD GRAYSON: Sir, I don’t know that
in all cases—the agents are not robots. I think that
some of them clearly indicate discretion. I know
that the men and women of Sanitation since our main
priority is cleaning the street, many times show
discretion all the time when people—you don’t just
blindly write tickets. 1It’s only when there was an
obstruction something that prevented us from
achieving the goal. So, I would agree personally
that when all things are great and it’s clean and
everything happened, what I would say to you, sir, is
that it would very hard for anyone who’s an enforcing
authority of that rule to pull that off, and further,
the 90-minutes is—surely has a dollar value. You
would know it probably better than I do. However,
that 90 minutes is actually how I can try to clean

the streets. The dollar value is not my--
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CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: [interposing] I—
I-I just—I Jjust believe that, you know, I’'m going
stop there on that question because for me it’s about
we as a city are balancing and giving more value to
those $25 million that we raised giving tickets.
Even though we send the men and women, we give
instructions to go out and hoping to raise the
revenue by giving, taking a street even though we
know that the street has been cleaned. So, that
we’re giving the most value to those $25 million than
the time of the hard working New Yorkers that had to
be going around sitting in the car, idling the car.
If it’s winter to have the heat, even the air
condition if it’s hot. Yes, because we need to raise
those $25 million. So, I hope again that we can work
on this. Technology is there, that we understand
that challenge is always is part of our city, but we
understand that in 2018 when we have the technology
we should allow derivers to park the car after
Sanitation cleans the street. We are even giving
tickets to drivers who are inside the car waiting.
Even though the sweeping truck is passing by, we are
going now sending people to give tickets to those

drivers that they are inside the car ready to move it
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when the sweeping truck will pass by. So, I just hope
that we can continue this conversation. This is very
important citywide because, you know, we understand
that we need this money, but at the same time the
technology is there, and we need to be able to, you
know, I hope to come out with some conclusion on how
to allow New Yorkers to able to park the car after
Sanitation truck clean the street. How can we—how
can we deal with the placard abuse that we have in
our city, and I know that we heard from the Mayor. We
were in the press conference, and just said that
there’s going to be one of the probably new
announcement that we will make in a couple of weeks.
Some plan with this. Can you highlight to us what
direction are we going on potential solution to the
placard abuse that we have in our city.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay, thank you
Chair. So, first and foremost we very much share
your concerns and those of the other Council Members
and the—the city at large about placard issues and
abuse and we’re very committed as the Mayor has said
on several occasions to making some good strides in
this area, and we will have in the coming weeks some

announcements with more specifics, but I would just
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like to review what we have done so far. So, we have
done several things. First of all, we have reduced

the number of permits issued to various plates.
Various plates are just what they sound like. They
can be used on different types of vehicles. There
are some good reasons for various plates, but at the
same time, it can open the pathway to-to more abuse.
So, we have reduced the numbers of various plates.
We’ve also improved accountability among the city’s
apartments. We now require a Commissioner or First
Deputy Commission sign off on certain types of
permits, and what we have seen this year with that
sort of sign-off is reduction in permits when a
Commissioner is actually looking him or herself at
the numbers of the applications being sent to DOT.
They’re saying well I'm really not comfortable
signing my name to this, and so we have reduced some
permit numbers because of that—that new requirement.
We’ve also done some enhanced tracking. We no longer
give out new permits until we have the old one in our
hands. So, we won’t have permits from 2017 floating
around 2016, you know, in the year 2018. So, we are
getting back all the old permits before a new one

will be issued. We always had that requirement, but
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we’re sort of playing a little more hard ball with
the departments on that regard. Then, we’ve also
enhanced security. So, we have better holograms now
that are very difficult if not impossible to
duplicate. We also have a new sleeve that will come
shortly that every permit will be put into, which
prevents duplicating and—and things of that nature.
The last thing I’'d like to mention, and then my
colleague may remember something that I’ve forgotten
is that we also are advancing our fraudulent permit
rule where now a summons can be issued by NYPD to a
vehicle where they see a fraudulent permit. This was
not the case before, and this—this rule is advancing
and that’s going to give PD another tool in their
toolbox, and then Josh. Yeah, go ahead.

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: I’11 just
Jjump in and add a couple more points. I’'m Josh
Benson, Deputy Commissioner of Traffic Operations,
DOT. There’s an area or collaboration between PD and
DOT I just want to emphasize on this point and that’s
in training. So, we do a lot of training together,
but we’ve really ramped up over the last year. One
of the elements of that is we produced an Enforcement

Guide, and this is what it looks like and it goes in
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the Summons Book of traffic enforcement agent, and
it—it walks them through all of the—the different
placards, which ones are valid, where they’re valid,
and it helps them identify fraudulent placards.

We’ve also done in-person training both at the Police
Academy and then different field locations with over
500 members of NYPD to help them identify wvalid and
phony placards, and so that’s—we think that’s really
bearing a lot of fruit and helping in PD’s efforts to
actually go out and—and do the enforcement to—to get
these back placards off the street or the misused
placards back in line.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Can you—do you
have the number and if by—if by any chance you have
it here, can you share with all of us how many
vehicles were towed last year because there were
parking areas that they were no--illegal parked—a
placard.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: Good morning
distinguished Council Members, Chairman Rodriguez.
I'm Deputy Chief Michael Pilecki, Commanding officer
of the Traffic Enforcement District, and I’1l1l just
elaborate on a couple of things that we’ve been doing

over the past year with regard to permit abuse.
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CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ:

with me the number first?

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI:

to 100.

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ:

many vehicles---placard vehicles
year?
DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI:

believe it’s 96.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ:

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI:

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ:

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI:

I'm sorry. 89.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ:

last year?
DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI:

year, within the past rolling 12

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ:

months 897

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI:

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ:

understand is too low, right?

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI:

48

But can you share

It’s—it’s about 90

[interposing] How

have been towed last

90 to 100 and I

How many?

I believe it’s 96.

It was in—-

[interposing] No,

89 this year or

within the past

months.

In the past

Yes.

Which we

Which is what?
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CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: It’s a low number
of vehicles being--

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: I don’t know that
it’s necessarily a low number. I can tell you that
the directions we give out to our traffic agents in
the field is to not only focus on the traffic flow
violations, that impact our congestion but all of our
agents are encouraged to take enforcement against
vehicles that abusing their permits. The NYPD
started a Permit Enforcement Unit in July of 2017.
Since then, they’ve issued 51,000 summonses to
permittee--

CHATIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: [interposing]
Before—before we continue, I would like to encourage
any New Yorkers who is following hearing or anyone
who have social media to invite New Yorkers to please
share with us any photos they are seeing right of any
vehicle that they seen using in—in an illegal park—
placard because, you know, I understand and the Mayor
is ready to work. The—the Police Department is ready
to work. But we know that these numbers is in the
thousands that we—this is a big issue, and that’s why
we are, you know, working together, and we hope to

have a press conference very soon with the Mayor a
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week from now to announce how we are addressing abuse
of placards. So, every day in any corner of our city
we see someone using an illegal placard, or using a
hat or using something that tries to use an agency in
order to be parked illegal in our city. So, to see
only 89, you should be alert to all that. We need to
address this issues seriously. [background comments]
Yes, go ahead.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: So, Council
Member, I-I think you’re—you’re mistaken. The 89 is—
is with respect to tows, right? There are
approximately 52,000—-52,000 summonses that were
issued in the last 12 months for illegal use of
placards. So, it’s—it’s not right to attribute 89 as
being the universe of enforcement. The universe of
enforcement is about 52,000 summonses, and then there
were 89 occasions on where the vehicles was parked in
violation and it was such that it required the
vehicle to get towed, right. So, it’s just like any
other vehicle that sometimes you could correct it
with a summons. Sometimes the vehicle is parked is
parked in way that you would tow it, and our policy
and the Chief could elaborate further is that if

based on the training that we get from DOT, based on
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the literature that our traffic agents get from DOT,
if our traffic agents identify that a placard is a
false or fraudulent placard then that vehicle is
towed, and then the placard—the fraudulent placards
is then removed, and we seize the fraudulent placard.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: I and just hope
that—I agree that you’re trying to do the best, and I
know that this has been an important issue for you.
I just know, I can give an example. 93™@ and
Riverside Drive I have seen—I used to go there to the
Montessori taking my daughter there in that area that
says no parking. You know, the—the Traffic Department
they—everyday they were towing vehicles there, just
looking at any vehicle that was parking there, any
parent getting inside the school. I know that if we
will have the same approach of towing any vehicle,
that they are using illegal placards, placards that
they should not be using the numbers should be much
higher than 89. That’s a point that I would like to
make. I’m sorry, sir.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: Okay. So, just
again what we’re doing with regard to placard
enforcement from June 1, of 17 to May 31°% of 718

again it was roughly 52,000 summonses issued to
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placarded vehicles. For the same prior the prior
year it was 29,400. So, it’s—it’s a large increase

in the number of permitted vehicles that we’re
summonses to.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Last before I call
my colleague is we do agree that we’re going to be
working together trying at least. We are open to
continued discussions about restoring the rights of
members of the press to have the right to park their
vehicle? Right?

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: Correct.

CHATIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Okay. So, Council
Member Levine and then [coughing] and then—

FEMALE SPEAKER: Good.

COUNCIL MEMBER LEVINE: Thank you, Mr.
Chair. I do want to respond to the arguments that
you made in opposition to there Residential Parking
Permit Program. You started with legal rationale.
The Council’s legal team actually says this is not a
subtle matter, but regardless, we’d be happy to go to
Albany with you, if—if state legislation is required.
The Administration is doing that on half a dozen
other fronts or more, and we’d be happy to add this

to the list of-of the city’s agenda. You talked
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about the equity issue and —-and ways that I found
somewhat strange. You talked about people who are
living in transit deserts needing to drop their cars
on places like the Upper West Side, and I think good
transit policy will stipulate if they drop their cars
at their commuter train stop, or at the commuter bus
and ride, you want to drop your car outside of the
city’s core. You don’t want to drive into the city’s
core into crowded congested neighborhoods and drop
your car. And—and frankly, I’d invite you to come up
to Washington Heights one morning, and watch all the
luxury and Mercedes and BMWs with their Jersey plates
coming across the bridge driving around looking for
parking. Kind of hard to make the equity arguments
on—on behalf of those individuals. You talked about
some difficult operational decisions and I don’t
think any of them are very difficult. You said how
would we decide what—which communities opt in? Well,
we could have the community board and the Council
Member elect to update, and as we’re doing with many
other programs. We just wrote a great program in car
sharing where that’s almost exactly similar
methodology. You talked about how difficult it would

be to determine what hours this would be in
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operation. In Manhattan it’s going to be in the
morning rush. If you can limit the morning rush,
you’re going to eliminate mot of this problem, and—
and I could go through the—the remaining practical
objections that your raised none of which I think
would be difficult to resolve, but I do want to get
to a couple of questions. How many private cars
enter Manhattan a day currently? [pause]

MARGARET FORGIONE: Sorry, we don’t have
that number handy.

COUNCIL MEMBER LEVINE: I'm told it’s
about a million. Would that be a ball park estimate?

MARGARET FORGIONE: I would—I would think
SO.

COUNCIL MEMBER LEVINE: And how many on-
street parking spots are there in Manhattan?

MARGARET FORGIONE: In Manhattan alone T
don’t have that information here.

COUNCIL MEMBER LEVINE: I'm told it’s
about 30,000. Would that be a ball park?

MARGARET FORGIONE: I don’t know.

COUNCIL MEMBER LEVINE: Right. It’s not
going to be much more than that. So, if we—we—we

don’t need to use advanced calculus to determine that
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we have too many cars coming into Manhattan for too
few parking spots, and people who live in
neighborhoods like Washington Heights and the Upper
East Side, and—and West Harlem, know that
instinctively every morning when they walk out of
their apartments. Can you estimate how many
commuters are parking in outlying neighborhoods and
then getting on the subway?

MARGARET FORGIONE: We do not have those
numbers.

COUNCIL MEMBER LEVINE: And what would
you anticipate would be the impact on this phenomena
by the—-by the implementation of congestion pricing
with the coordinate 60™ Street?

MARGARET FORGIONE: Right, so many years
ago during the first time that we were discussing
congestion pricing we were discussing residential
parking permits. So, it’s possible that, you know,
this discussion can really be revived if congestion
pricing does come to be, but the one thing I want to
point out that residential parking permits really at
a very—there’s a lot of issues and concerns, but at a
very basic level it has to be two things: One there

has to be a substantial number of people from outside
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of that community coming in, and what we’ve done in
two very small studies looking at near the Barclay
Center and near Yankee Stadium is we have determined
that people perceive a lot more outsiders coming in
than there actually are. So, plenty of New Yorkers
register their cars, and they should not outside of
the city. So, and the—and the reason we know that
this is this is the case is because we study these
vehicles during the day. We took down plate numbers
and all of that plate, you know, during the day, at
night over several days up to I believe even a week
and we saw that the same cars were consistently
parking day and night, which indicates that those are
residential vehicles. So, in many cases when—when
there’s a belief that there’s a lot of outsider
vehicles that really may not be the case. So, that’s
one thing we’d really have to confirm that there
truly are outsider vehicles. The other one is the
basic question of how many spots are available versus
how many residential people do own cars, and if the
numbers are way out of whack, the program will not be
successful. So, we liken it to like a fishing
license. You have—you have your permit, which gives

you some degree of confidence that you might get a
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spot, but in actuality you’re quite unlikely. You'’re
still going to be doing what you’re doing now,
jockeying and circling and all of that business. So,
even beyond all the other concerns I outlined in my
testimony, those are sort of the basic things that we
would have to really establish.

COUNCIL MEMBER LEVINE: I hear you on
that, and my time is up. If we don’t deal with this
now, then we’re going to face major practical and
political challenges in approval of congestion
pricing with outlying neighborhoods who I think
rightly fear that this flood will only increase once
you put a charge on 60" Street. Thank you and thank
you, Mr. Chairman.

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Thank you.
Council Member Koo.

COUNCIL MEMBER KOO: Thank you, Chair
Rodriguez. I have a couple of gquestions one for the
NYPD. So, mainly I want to ask the parking policy
around—for these pieces because in my neighborhood,
you know, 109 Precinct. I'm not criticizing him. I
just asked you the policy, okay but this is—you know,
there’s a—like a bigger than bodegas store, right,

supermarkets. They always have had time to get
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delivery because when the truck comes they’re loading
in the loading zone for there. Because with the
Office of the Police Station all the parking spots
are taken up by police. So, my question to this is
a long time problem, a long time problem. Now, what
is the official policy for all the police personal
parking around the police precincts. That’s my first
question, and my second question is addressed to DOT.
So I want to know that how many parks there in the
city in circulation now, and then what about those
permits issued by other agencies, not controlled by
the city like, you know, the federal, like the state,
are they all allowed to park in the city? Because I
notice that some people they even permits from the
FBI and they disguise him. He doesn’t fork for the
FBI. He for a volunteer of the FBI where he gets
some kind of permit. He can park like in a lot of
places. So there are all these different permits by
different agencies even outside the control of the
city. So, how—what-what—what are going to do with
it? So, Can you answer the first question first from
the NYPD? Thank you.

OLEG CHERNYAVSKY: Sure. Thank you,

Council Member. So, in terms of policy with respect
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to parking around—around precincts around the city.
So, we—we always try to be good neighbors, and
through our community Council meetings where
individuals in the community whether they be business
owners or residents in the community come forward and
speak to us about parking issues with our vehicles.
We always strive to address them. There are parts-
there are spots that are designated for police
parking by DOT by street signs. So those are
certainly spots that are allocated to a particular
precinct. Many of the precincts have parking spots as
part of the territory, the footprint of the precinct.
So there’s parking there. To the extent that parking
occurs outside of those two zones, that’s the type of
parking [bell] that we strive to encourage our and
educate our members of the service that are assigned
to the precinct to follow the parking regulations.
When necessary, if necessary those are—we issue
summonses for those vehicles and potentially
discipline for—for violation those rules.

COUNCIL MEMBER KOO: Okay, but—but how
often do you really do enforce this? How often? I

mean how much is too often?
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OLEG CHERNYAVSKY: No, I mean the—I think
the—the Chief had mentioned with the creation of the
parking placard unit that that was created I think it
was around June 1°% of last year, the number of
parking placards citywide went up about 76 to 80%,
right, the parking placard enforcement I mean. So,
we went from numbers around 29,000 to around 52,000
for the year. So there’s a steady increase. We have
a dedicated force that handles parking placard
enforcement, right, and we always encourage members—
members of the public that reside or have businesses
around a particular precinct if there are issues of
the type that you mentioned, trucks delivering to
businesses to the Community Council meeting. Let—let
us know about it. Come to the precinct. Let us know
about it, and we’re going to work with the community
to alleviate that problem.

COUNCIL MEMBER KOO: [interposing] [off
mic] Yeah, I'1ll talk with you afterwards.

OLEG CHERNYAVSKY: Thank you.

COUNCIL MEMBER KOO: [off mic] I’11 talk
with you afterwards.

OLEG CHERNYAVSKY: Thank you.

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Thank you.
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DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON:
[interposing] Okay, Council member.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Council Member
Deutsch.

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: Oh, the—the
question about the number of—

COUNCIL MEMBER KOO: [interposing] The
DOT, vyeah.

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: Yeah.

COUNCIL MEMBER KOO: About the—

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: There—there
are cards--

COUNCIL MEMBER KOO: --what is the city
to do with the other promise from other agencies?

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: Sure.

COUNCIL MEMBER KOO: From the state, from
the federal?

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: So, as Chief
Operating Officer testified, there’s about 14,000
permits that we issue to agencies, but you’re—you’re
very right to point out there’s this universe of
other, you know, they’re—they’re not always
legitimate permits. So, if someone is pretending to

work for the FBI, that’s something we take very
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seriously. That’s why we started this training
program with PD to make sure that we can do our best
to identify what is a real permit and what’s not, and
so, you know, again, we—we have the enforcement
guide. There is a federal law enforcement permit
that’s legitimate and then there are those that, you
know, people are—are making up and some of them are
more sophisticated than others, but that’s what the
training gets at us, identify what’s—what’s real and
what’s fake, and-and try to, you know, take some of
these really bogus permits off the street.

CHATIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Thank you,
Council Member. Council Member Deutsch.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Thank you,
Chair. Good morning, everyone. So, first I'd like
to speak about Intro 84, if you could—if you want to
take a look at that. Okay. $So, Intro 84 this bill
requires the Department of Transportation to post on
its website when parking regulations in school zones
are in effect. $So, this would allow—this would also
require DOT to clarify when regulations are in effect
in specific schools zones thereby freeing the parking
spots normally reserved for school employees on

holidays or during the summer months. So, as you
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know, that each public school and many private
schools have signage outside and no parking on school
days from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. and during the
summer months and holidays, but specifically during
the summer months, many of these schools don’t have
session, and we don’t—we have no clue of how many
schools don’t have sessions. So, technically if a
school doesn’t have session, you are permitted to
park adjacent to that school. Traffic agents don’t
know when school is in session and a motorist would
not know either. So, physically, the motorist would
have to walk and knock on the door, and make sure the
school is closed, and then he or she would be allowed
to park adjacent to the school. Now, when the
traffic agent comes, let’s say the school is closed
during the summer months, the traffic agent would
have to do probably the same thing, and knock on the
door, but they don’t usually get out of the vehicle.
They would write the summons, and go fight it. Have
a nice day. So, we have approximately 900 public
school buildings throughout our city, and we have
about two or three hundred private school buildings
throughout our city. So, I would all or most of them

have signage outside: No parking during school
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hours. When you call 311 to find out if a school is
in session, the operator is totally dumb struck
because there’s no information on the 311 system, and
they keep on looking for it. I’'m sorry, we have no
information on it. So, my bill is an easy fix. It
would have DOE reporting all the schools that are—are
closed during the summer season, and the same thing
would be for private schools. So, how do you
determine it? You mentioned in your testimony DOT is
going to explore this issue with the Council Members.
So, I'm willing to explore the issue right now
because the summer months—the summer is just around
the corner. So, a private school who has summer
session is required to take out a DOH permit. So,
DOH would have the information of which summer—which
private schools have summer sessions. They’re
required to take out a permit with the Department of
Health. Public schools, you mentioned that it’s very
hard to determine which schools are in session. So
shame on DOE if they don’t know which school
buildings are in session or are—have no—have no
summer session during the summer. A very easy fix.
DOE needs to figure out which schools are closed

during the summer and DOT would have to work with DOH
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to find out which private school buildings that have—
currently have that signage does [bell] don’t—doesn’t
have a DOH permit. So, all you need to do is a
little collaboration, a little partnership, and if we
do that, we could free up thousands of parking spots
throughout the city of New York. So, that’s my first
question to you. So, you said you wanted to talk
about it, so I have some solutions to that, but I’d
like to hear from you.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay, you—the number

you mentioned are a little different than the number
that we have. We have about 2,400 schools in total.
About two-thirds are DOE, and one-third are private
and parochial. So, we would, you know, we would
obviously get straight on the numbers, but we—we
believe it’s a bigger universe making it that much
more complicated. Everyday when I drive my kids to
school I pass a private school. They’re out of
school already. My kids are still in school.
They’re not in a public school, and I know the public
schools go even later, and I know that all within the
private schools and the parochial schools are not all
sort of created equal. So, all Catholic schools

don’t have identical schedules. All private schools
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don’t have identical schedules. So, all of a sudden
we’re entering a really complicated universe that we
believe would be extremely difficult to track. If
you’ re more concerned with the summertime, that might
be a place that we could focus, but I know that
certain programs have summer camps that are sort of
construed as school. It gets enormously complicated
and we don’t think it’s feasible to be able to track
it. So, if we did go down that path, what we’d
probably do is pick DOE, who probably has the most
number of school days in session, and apply that to
the whole universe, which might mean that in the case
that I just mentioned the private school that I pass
every day, they were out at the beginning of June.
My might lose the whole month of June as a local
resident, and not be able to park there because we'’re
going to sort of have like a blanket guideline for
everybody for simplicity’s sake. So, it becomes very
complicated. We’d be happy to talk with you more
about how to figure it out.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: So, do you have
much a summons—how much a summons you would know—how

much, what’s the amount of the summons if someone
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parks in front of the school? Do they have sessions
during those hours?

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: Not off the top of
my head.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Over $1007?

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: No, not off the
top of my head.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: So, we'’re
talking about if a summer school, let’s say a private
school, the hours. Let’s say your signage outside
says 8:00 to 5:00 and they end at 4:00. That’s fine.
They have summer sessions. So, you should not be
parking there anyway the whole day because there’s
summer sessions. You cannot determine if they leave
early, if they end at 5:00. That’s fine. I’'m not
talking about that. I’'m talking about if there is a
building the school building that is closed for the
summer, right. If they are open, if it’s a non-
public school they are required to have a DOH permit.
So, DOH would have old information of every private
school. Let’s—let’s finish with that. Now, public
schools. If a public school building has no summer
session, there’s no day camp there. There’s no

school, after school program, there’s no summer
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school, that building is closed. It’s closed. The
only one you would find there is the custodian. The
custodian can find himself or herself a spot. So, if
a building is closed for the summer, that building
should—that—adjacent to that school, you should be
allowed to par there. End of Story. So, it’s DOH
for private schools. 1It’s DOE for public schools.
All need them is to report it, and once they report
it online 311 would then have that information.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay. S0, we are
more than happy to talk more with you and with DOE,
and DOH to see how to potentially manage this.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: But do you agree
with me? I just want--

MARGARET FORGIONE: [interposing] I love
the concept of more-—more parking availability for
everybody. Absolutely.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Okay, thank you.
So, that is one. My second, though, is Intro 445.
So, Intro 445 is the board requires the Department of
Transportation to suspend alternate side parking
within 200 feet of a film shoot site. Film shoots
can often occupy dozens of community parking spots

and providing drivers with spaces that would not
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otherwise be available will reduce the negative
impact upon the neighborhood. So, when—when the city
issues the permits for a film shoot so that block
gets signage, right. You post signs on the block
saying that the street is closed. Who does the
posting?

MARGARET FORGIONE: So, my understanding
with film permits is that the Mayor's Office of Media
and Entertainment allows the permittee, the film
company to post that signage.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Okay. Do you
know how much the city gets paid for a film shoot
permit?

MARGARET FORGIONE: I do not know.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Okay. S0, you
salid that whoever takes the permit hangs up the
signage. Who determines the days the permits get—get
issued?

MARGARET FORGIONE: The Mayor’s Office of
Film in this case.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Do they work
with DOT on that?

MARGARET FORGIONE: On occasion certain

areas that need more coordination. Yes.
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COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Okay. So, I
believe it’s a substantial amount of money that the
city receives when a street is closed. We don’t have
no one here—anyone here from the Mayor’s Office. We
cannot determine how much that is, but when you
receive money or—and when you—when you issue a
permit, and to a film company, and they have the
money to pay because the city gets a substantial
amount of money for that, and now they are required
to hang up signage on their block. You take the same
person or you hire someone else, and you Jjust—if the
streets adjacent to that area has street suspensions,
ASP, then that same—those same individuals would work
with DOT, and part of the—their requirement would be
to hang up signage 200 feet in each direction and
basically saying that the street is suspended. So,
that’s one option. Option No. 2 is that the city
should not issue permits in the area during the times
when street cleaning is in effect. So, we could go
both ways. Either my bill is a good bill because
then you will hang up signage if alternate side of
the street parking is in effect. You’ll have them
put up signage and you could determine what kind of

signs, plastic cover signs. This way it doesn’t fall
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down in the rain, or just issue a permit and I will
pull back my bow if you only issue a permit when
alternate sides is already—is already suspended in—in
those areas. So, this way people don’t have to
driver around looking for parking. Now, when people
driver around looking for parking, Vision Zero you’re
putting bike lanes all over the place, right. Bikers
need bike lane. It has to make sense. DOT is
putting Select Bus Services all over the city. They
have a whole team of people working on that. We'’re
improving it. We’re trying to [coughs]—we’re trying
to reduce the amount of tragedies and the amount of
accidents. So, just six months ago I went to this
event, and I had to drive around, and we’re talking
about permits here. With the permit I always look
for legal spots. Okay, and I will challenge the
press if they could find new parking at a pump or
fire hydrant or a bus stop. I always look for a legal
spot. I drove around 15 times, and I—walking to the
event. There were 400 people there. So, I just
thought to myself if half of those people were
driving like me looking for legal spots, you have 200
people driving around. It causes congestion. It

causes pollution. Puts more people at risk, puts
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bicyclists at risk, puts pedestrians at risk, and
just increases accidents because you have more cars
driving around. So, we need to reduce the amount of
time people are driving around, and a way to do that
and I could say in Southern Brooklyn you could do
whatever you want to improve the transportation. We
have cars in Southern Brooklyn. You’re not taking
away their cars. We just—the City Council just put
money into Transportation to improve the MTA, and all
that is a process. People have vehicles. You’'re not
going to tell people, you know, you can’t drive. You
go use a bike. Many people in my district use bikes
and I commend them for that, and I think it’s a good
idea, but many people, many other people have cars.
We need to reduce the amount of people—of—of time
people are driving around, and by suspending this,
would help, you know, those motorists and pedestrians
and the pollution, everything the congestion and
everything else because you’re not restricting
parking around this. So, you’re going to mention
that--

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: [0ff mic] Council

Member, can you--
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COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Yeah, it’s going
to be brief. Yes.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Yeah, thanks.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Yeah. So,
you’ re going to mention that Sanitation needs to
clean. Many areas don’t have ASP, right? They don’t
have it. So, when there’s a film shoot, let it be
suspended for those few days, and the same thing
when—my other bill when there’s milling and paving
the same thing—the same people that go out there
hanging up signage for that block should just hang up
signage within 200 feet in each direction. So, you
know, we’re making things too difficult. Sometimes I
look at the agencies. They are destroying the city.
People have so much stress. Someone in my district
just committed suicide. There’s stress all around.
We need to reduce that stress, and sometimes I look
at the agencies you are destroying, destroying our
city. I have phone calls from Sanitation workers
complaining. So, you know, you work with Sanitation.
You have to advocate for Sanitation. You have to
defend Sanitation being here, but if you take up your
uniform maybe after you retire, and you’ll be sitting

with us, you would be on our side. So, you have to
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defend. You all understand that. You have to defend
your agencies and the same goes for everyone up here.
So, I would like to see these bills. I mean you
don’t have answers of how much a film shoot would
cost. We don’t have anyone here from the Office—the
Mayor’s Office of Films. So, you don’t support this
bill, I'm going to ask the Chair if we could have
another hearing on this because we need to expand
parking. We need to improve our bike lanes. We need
to improve transportation, and we have to have less
cars driving around for parking on our streets.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay, and Chair may I
make a brief response? Do we have time?

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: I—-I—-I only got
three minutes. You have the floor.

CHATIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Yes, and—and--

MARGARET FORGIONE: I don’t have much
time. Just—just to quickly respond. Both of these
bills require a lot to take place operationally.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Okay.

MARGARET FORGIONE: So, first and
foremost, we would need to have a very good tracking
system for the Department of Finance if a person were

issued a ticket where it could be looked up that
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there’s a film shoot on Avenue A, but parking was
suspended, alternate side was suspended on Avenue B
from here to here, and Avenue C from here to here.
You know, we’d need an excellent, excellent system.
That’s one thing. The other thing is that it’s high
open to fraud. Generally, what we do is we have
people post paper signs. It’s very—it’s fairly easy
to duplicate. That would be a concern that that
would happen, and then let me just speak a moment
about the resurfacing bill, suspended alternate side
five blocks around our resurfacing location. So, DOT
knows and paves 1,300 lane miles a year. It’s a
tremendous number of locations, and each location
it’s a two-step process, and unfortunately, you know,
what we try to tell the public is that we understand
there’s inconvenience. Sometimes there’s noise.

Bear with us. We won’t be back for a long time, and
you’ll have a gorgeous street when you’re done, but
it does entail two disruptions. First is the milling
where we need under your bill to post for the milling
exercise and then several weeks later when we come
back and pave, we would need to do so again. So, on
any given night, we have a quit or a day. We have

equipment breakdown. We have at times a worker
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injury. We have a weather event. So, 1f we’re
planning to—to mill five blocks that day we might
only do three blocks. So, we—we need a very, very
good system so that again the 1,300 lane miles we'’re
talking about impacting a lot of people, and a lot of
streets. The Department of Finance can look
something up and tell when we were there, and if it’s
legitimate or not, and we think that given all the
factors that come into play, and change around what
we do, that’s not feasible for us.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Okay,

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Okay, thank you
very much. I just want to end up by saying that
Margaret, I would love to collaborate with you after
the hearing if you could reach out to my office--

MARGARET FORGIONE: Absolutely.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: -—-and if we
could try to see how we could work out these three
things if possible.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay. Great.

COUNCIL MEMBER DEUTSCH: Thank you very
much.

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Thank you,

Council Member I know that it’s an important issue
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for you and for all of us. So, I would like to
acknowledge that Council Member Salamanca was here,
and now I'm calling Council Member Powers, Chin and
Gjonaj.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Thank you. Thank
you being here. Thank you for your testimony. It
must be a New York City Council hearing if we’re
talking about parking in such a spirited way. I
wanted to ask some more questions. We talked about
residential parking. So, so I think some of my
questions are covered on that, but on the placard
issue, our numbers have about 160,000 city issued
placards, 114,000 that are city employees. Are those
card numbers by your estimation?

MARGARET FORGIONE: Well, we’ll give you
the numbers for DOT. The—the bulk of the permits
that DOT issues are for people with disabilities,
both the city permit and the state permit. The state
permit should be noted as quite a big number. We can
give you that number, but they’re all off-street. So,
for purposes of this discussion, I don’t think we’ll
worry about them. So, DOT issues about 13,000

permits to government vehicles.
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COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: 13,000 and those
are for any agency that needs it including DOT?

MARGARET FORGIONE: Correct.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Right, and how—
how many are citywide NYPD, DOE, DOT? What’s the
total?

MARGARET FORGIONE: I'11 let PD answer
their information.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: The NYPD issues to
department vehicles and outside agencies, law
enforcement agencies 10,039.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: 10,039. That’s
different than the 44,000 for the NYPD that we have.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: So, in addition to
that, there were what I call restricted parking
permits and those are the permits that are given to
the police officers that work in the precincts.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Right.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: And various
department units. That’s 35,000.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: So, okay. So,
we’re in the 44,000 range. Who—who—who is central—-I
guess my question is do we have to go agency by

agency? Is there not—perhaps it should be DOT that
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has a centralized focus or understanding or tracking
of placards? I mean it seems like we even just to
get the basic answer of 160,000 to pass the mic
around it seems like we’re—we’re doing something
wrong around tracking placards. Is there an—does the
DOT have any centralized authority over tracking them
or actually it’s agency by agency?

MARGARET FORGIONE: Well, at this time,
it is the three departments that do track their own.
We collaborate closely on all issues of permits,
though.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: But DOT does
other agencies and then does—why is NYPD and DOE
taken out of that mix for the DOT?

MARGARET FORGIONE: I think a lot of that
are historical reasons.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Okay, and who are
the 46,000 non-city employees? So, 13,000 are people
with disabilities. I have 60,000 that—55,000, sorry,
that—Sorry, I have 160,000 that are city issued and
114,000 that are city employees leaving a gap of
about 46,000 and I'm trying to figure out who we’re

giving placards to that are not city employees. Some
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are people with disabilities it sounds like. Who are
the other tens of thousands?

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: The
disability placards are about 28 to 30,000 but that
fluctuates because as people become qualified [bell]
for them, we issue more, and it’s a medical—

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Yeah.

DEPUTY COMMISSTIONER BENSON: -
qualification and so those are—they—some of them
could be sitting in place. So, it’s not relevant to
the—the criteria to attain that particular permit.
Right, you’re just--

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: [interposing]
Right and is there—is there a contingent of folks
that are not receiving disability permits, placards
rather who are not city employees that are—that are
getting them, and then who would be—who would be in
that category?

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: Non-City
employees. I don’t—I don’t do—I am not sure there
would be another category.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: So, everybody
receiving a placards is a non—is a city employee? 1Is

that correct?
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DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: I'm sorry.
Say that again.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Are there non-
city employees that are people with disabilities that
receive placards.

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: Yeah, there—
so the—right, the agency business placards that are
issued some are to state entities, federal entities.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: So, so state and
federal don’t do their own placards. We issue them
for them? Is that correct? That’s more questions
there.

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: Yeah, we
issue placards to some federal entities.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Okay, and just a
couple more questions because I know we—we are time
sensitive. Do, I know since I got—I represent
Midtown, and there’s a lot of—a lot of—a big
international—a big international presence that also
have plates. Do—the—is there a—on top of the
placards is there a population that are plated to
allow them to park that don’t have to receive a
placard? I mean they have a license plate that

allows them to park.
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DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: Yes, so
there are—are diplomatic plates that—and—and we have
diplomatic—we have assigned spaces for them. There
are the New York Press Plates that the Chairman was
referring to earlier, and there are designated spaces
for those.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Yes, yes.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: So, there are—to
your point, there are plates that match up with
parking areas.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Okay.

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER BENSON: Oh, and--

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: [interposing]
And—and two more questions and this is all it’s my—
it’s going toward my support for having a reduction
of placards that we are issuing, a tracking system
for knowing where they are, better enforcement of
them, and a number of the bills that are in here that
I think would create clarity, of course, with the DOT
and NYPD to make sure that they meet all your
different requirements and that we are tracking with,
you know, not giving away confidential information.
Just two questions. One is how many placards do we

have today 2018 issued? I think the answer is
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160,000. How many were issued in 20—how many were—
when this mayor came in in 2014, how many placards
were there when we came in? It seems like we’ve
increased and that seems to me we’re going in the
wrong direction. Second, that was my first question.
Second is how many revocations of placards did we
have let’s just say last year?

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay, we will-we will
confirm how the numbers have changed in one direction
or the other for you. Okay. One other thing I want
to mention there’s another category of permits that
we issued, which are clergy parking permits, which we
didn’t mention.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: How many?

MARGARET FORGIONE: About 5—let’s just
600.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: 600. Okay, and
the last question how many did we revoke in 20177
How many placards did we revoke for, you know,
constant misuse--

MARGARET FORGIONE: [interposing] Misuse.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: --or yeah.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Right, we will get

you that number.
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COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Any estimate?

MARGARET FORGIONE: No.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: We don’t have an

estimate.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Okay, thank you.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: There is a process

for it, though.

COUNCIL MEMBER POWERS: Thank you.

CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: Thank you.

Council Member Chin. Council Member Gjonaj.

COUNCIL MEMBER CHIN: Thank you, Chair.

Thank you for the bearing on this important topic.

My district is overrun by placard parking, right

because we have course, we have the civic center, we

have City Hall, we have 1PP.

that will reset some ground
parking rules that you park
park in a no-standing zone,
least three times in a year
be revoked or, if you use a

will never get another one.

So, I introduced 332
rules that if you violate
in front of a hydrant,
if you get caught at
your permit is going to
fake placard permit you

I think that we really

have to have some strong enforcement on this issue

because there’s just so many out there, and we want

to make sure that the trust between the government
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and our citizens 1is there. I mean residents and
workers they see this abuse everyday. We got to do
something, right? So, right now are keeping any kind
of statistics? Are you tracking anyone who has been
misusing their permits? They’re parking in places
they shouldn’t be parking, in front of a fire
hydrant, in a bike lane, a bus stop. All those
things that a regular ordinary citizen would get a
ticket or get their car towed, but if someone with a
city, you know, placard permit is getting away with
it. So, are we tracking them, and have we ever taken
away a permit from someone who’s using a fake permit?
Are we tracking those statistics? Because really
want to send a strong message that this is a
privilege. 1It’s not a right.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: Yeah. So, what we
do is out in the field we encourage all of our agents
when they see what they believe to be I would say a
bogus permit to immediately request a tow truck and—
and remove it from the street. Once they do that, we
seize the permit and the person never gets it back.
We’ve received the training as was previously
mentioned from the Department of Transportation. So,

we’re doing a whole lot better in identifying some of
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those bad permits out there in the field. Other than
that with regard to the tracking, I mean we have the
summons database itself. So, we’re working on a way
now to I guess establish a database, if you will, on
permits when they are issued summonses. We can’t
currently do it right now, but when we issue a
summons to a permit, we’re going to put that permit
number on the summons itself, and we want to be able
to track that data base using that permit number, but
currently, we’re not capable of doing it.

COUNCIL MEMBER CHIN: When will you be
able to do that? [pause] [bell]

OLEG CHERNYAVSKY: Yeah, give me one
second. [pause] So I just want to clarify one point.
So, currently the handhelds, I just don’t want what
the chief said taken out of context. Currently, the
traffic agents have handhelds, and when they scan the
registration in order to issue a parking permit,
there is a field in the handheld that says: Is there
a permit? Right, and you can check yes or now with
respect to whether or not there was a permit, and
then there is a field that—that you can enter a
permit number. Okay. The problem—I don’t know if

it’s a problem, but the—what we’re currently building
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out and developing is an accurate way of attributing
summonses to actual permits, and the—some of the
difficulties that we need to overcome, and I think
that that’s—your question was to get good data, and I
think the data right now would be imprecise in that
there are parking placards that are put in the
windshield that may not have a number attributed to
them. Right, so there—it’s hard to link it back.
There are certain placards that may not be issued to
an individual or—or could be issued to an individual,
but not a license plate number. So, these are all of
the different kind of variables that we’re trying to
work out to accurately track it, but there is a
capability to do it—to—to record a placard number,
but it’s not going to give you an accurate data
result on the back end yet, but that’s what we'’re
working towards, and I think these are—that’s the
issue that you’re trying to capture in your
legislation.

COUNCIL MEMBER CHIN: DOT just recently
had your meeting there on May 22" that you talk
about in your testimony. So that you can track
better in terms of if a permit is—is a fraudulent one

or not?
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MARGARET FORGIONE: Right. SO0, we are
advancing this rule, which we will then have tangible
numbers for violations given for fraudulent or
misused permits. So, we think that’s an excellent
first step in really capturing the problem.

COUNCIL MEMBER CHIN: I mean do you agree
that it is a big problem--

MARGARET FORGIONE: [interposing] I know
this--

COUNCIL MEMBER CHIN: --and we got to do
something about it.

MARGARET FORGIONE: --very well. You do
have a challenging district.

COUNCIL MEMBER CHIN: And also, I think
one last point is do we know how much fines have we
collected from people who has been misusing the
permits? I mean because we don’t see tickets given
that often, but when a ticket is given, do we have
any way of fining out are we collecting those fines?

MARGARET FORGIONE: Well, what we—if I
can speak on PD’s behalf. What they current give a
ticket for if you have a fraudulent permit and you’re
parked in a no standing 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. and

the permit, you know, is bogus, and you should not be
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parking there, PD will issue a violation for parking
in a no-standing 7:00 to 10:00. It doesn’t go on
record as bogus permit. They often make a not on
their summons that there—there—you know, they’ll make
a little not about it, but in terms of the ability to
track, it’s not very simple at the present time, but
in the future once we do have this rule, they’ll get
two tickets. They’ll get the note that you’re
parking where you shouldn’t be, and that you have a
bad permit or—or you’re misusing your permit, and
then we’ll be able to track that very well.

COUNCIL MEMBER CHIN: Thank you. Thank
you, Chair. We’re going to have to follow up on
this.

CHATIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: We will once
again, and in that direction going back to the press
parking bill even though I hope again that we will
restore their right to park the vehicle as they cover
the news. I also want to highlight that something
that has been brought to my attention, which is the
police vehicle parked right down in a—in a New York
City press zone is on Pearl (sic) Street for nearly

two weeks. Can we work together to be sure that those
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bills are not from those areas so that that area is
only used by the New York City Press?

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: What was that
location again there?

CHATRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: It’s at Pearl
Street.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: [off mic] It’s on
Pearl Street. On Pearl Street. CHAIRPERSON
RODRIGUEZ: Okay.

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: [on mic] Okay,
we’ll take a look at it.

CHATIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: And—and again, I—
it’s the same thing. I know that we don’t have many
press parking designated areas in the outer borough
areas, but one of the areas of this issue we’ve been
able to work with a better plan. I think it is
important that as we announce for sharing car
programs, that we will have zero tolerance for any
one who park those—any vehicle that will not be a Zip
car or enterprise. I think it is important also that
we work together with this plan to be sure that
unless it’s a vehicle from the, you know, related to
public safety the NYPD or ambulance or whatever that

we also send a message loud and clear that no one
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should be parking their vehicle in the press parking
area until we, you know, put a plan—a better plan
together. Can have some understanding-?

DEPUTY CHIEF PILECKI: Absolutely, Mr.

Chairman. We sure will.
CHAIRPERSON RODRIGUEZ: [interposing]
Thank you. Gjonaj. I'm sorry.

COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAUJ: Thank you,
Chairman, colleagues and I want to thank you for your
testimony. I want to make a quick statement, and I
know that time is a concern, but this is a very
sensitive issue for me. Intro 887 Protect New York
City Jjobs and business that requires before any
significant changes are made to a street usage,
traffic flow, and parking on our streets and roadway
the Administration has to consult, engage and ask for
feedback from the very people that will be impacted
the most, the residents, business owners and civic
leaders that live in the area and know it best.
Recently, the city launched a six-month pilot program
in an attempt to alleviate congestion. The pilot
completely changed parking and loading and unloading
regulations on two major commercial corridors of

Brooklyn and Queens and an entire zone in Mid-Town
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Manhattan. While well meaning, I think we often
agree that we need to do more to tackle congestion,
and the main problem with the pilot is that
businesses were simply not—did not know what was
happening. The pilot started on Monday and some
business reported to us that they did not find out
until Thursday before. With little or no time to
prepare, businesses were not able to reschedule
delivery times, transportation drivers not able to
pick up or drop off passengers and store with a quick
grab and go business model were all harmed with some
businesses reporting more than 22% loss in revenue.
The Administration may argue they made attempts to
reach out, but the reality is that the street teams
have proven to inefficient and their marketing
unreliable. This bill aims to make sure that no one
is every caught off guard again. This is about
creating a better love between local stake holders
and the city government, and just emphasizing on some
of the comments that were made in your testimony.
However a lengthy comment and discussion before
taking any step is not always the best or most
appropriate approach. A statutory notice and comment

requirement can delay needed improvements and make it
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more difficult for the agency to respond. Folks,
this is the interruption of business models, and what
you may consider as an inconvenience, undermines the
entire business practice and I simplify it to a small
coffee shop where the business of 7:00 to 10:00 a.m.
is when people stop to get their breakfast on the go.
It there’s no stopping, no standing, no delivery and
no pick-up opportunities, you have just destroyed a
business model. So the lack of communication and
hearing from stakeholders and those that are truly
impacted by what you perceive government knows best
mindset, which is not normally the case. Without
stakeholder involvement, and I mean just not
notification, but to hear from actual stakeholders in
communities of how this will impact the very
neighborhood that they live in, reside in and invest
in is unfair, unjust. We’re public servants. We’re
not dictators and we’re not here to pick and choose
who should succeed, and what business they continue
to operate under normal marketing principles and
which cannot. In addition, before I get to my
questions, what is the DOT protocols on deliveries
when there is a parking lane? It’s my understanding

that delivery trucks are supposed to double park,
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that they cannot park in parking lanes, and I'1l1l let
you answer that question i1if possible.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay. First I would
like to mention that DOT is absolutely committed to
the public outreach process. We do a tremendous
amount of outreach. Our five borough commissioners
offices have staff out amongst the communities, town
halls, community boards every single night of the
week, and the statement—the statement that I did make
I want to just clarify it. Overall, for the wvast
majority of our projects we plan to continue to
engage in a very deep public outreach process, which
I would state very openly almost always improves the
projects and almost always modifies them. So it gets
us in a better place by going through these meetings
even though they’re—they can be arduous. We would
probably—some of them can be arduous. The only
reason we stated that it may not always be in the
best interest to do what-what you’re outlining is
that there could be a situation that might have an
unintended consequence of some utility work in a
roadway, and we immediately to be able to go out and

make the curd no standing to be prevent gridlock in a
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community. Sometimes we have things that weren’t
anticipated.

COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAJ: I appreciate
that. This is not an emergency. This was well
thought out and planned and then implemented with
very little outreach or feedback from the actual
stakeholders. This isn’t an emergency utility line,
which services the whole area, and [laughs] in closed
meetings the agencies and departments admitted that
maybe the rollout could have been better.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay, so--

COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAJ: [interposing] So,
this—this notion that this is going to prevent
emergency work from being done.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay.

COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAJ: The city and
government and the department never moves quickly,
and under emergency scenarios, which we can make an
exclusion for, and no one plans for an emergency.
This is a plan that for six months you have decided
which businesses are going to fail and succeed.
There’s a—there’s a huge difference.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay, and—and just

one more point on that. We did do dozens of meeting
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prior. I believe I did send you the list of the
meetings we’ve done, and we—and since we have had a
number of meetings, in fact, we’re talking further to
the North Flatbush Avenue BID next week and the
Roosevelt Avenue folks sometime this month as well.
So, we're continuing. It’s a six-month pilot. We
have lost of different ways we’re evaluating it
including a survey that we’re trying to get out to as
many people as possible to get their feedback. So, I
just want to sort of emphasize that it’s a six-month
pilot. There might be aspects of it that are working
well. There might be aspects that aren’t, and as we
get closer to that time frame, we want to have the
conversation about what makes sense to reach that.

COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAJ: [interposing]
What do we do with business that we undermine their
ability to survive?

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay. So, 1n some
cases—-

COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAJ: [interposing]
Julia’s Juices (sic) that has reported A 22% loss in
revenue.

MARGARET FORGIONE: Uh-hm.
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COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAJ: What survey or
what feedback is going to determine—help him as he
decides whether or I can continue to keep my doors
open?

MARGARET FORGIONE: Okay, so what I, and
what we’re doing right now ism, and what I want to
make sure we speak to this person. So, if you have
specific information maybe I can get, but what we
want to see is on a side street can we help him? Can
we put something in on a side street where people can
then access there--

COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAJ: [interposing] But
isn’t it what we’re supposed to do before we
implement something not afterwards?

MARGARET FORGIONE: [interposing] Well,
we—we have—we have done that to quite a degree--

COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAJ: Uh-hm.

MARGARET FORGIONE: --but we’re going—
there might be more to do. We’ve also engaged
extensively with SBS, the Select Bus Services who
have put people on the ground to help these
conversations with merchants that you’re--

COUNCIL MEMBER GJONAJ: [interposing] With

all due respect, that’s what we do before we
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implement something not after we implement something,
and we’re into months later, and I just want to point
that in a couple of the—in the first three days of
the program officers issued 3,000 tickers and towed
36 vehicles in the area acc