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We are here to testify on behalf of the New York Chapter of the American Institute of Architects, 

a professional organization with over 4,400 architect and public members. We have had a 

productive dialogue with the Department of City Planning on their Bicycle Parking Zoning 

proposal, and are in support of their impressive efforts to achieve a more bicycle-friendly city 

through zoning.  

 

We are especially pleased that several of our suggestions have been adopted through revisions 

during the ULURP process. These include provisions allowing waivers for affordable housing 

and senior housing developments, where the cost of adding such storage could prove obstructive.  

 

We still feel strongly that there are several issues still to be considered by City Planning as this 

text goes into effect. It seems illogical to us to exempt manufacturing uses from these 

requirements; the number of spaces for large commercial buildings are still very high; and, 

generally, increasing building costs for housing to this degree may be unwise given the economic 

climate.  

 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify, and below are some detailed comments and suggestions: 

 

* Add bicycle parking requirement to Manufacturing Uses  

 

We remain unsure of the reasoning behind the exception for manufacturing uses, which are likely 

to be less accessible to public transportation than other uses, and are likely to have a large amount 

of space on their sites. They should be required to provide safe, indoor bicycle parking in some 

measure. 

 

* Create a graduated scale to calculate parking requirements for very large commercial 

developments 

Typical office buildings built within the CBD’s in Manhattan, namely Midtown and Lower 

Manhattan, are on average approximately 2 million square feet. The regulations as written would 

require over 265 parking spaces for bikes, taking up a substantial amount of space on either the 

ground floor or in already constrained parking garages or unsafe loading docks; this amount of 

storage would surely remain underused given current bicycling levels. Therefore, we propose a 

cap on the number parking spaces required for commercial facilities. A graduated scale could 

meet the goals of the zoning without resulting in extraneous bike parking in large developments. 

The scale could be reevaluated regularly and amended if logical (see final bullet point). 
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* Allow reduction in car parking where bicycle storage makes more sense for building occupants; 

conversion of car spaces to bicycle spaces could be a cost-neutral solution  

 

Allow reduction in car parking requirements by one car space for every 20 bicycle storage spaces 

provided in residential and commercial districts.  In other words, allow projects to trade 1 car 

space at 300 square feet per car for 20 bike spaces at 15 square feet per space. This could also 

apply to accessory parking where permitted. 

 

This would not mandate a reduction in car parking; but where it makes sense, this optional trade 

would create a cost-neutral solution. Given today’s financial difficulties, we believe it is 

important to be mindful of the increased costs of this proposal for housing on the lower end of 

market-rate as well as affordable housing. 

 

*Create a follow-up review provision 

 

It is very important that follow-up on new zoning provisions be done for this and other 

modifications to the Zoning Resolution.  To achieve this, a five-year review of the 

provisions should be required. This review would require public hearings and a report by 

the Department.  If problems are found, the Department could propose changes to rectify 

them.  This was required for the Quality Housing program when it was passed. 

 

 

Sincerely yours, 

 

  
 

 

Sherida Paulsen     Rick Bell 

President     Executive Director 


