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Attachment A 
Description of the Entrance No. 1 Relocation at the 72nd Street Station 

 

1 INTRODUCTION 
This NEPA Documentation describes a proposed design change for Entrance 1 of the 72nd Street Station 
for the Second Avenue Subway Project (Entrance 1). It describes the current design, which was 
documented in Technical Memorandum No. 1, and a proposed design which would relocate the street-
level and basement-level elements of the entrance from within the building at 301 East 69th Street to the 
east sidewalk of Second Avenue.  

The Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) is proposing a design modification for Entrance 1 
based on final design efforts related to the entrance and coordination with representatives of the residents 
of the building where the current design is planned (301 East 69th Street). This engineering and 
coordination identified difficult utility relocation requirements that could not be resolved with the current 
design. Furthermore, the New York City Department of Transportation (NYCDOT) has approved a 
sidewalk bump-out on Second Avenue between East 69th and East 70th Streets. When it was determined 
that Entrance 1 could be located within a widened sidewalk, MTA and representatives of the building’s 
residents agreed that relocation of the entrance from within the building to the sidewalk location was 
preferable. 

Differences in the current and proposed design for Entrance 1 are identified and reviewed to determine 
whether these differences may result in significant adverse impacts that were not identified in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS; April 2004) and Record of Decision (ROD; July 2004) or 
Technical Memorandum No. 1, dated November 2006. This Re-evaluation Statement demonstrates that 
the proposed design modification for Entrance 1 will not result in new or substantially varying significant 
adverse environmental impacts and the conclusions presented in the FEIS about environmental impacts 
and mitigation remain unchanged.  

2 DESIGN OF 72ND STREET STATION, ENTRANCE 1 

2.1 CURRENT DESIGN 

When the FEIS was prepared, the design for the Second Avenue Subway project was in the 
conceptual/preliminary engineering phase. This is consistent with FTA’s National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) regulations and procedures (23 CFR 771.117(a)), and with the procedures for major capital 
investment projects being evaluated under FTA’s New Starts funding program (49 CFR 611.7(c)), which 
both prohibit commencement of final design until NEPA review is complete. 

Under the current design, which was reviewed first in the FEIS in 2004 and then in Technical 
Memorandum No. 1 in 2006, the entrance would occupy part of the first floor and part of the basement 
level of 301 East 69th Street, a 19-story building on the northeast corner of Second Avenue and East 69th 
Street (see Figures 1, 2, and 3). This building has residential apartments on floors 2-19, first-floor retail 
with basement space below, and an underground parking garage on the basement level. The building 
consists of three condominium units (the residential space, retail space, and garage) that are separately 
owned. The residential condominium unit is operated as a cooperative corporation (“co-op”), in which 
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each tenant is allocated shares in the corporation. The garage condominium has a single owner. The retail 
condominium had a single owner consisting of five contiguous stores with street-level frontage on Second 
Avenue. MTA has acquired permanent easements and temporary easements to support Entrance 1 and 
72nd Street Station construction in the following areas of the building: two of the five retail units (the 
former New York City Off-Track Betting (“OTB”) parlor and Patsy’s Pizzeria (“Patsy’s”), both of which 
have been permanently displaced); the residential co-op’s basement; and the garage (permanently 
displacing 18 of the garage’s 40 striped parking slots). 

In the currently approved design, escalators would rise from the station mezzanine beneath the basement 
of 1322 Second Avenue and the basement of 301 East 69th Street, bringing passengers into the ground-
floor space at the corner in 301 East 69th Street, which has been acquired for the Project. The escalators 
would be located within the building, with entrance/exit doorways onto both the Second Avenue and 69th 
Street sidewalks. The current entrance design requires underpinning beneath 301 East 69th Street and the 
building at 1322 Second Avenue, which is immediately to the north of 301 East 69th Street, because the 
entrance’s escalator bank would pass in close proximity to the building foundation. The building at 1322 
Second Avenue is a 5-story walk-up residential building with ground-floor retail space.  

2.2 PROPOSED DESIGN  

The proposed design would relocate the street level portion of Entrance 1 to a site outside the 301 East 
69th Street building, within a widened sidewalk along Second Avenue. When the FEIS and Technical 
Memorandum No. 1 were prepared, the NYCDOT had a policy against sidewalk bump-outs along Second 
Avenue south of 72nd Street. However, at this time, NYCDOT has revised this policy to allow for a bike 
lane and parking on the east side of Second Avenue and will now allow a sidewalk bump-out adjacent to 
the bike lane (see Figure 4). NYCDOT has also agreed to a bump-out configuration that could remain in 
the event that a bike lane was never constructed or if it was removed in the future. 

The proposed design would have two entrance components in the east sidewalk on Second Avenue, with 
a pair of stairs in the southern entrance component and an escalator/stair pair in the northern entrance. 
Both would be approximately 40 feet, 8 inches long by 13 feet, 10 inches feet wide and would be covered 
by a glass canopy, similar in design to the other sidewalk entrances for the Project, to protect the entrance 
from the weather (see Figures 5, 6 and 7). The entrance/exit point for the northern entrance would abut 
the north property line of the 301 East 69th Street building. The entrance/exit point of the southern 
entrance would be located approximately 34 feet, 7 inches feet north of the curbline of East 69th Street. 
The entrances would be approximately 13 feet, 1 inch outward of the 301 East 69th Street building line. 
The canopies would be 15 feet, 7 inches high at their opening to the sidewalk. The canopies would slope 
downward to a height of 6 to 7 feet. 

The two entrances/exits would lead to a common upper mezzanine, which would extend below the 
sidewalk into the basement level of the 301 East 69th Street building. An escalator bank within the 
basement of 301 East 69th Street would connect to the station control area. The design of this escalator 
bank structure would be unchanged from the currently approved design. Like the current design, the 
proposed design would require underpinning of 301 East 69th Street and 1322 Second Avenue. 

The proposed design also would utilize the following easement areas that MTA already has acquired for 
the Project:   

• A portion of the permanent easement area on the ground floor and basement of 301 East 69th Street. 
In the proposed design, this area would be used for a station entrance control room and a portion of 
the basement for the upper mezzanine; 

• Permanent and temporary easements in the residential co-op’s basement; and 
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• Permanent and temporary easements in the garage (Alliance Parking). 

The proposed design would require MTA to acquire the right to construct a subsurface opening in the 
building’s foundation wall on the Second Avenue side of the building to allow connection between the 
proposed sidewalk entrance and the 72nd Street Station’s upper mezzanine. Additional temporary 
easements would be required (under both the current design refinements and the proposed design) to close 
the garage for a period of up to 24 months for construction staging and access and to expand the existing 
construction access areas across the remainder of the building’s basement for utility work. Finally, 
temporary easements would be required under the proposed design to close the street level tanning salon 
for up to six months to support construction of the new entrance through the basement wall below.  

2.3 REASONS FOR THE PROPOSED DESIGN MODIFICATION 

In early 2010, prior to the easement acquisitions and the award of Second Avenue Subway Contract 
C26007, and in an effort to minimize entrance construction impacts and risks associated with utility 
relocations and structural modifications to 301 East 69th Street, MTA began a consultation process with 
the three condominium unit owners of the building.  

Under the current design for Entrance 1, the construction for the new entrance would require relocation of 
many utilities that serve the residential co-op on floors 2-19 of 301 East 69th Street but run through the 
commercial space on the ground floor and basement level. This relocation would have to be managed 
carefully to minimize disruption to the residences above. Several of the building’s mechanical rooms and 
all utility points of entry for the building are located in the basement level. Approximately one-third of the 
residential units are serviced by systems enclosed in pipes and conduits that currently run up through the 
former Patsy’s and OTB spaces located on the street level within the limits of 301 East 69th Street. To 
accommodate construction of Entrance 1, these utilities would need to be relocated outside the permanent 
easement space where interferences with the station design would occur. The relocated utilities would 
then be connected to the residential floors’ assorted risers through the building’s second-floor slab, above 
the ceiling of the future entrance.  

The extent and complexity of the utility relocation was not known until MTA gained access to the space 
and opened walls and ceilings to fully expose the building’s utilities. This is partly due to the fact that the 
building was constructed for a single entity, and when the building later was converted to a condominium 
with three separate owners, the utilities serving each condominium unit were not segregated and no filed 
plans for them could be located at the New York City Department of Buildings. Without filed plans and 
with the systems concealed behind walls and ceilings, MTA’s utility consultant had to make assumptions 
about existing piping sizes, locations, and appurtenances in inaccessible areas until the walls and ceilings 
could be opened and inspections made.  

MTA has been coordinating with the representatives of the building residents since 2010. During that 
time there have been multiple meetings and extensive efforts undertaken to review construction plans and 
discuss and address the difficulties, risks, and requirements for utility relocation. Despite substantial 
coordination among the parties, a sufficient design could not be achieved that would accommodate the 
residents’ representatives concerns while satisfying MTA’s requirements with respect to constructing, 
operating and maintaining an entrance at this location. Key unresolved issues included concerns about 
outages of building services for utility relocation during construction and reservation of access rights to 
the co-op for building utilities that must remain in MTA’s space.  

During summer of 2012, MTA learned that NYCDOT was planning a new bike route along Second 
Avenue, which would remove the curbside lane and facilitate a sidewalk bump-out at this location. 
Previously, NYCDOT would not permit sidewalk bump-outs on Second Avenue south of 72nd Street. 
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MTA subsequently coordinated with NYCDOT to determine the feasibility of a sidewalk bump-out at this 
location to allow Entrance 1 to be relocated from within the building at 301 East 69th Street into a 
widened sidewalk along Second Avenue with or without a bike lane. NYCDOT determined the bump-out 
feasible with or without a bike lane, and MTA presented the proposed street entrance concept to the 
representatives of the residential co-op. (The NYCDOT letter approving the sidewalk bump-out is 
attached.) The representatives agreed with the proposed design, and MTA agreed to move forward with 
the proposed modification. 

Under this location and design change, there would be much less impact to the building’s utilities. Some 
utility relocation within 301 East 69th Street’s building would still be required, but modifications to the 
steam room would not be necessary, relocation of utilities to a pipe chase where future access to the pipes 
would hinder station operations would not be required, and the duration of outages is likely to be reduced. 
Only minimal building utility lines would remain in the entrance space, thereby eliminating or 
minimizing the concerns raised by 301 East 69th Street under the current design. In contrast, proceeding 
with construction of Entrance 1 in its current location inside 301 East 69th Street, without the owners’ 
acquiescence, consent and cooperation, could result in potentially significant cost and schedule risks to 
the Project. 

3 COORDINATION 
Since 2007, MTA held several meetings with representatives of the residential cooperative at 301 East 
69th Street. The attached document from MTA Capital Construction (MTACC) details the meetings that 
have been held.  

Recently, MTACC presented the modified design to the cooperative owners and to the Second Avenue 
Subway Task Force of Community Board 8 on February 28, 2013. At that meeting, representatives of the 
cooperative owners expressed support for the modified design. Community Board members requested 
that NYCDOT present its proposal for the bike lane, but they expressed no objections to the Modified 
Design for Entrance 1. 

On April 8, 2013, MTACC representatives met with the 72nd Street Station Construction Advisory 
Committee as well as representatives of elected officials. At that meeting, members of the Advisory 
Committee raised the following questions and concerns: 

• Why did MTACC not present the Modified Design at its January 2013 public workshop as an 
alternative to the design that was identified as a final plan in 2010? 

• Can the stairways be located adjacent to the building rather than at the curbline?  

• Can one of the two entrances be eliminated? 

• Can the distance (24 feet) between the entrance canopies be reduced? 

• Can the entrance be placed at other locations (i.e., 1322-1326 Second Avenue)? 

• The Modified Design should include additional escalators in the south bank to avoid sidewalk 
congestion from subway passengers walking on the sidewalk next to the entrances. 

• The Modified Design will impact the aesthetic character of the neighborhood. 

• In instances where bike lanes are removed, traffic flow can return to previous pattern. With the 
current plan to bump out the sidewalk by nine feet, the traffic flow cannot revert to previous pattern 
even if bike lane is removed as one lane will be lost permanently. The Modified Design will not allow 
for changes or improvements in traffic flow on Second Avenue. 



Attachment A 

 5  

Some of these concerns were raised again at a subsequent meeting of the Second Avenue Subway Task 
Force of Community Board 8 on May 23, 2013. 

As described above, the Modified Design is necessary to avoid utility relocations that could only be 
undertaken with the full agreement of the residential cooperative at 301 East 69th Street and to also 
mitigate long-term utility access complications. In 2010, MTA was not aware of these complexities, and 
NYCDOT had not yet revised policies that would allow for a sidewalk bump-out. Negotiations with 
representatives of the cooperative owners were ongoing in January 2013, and therefore, it would have 
been premature to present the Modified Design at the workshop. 

City code will not allow the entrance adjacent to the building line. The canopies are 24 feet apart so that 
adequate queuing space is available at the landing where the two entrances meet under Second Avenue at 
the bottoms of the street entrances. MTA is proposing an alternative design that would not require 
permanently taking any additional properties because doing so would likely delay the current Phase 1 
revenue service date. The Modified Design maintains the integrity of the entrance configuration at the 
upper mezzanine to station mezzanine level except where it was necessary to extend the upper mezzanine 
landing by approximately 13 feet.   

Two entrances are needed to meet anticipated customer demand at Entrance 1 of the 72nd Street Station. 
If combined into a single entry, the stairway would need to be considerably wider than currently planned 
and would block more of the sidewalk of Second Avenue. 

In planning for the Second Avenue Subway and where space is available, MTA strives to provide 
escalators at station entrances. Where only one escalator is provided, MTA would operate it in the upward 
direction at all times to serve the ascent from the station. At Entrance 1, MTA is providing the escalator 
within the north-facing canopy. This allows for the south-facing canopy to meet the anticipated demand 
for station entries and exits throughout the day (i.e., downward in the PM peak hour). Because the 
distance from the landing to the street is short, customers will use the southern stairs and queuing for the 
escalator facing north will not result in station congestion. 

At the same time, MTA prefers to avoid impacts to utilities at 1322-1326 Second Avenue and a reduction 
in corner reservoir space at 69th Street and Second Avenue. Therefore, the entrances canopies are 
positioned as close together as design will permit to be within the building line of 301 East 69th Street. 
Because escalators have a longer rise than stairways and for queuing requirements at the upper mezzanine 
landing, the provision of escalators in both canopies would extend Entrance 1 into the corner reservoir or 
northward in front of 1322-1326 Second Avenue. 

The FEIS and this re-evaluation address the potential effects of entrance canopies. It is concluded that 
these canopies would not result in adverse impacts on the visual character of the area near the 72nd Street 
Station since these are common features of Manhattan streetscapes and will not be incongruous to the 
visual environment or disturb views. 

The NYCDOT plan for a bike lane would include three moving lanes, a right, curbside Select Bus Service 
lane, and a left, curbside bike lane and parking lane. At intersections, the pedestrian refuges would be 
provided that would extend across the parking lane with a small pedestrian island provided in between the 
bike lane and the traffic lanes. This configuration is provided at other Manhattan locations (i.e., Eighth 
and Ninth Avenues in Chelsea and First and Second Avenues in the East Village), and it involves modest 
capital money for installation of the pedestrian refuges and any related drainage and utility relocation. It is 
New York City policy that capital improvements are intended as long-term (in excess of five years). 

The Modified Design would remove the left, curbside parking lane between East 69th and East 70th 
Streets shown in NYCDOT’s bike lane plan and would instead provide for a permanent sidewalk bump 
out. Thus, the Modified Design would not alter the number of moving lanes as compared to the 
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NYCDOT’s original plan for the Second Avenue bike lane. Furthermore, NYCDOT’s bike lane plan is 
not considered temporary, and thus, the loss of the left, curbside lane to moving vehicles would occur 
with or without the Modified Design.  
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CHRONOLOGY OF MEETINGS WITH STAKEHOLDERS 
 



72nd Street Station – Proposed Alternate Entrance # 1 (additional information for 
FTA Tech Memo # 11) 
 

1. Time line for negotiations with 301 E69th Residential Coop on acceptable utility relocation design: 

Background: 

Contract C-26007 (C4B) was awarded to SSK Constructors on October 1st, 2010. Entrance 1 of the Second 
Avenue Subway’s 72nd Street station was to be located at the northeast corner of 69th Street and 2nd Ave.  
The entrances was to occupy part of the first floor, and part of the basement level of 301 East 69th Street 
(former Patsy’s pizzeria and OTB commercial spaces – owned by McArthur Properties and Alliance 
Parking Garage), a large modern mixed use high-rise, and require underpinning beneath 1322 2nd Ave, an 
older 5-story walk-up.  The MTA has fully vested permanent easements in and under both buildings, as 
well as temporary easements to allow for entrance construction.  In order to clear the permanent easement 
space in which to construct the entrance in 301 E 69, extensive permanent utility relocation must be 
performed.  To accommodate underpinning in 1322 2nd Ave, limited permanent & temporary utility 
relocation must be performed. 

 Design agreement executed with all three ownerships (3 condo interests: 301E69 Coop Corp, 
MacArthur Properties, Alliance Parking) to reimburse their consultants (MEP, Structural, 
Architectural, Legal and Owner’s rep) on March 23, 2010. MTA board Approval in April 2010. 

 Efforts have been under way since May 2010 to design utility relocation plans for 301 E 69 and 
obtain approvals. 

 Dattner’s (MTACC Utility relocation design consultant) 100% Utility relocation design sent to all 
Owners on June 28, 2011. 

 Initial response from Owner’s corp. received saying prior comments not resolved. 
 Richard Bass, Owners rep issued a letter dated June 20, 2011 to various elected officials 

concerning Second Avenue Subway involvement at 301 East 69th Street. 
 As of mid-June 2011, there were roughly 40 open technical comments/responses (albeit with 

some duplication).   
 July-August 2011: 

o Meeting held on July 14, 2011 with 301 Corp and ConEd re:  
 Gas Tie-In procedures and resident impacts; 
 301E69 Corp concerns re work in Steam Room.  

o Technical Issues Resolution Meeting(s):   
 On  August 2, 2011, 301 E69th Owner directed their Consultant Team not to 

agree to anything in August 3, 2011 technical meeting with MTACC; all 
agreement to anything would have to wait for 301/69 Corp Board approval.   

 Meeting was held on August 3, 2011 and addressed all Architectural and 
Structural Comments, some MEP comments.  Owner Team refused to sign off 
even on the non-controversial drawings as “approved” or “approved as noted”, 
and stated – even after prior comment cycles – that they reserved the right to 
“reject” the design or elements of it. 



 Remaining MEP items are related to constructability and were addressed with on 
site meeting held on August 9, 2011.   
 

 September - December 2011: 
 

 Ongoing technical discussion via emails/comments/responses. 
 MTACC provided technical information on steam room relocation in November 

2011. 
 Walkthrough with Owner’s consultants on steam boiler relocation held on 

December 9, 2011. 
 

 January - November 2012: 
 

o Technical meeting with Owner’s consultants on January 9, 2012. 
o As of a high-level meeting on January 27, 2012, between MTACC PM Team and 301 

E69th Corp and their consultants, there remained less than 10 open technical issues.   
o Ongoing technical discussion via emails/comments/responses with owner’s rep and 

consultants. 
o SAS Project office received a summary email of ten outstanding technical issues via email 

on April 20, 2012 from Coop’s president.    
o A high level technical meeting held on April 27, 2012, with Owner’s and their 

consultants. 
o Owner refused to allow proposed gas pipe relocation work. MTACC changed its station 

entrance design to accommodate gas piping through its structure and architectural 
finishes. 

o On July 18, 2012 SAS PM Office issued a package consisting of a detailed response letter 
along with finalized utility relocation plans and solutions to their remaining comments on 
the structural design plans. This letter also issued resolution to their concerns about the 
means and methods of MTACC’s construction work (please see attached package). 

o On August 3, 2012 MTACC provided additional information requested by Coop’s 
technical consultants (please see attached). 

o On August 6, 2012 MTACC received responses on July 18, 2012 design package 
submittal by Owner’s consultants. 

o The above mentioned response was deemed failure to proceed in good faith on 301E69th’s 
part and causing delay to a major public works project. Based on this MTACC terminated 
the design agreement as of August 28, 2012. (Please see attached letter). 

o Starting of September 2012 Project Office initiated a study to look at alternate entrance 
locations/options. 

o Subsequent to termination of design agreement a select group meeting was held with 
301E69th Coop’s officers and legal consultants on September 12, 2012 to further discuss 
next steps and a “global settlement” proposed by the building. 

o Project office continued efforts to develop Alternates, series of internal meetings were 
held from October to December 2012 with NYCT – Operations Planning, Chief 
Architect, Dept of Subways (Stations), AAJV (designer) and PM office to come up with 
the current proposed alternate entrance. 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 

 
2. Summary of stake holders outreach efforts for the Proposed Alternate Entrance Design: 

 Meeting with 301E69th Coop were held on Wednesday, December 12, 2012 and Thursday, 
February 7, 2013 and were attended by Coop board president R. Hetu and member of the board  
J. Leventhal. Project was represented by Bill Goodrich and Tim Gianfrancesco. 

 Meeting with McArthur Properties (previous owner’s of Patsy’s and OTB and current 
owners of three commercial tenants on the street level) was held on February 20, 2013 and 
was attended by McArthur’s legal counsel – Kirk Tzanides and Owner via conference call (from 
Greece). Project was represented by Anthony Semancik, Helene Cinque, Tim Gianfrancesco and 
Manan Garg 

 Meeting with 1322 2nd Ave (building adjacent to 301E69th) was held on February 21, 2013 
and was attended by owners – H. Paley and M. Taube, Owner’s engineers – M. Prego and O. 
Semadar, Owner’s legal counsel- L. Levinson and Owner’s consultant – R. Bass. Project was 
represented by   Anthony Semancik, Tim Gianfrancesco, Manan Garg, Amitabha Mukherjee and 
Zoe Davidson. 

o Summary of discussion: 
 General concerns were raised and discussed regarding location of the entrance 

head houses, dimensions of canopy design, lighting, general maintenance of 
canopies and future entrance, access to buildings & businesses during 
construction, schedule for entrance construction, pedestrian flow on the sidewalk 
& in/out of the entrances before and after construction.   
 

 The proposed alternate entrance was presented to Community Board 8’s Second Avenue 
Subway Task Force on February 28, 2013. 
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PEDESTRIAN ANALYSIS 



NE ped/min ped/cyc ped/min ped/cyc ped/min ped/cyc ped/min ped/cyc
Vci 2 3 2 3 11 16 11 16
Vco 4 7 5 7 45 67 45 67
Vdi 5 7 5 8 15 22 15 22
Vdo 2 4 3 4 5 7 5 7
Va,b 1 1 1 1 1 1 24 35
Vtot 14 21 16 24 76 114 99 149

Sidewalk Total (major) 9 - 10 - 40 - 94 -
Sidewalk Total (minor) 9 - 10 - 64 - 33 -
Sidewalk next to VCE 10 -

major (d) minor (c) major (d) minor (c) major (d) minor (c) major (d) minor (c) 
Crosswalk length (L) 60 30 60 30 60 30 50 30
Crosswalk width (W) 13 16 13 16 13 16 13 29

Curb Radius {R} 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12

Sidewalk Width Reductions
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb Bldg, Curb
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb Bldg, Curb Bldg, Curb Bldg, Curb
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb Bldg, Curb
Total Sidewalk Width 19 15 19 15 19 15 29 15

Reductions 6 3 6 3 6 3 6 3
Effective Sidewalk Width 14 12 14 12 14 12 24 12

Cycle Length (C) 90 90 90 90 90 90 90 90
Green time 31 49 31 49 31 49 31 49
Walk time 18 40 18 40 18 40 18 40

Flashing Don't Walk 13 9 13 9 13 9 13 9
Red time 59 41 59 41 59 41 59 41

Average pedestrian delay (dp) 19 9 19 9 19 9 19 9
LOS Corner Delay B A B A B A B A

Net Time space available for 
crosswalk (TS) (eq. 18-11) 18330 22173 18330 22173 18330 22173 16088 39368

Net Time space available for 
Corner (TS) (eq.18-6) 11794 11794 11794 11794 11794 11794 22594 22594

Qtdo/Qtco 25 103 28 114 51 1046 51 1046
Circulation Time-space (TSc) 11153 11082 6311 17111

M 130.9 117.2 13.8 28.8
LOS Corner Space A A E C

Nped 2 3 3 3 5 31 5 31
sp 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
t 21 12 21 12 21 17 19 15
T 227 118 253 131 640 1401 554 1217
M 80.7 188.3 72.5 168.8 28.7 15.8 29.0 32.3

LOS Crosswalk A A A A C D C C
Total Sidewalk Width 19 15 19 15 19 15 29 15

Obstructions 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2
Effective Width 14 10 14 10 14 10 27 13

Vol 9 9 10 10 40 64 94 33
Flow Rate (p/min/ft) 0.7 0.9 0.7 1.0 2.9 6.4 3.5 2.6

LOS Sidewalk B B B B B D C B

TM11 Design
NE Corner Analysis

Current No-Build 2025 TM1 Design

No-Build 2025Existing TM1 Design TM11 Design
AM VOLUMES



NE ped/min ped/cyc ped/min ped/cyc ped/min ped/cyc ped/min ped/cyc
Vci 7 10 8 12 25 38 26 39
Vco 7 10 8 11 15 22 15 23
Vdi 2 4 3 4 5 7 5 8
Vdo 4 6 5 7 10 14 10 15
Va,b 1 2 1 2 1 2 22 33
Vtot 21 32 24 36 56 84 78 117

Sidewalk Total (major) 13 - 15 - 31 - 69 -
Sidewalk Total (minor) 9 - 10 - 46 - 31 -
Sidewalk next to VCE 15 -

major (d) minor (c) major (d) minor (c) major (d) minor (c) major (d) minor (c) 
Crosswalk length (L) 60 30 60 30 60 30 50 30
Crosswalk width (W) 13 16 13 16 13 16 13 29

Curb Radius {R} 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Sidewalk Width 

Reductions
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb
Pole, Bldg, 

Curb Bldg, Curb
Total Sidewalk Width 19 15 19 15 19 15 29 15

Reductions 6 3 6 3 6 3 6 3

Effective Sidewalk Width 14 12 14 12 14 12 23 12
Cycle Length (C) 90 90 90 90 90 90 90 90

Green time 31 49 31 49 31 49 31 49
Walk time 18 40 18 40 18 40 18 40

Flashing Don't Walk 13 9 13 9 13 9 13 9
Red time 59 41 59 41 59 41 59 41

Average pedestrian 
delay (dp) 19 9 19 9 19 9 19 9

LOS Corner Delay B A B A B A B A
Net Time space available 

for crosswalk (TS) (eq. 
18-11) 18330 22173 18330 22173 18330 22173 16088 39368

Net Time space available 
for Corner (TS) (eq.18-6) 11794 11794 11794 11794 11794 11794 22054 22054

Qtdo/Qtco 42 159 46 177 98 348 100 355
Circulation Time-space 

(TSc) 10790 10680 9565 19778
M 84 75 29 42.3

LOS Corner Space A A C B
Nped 4 5 4 5 9 10 10 10

sp 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
t 21 13 21 13 22 13 19 13
T 207 258 231 289 485 811 432 787
M 88.3 85.8 79.2 76.8 37.8 27.4 37.2 50.0

LOS Crosswalk A A A A C C C B
Total Width 19 15 19 15 19 15 29 15
Obstructions 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2

Effective Width 14 10 14 10 14 10 27 13
Vol 13 9 15 10 31 46 69 31

Flow Rate (p/min/ft) 0.96 0.9 1.06 1.0 2.21 4.6 2.6 2.4
LOS Sidewalk B B B B B C B B

TM11 Design
NE Corner Analysis

Existing No-Build 2025 TM1 Design

No-Build 2025Existing TM1 Design TM11 Design
PM VOLUMES



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENT C 
OFF-STREET PARKING ANALYSIS 

 
 



 1  

 Off-Street Parking Analysis 

The parking analysis identifies the extent to which off-street parking is available and utilized 
under existing and future conditions. It takes into consideration anticipated changes in area 
parking supply and provides a comparison of parking needs versus availability to determine if a 
parking shortfall is likely to result from parking displacement attributable to the modified design 
for Entrance 1. Typically, this analysis encompasses a study area within a ¼mile of the project 
site. If the analysis concludes a shortfall in parking within the ¼ mile study area, the study area 
could sometimes be extended to a ½ mile to identify additional parking supply. 

The New York City Enviornmental Quality Review (CEQR) Technical Manual (Mayor’s Office 
of Environmental Coordination, 2012) identifies criteria to determine whether impacts to off-
street parking demand would be significant. For proposed projects located in Manhattan, the 
inability of the proposed project or the surrounding area to accommodate the project’s future 
parking demand is considered a parking shortfall, but is generally not considered significant due 
to the magnitude of available alternative modes of transportation. For other areas in New York 
City, a parking shortfall that exceeds more than half the available on-street and off-street parking 
spaces within a ¼ mile of the project site may be considered significant. Additional factors, such 
as the availability and extent of transit in the area, proximity of the project to such transit, and 
patterns of automobile usage by area residents, could be considered to determine the significance 
of the identified parking shortfall. In some cases, if there is adequate parking supply within a ½ 
mile of the project site, the projected parking shortfall may also not necessarily be considered 
significant. 

Figure C-1 and Table C-1 show the location, licensed capacity, current utilitization, and 
number of used and unsed parking spaces for the lots and garages within ¼-mile of the Entrance 
1 location. Presently, there is a total of 5,445 off-street parking spaces in this area. During all of 
the analysis periods, there is ample capacity, resulting in unused spaces within the ¼-mile study 
area. 

The temporary closures of Alliance Parking (301 East 69th Street) would result in the temporary 
loss of 40 licensed parking spaces in the study area. However, there is sufficient capacity at other 
facilities to absorb demand. Therefore, the closure of Alliance Parking would not result in a 
parking shortfall (see Table C-1). 
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Off-Street Parking Facilities
in the Parking Study Area

Figure C-1
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TMM

MD PM ON SAT MD PM ON SAT MD PM ON SAT
1 Imperial House Parking - 155 E. 68th Street 976814 139 80% 75% 50% 50% 111 104 70 70 28 35 69 69
2 Kingdom Parking - 200 E. 69th Street 1155071 200 90% 70% 40% 60% 180 140 80 120 20 60 120 80
3 The Ny Hospital Royal Charter Properties - 1285 York Avenue 957484 77 85% 75% 40% 80% 65 58 31 62 12 19 46 15
4 Alliance E. 69th Parking - 301 E. 69th Street 1300930 40 95% 90% 80% 40% 38 36 32 16 2 4 8 24
5 222 E. 69th Street Garage - 222 E. 69th Street 367720 157 95% 75% 65% 60% 149 118 102 94 8 39 55 63
6 69 Enterprises Parking - 219 E. 69th Street 1306493 52 90% 90% 60% 40% 47 47 31 21 5 5 21 31
7 200 E. 70 Garage Corporation - 201 E. 69th Street 1251085 72 85% 90% 90% 30% 61 65 65 22 11 7 7 50
8 Gemat Parking Corporation - 233 E. 69th Street 469348 53 85% 60% 50% 50% 45 32 27 27 8 21 26 26
9 Granite Parking - 302-312 E. 70th Street 976027 44 95% 85% 85% 80% 42 37 37 35 2 7 7 9
10 315 E. 70 Garage Corporation - 315 E. 70th Street 1266504 49 90% 70% 70% 20% 44 34 34 10 5 15 15 39
11 May Parking Corporation - 330 E. 70th Street 1215447 25 90% 90% 90% 90% 23 23 23 23 2 2 2 2
12 Park 70 LLC - 400 E. 70th Street 1357129 56 70% 80% 80% Closed 39 45 45 Closed 17 11 11 Closed
13 Quik Park York Avenue - 400 E. 71st Street 1192968 180 95% 80% 45% 50% 171 144 81 90 9 36 99 90
14 The NY Hospital Laurence G. Payson House - 426-438 E. 71st Street 369314 174 85% 30% 30% 45% 148 52 52 78 26 122 122 96
15 Independent Parking LLC - 417 E. 71st Street 897040 77 70% 50% 20% 60% 54 39 15 46 23 38 62 31
16 420 E. 72nd Garage Corp. - 420 E. 72nd Street 1412461 51 90% 50% 20% 40% 46 26 10 20 5 25 41 31
17 Sylvan 71st Street Garage - 355-361 E. 71st Street 888159 268 75% 65% 30% 40% 201 174 80 107 67 94 188 161
18 Rainbow Parking Corporation - 300 E. 71st Street 367503 57 80% 75% 75% 75% 46 43 43 43 11 14 14 14
19 71st Street Garden Garage - 211 E. 70th Street 735058 150 95% 75% 35% 60% 143 113 53 90 7 37 97 60
20 GMC - 203 E. 71st Street 1414488 98 77% 66% 20% 25% 75 65 20 25 23 33 78 73
21 Tower East Garage - 191 E. 71st Street 367970 62 90% 70% 70% 50% 56 43 43 31 6 19 19 31
22 165 E. Parking Corporation - 184 E. 73rd Street 1130687 35 95% 95% 80% 25% 33 33 28 9 2 2 7 26
23 73rd Street Parking Corporation - 1257 Third Avenue 1323180 65 66% 80% 80% 50% 43 52 52 33 22 13 13 32
24 300 E. 74th Street Garage Corporation - 300 E. 74th Street 1076862 94 75% 70% 40% 40% 71 66 38 38 23 28 56 56
25 Integrity - 315 E. 72nd Street 469761 60 90% 90% 90% 90% 54 54 54 54 6 6 6 6
26 Arwin 74th Street - 300 E. 75th Street 1070438 177 80% 80% 35% 65% 142 142 62 115 35 35 115 62
27 Fanda Parking LLC - 340 E. 74th Street 1126177 38 95% 95% 95% 95% 36 36 36 36 2 2 2 2
28 Mega Parking Systems - 319-345 E. 74th Street 1392707 57 90% 85% 80% Closed 51 48 46 Closed 6 9 11 Closed
29 67th & 2nd Avenue Garage - 254 E. 68th Street 699352 150 95% 75% 35% 60% 143 113 53 90 7 37 97 60
30 Westminster Car Park - 165 E. 66th Street 1247801 120 85% 60% 30% 80% 102 72 36 96 18 48 84 24
31 Manhattan Parking System - 202 E. 67th Street 367518 106 85% 65% 20% 45% 90 69 21 48 16 37 85 58
32 Imperial Parking US - 216-226 E. 67th Street 1455310 27 90% 90% 80% 50% 24 24 22 14 3 3 5 13
33 Quik Park - 250 E. 67th Street 1331217 197 75% 65% 25% 65% 148 128 49 128 49 69 148 69
34 Quik Park - 400 E. 67th Street 1329614 142 70% 70% 30% 50% 99 99 43 71 43 43 99 71
35 Memorial Sloan Kettering - 1231-1241 York Avenue 368585-881098 263 75% 65% 30% 40% 197 171 79 105 66 92 184 158
36 Quik Park - 403 E. 65th Street 1228864 180 70% 70% 30% 50% 126 126 54 90 54 54 126 90
37 Laz Parking of NY/NJ - 360 E. 65th Street 1431566 69 85% 90% 90% 70% 59 62 62 48 10 7 7 21
38 GMC - 337 E. 64th Street 1312358 300 60% 60% 60% 60% 180 180 180 180 120 120 120 120
39 The Hertz Corporation - 327 E. 64th Street 369606 120 85% 60% 30% 80% 102 72 36 96 18 48 84 24
40 Kinney System - 301 E. 66th Street 1196437 70 90% 90% 66% 70% 63 63 46 49 7 7 24 21
41 GMC - 322 E. 66th Street 1251169 50 85% 85% 85% 30% 43 43 43 15 7 7 7 35
42 Eastside 65 Parking - 200 E. 66th Street 1283472 255 60% 50% 40% 60% 153 128 102 153 102 127 153 102
43 Central Parking System - 222 E. 65th Street 766654 300 75% 60% 25% 40% 225 180 75 120 75 120 225 180
44 Bristol 65 Parking LLC - 200-210 E. 65th Street 1406780 153 50% 75% 75% 50% 77 115 115 77 76 38 38 76
45 Pronto Parking Corporation - 169 E. 65th Street 1182377 70 90% 80% 60% 50% 63 56 42 35 7 14 28 35
46 355 E. 72nd Garage Corp. - 355 E. 72nd Street 1184091 31 100% 66% Closed 55% 31 20 Closed 17 0 11 Closed 14
47 E. 72nd Realty LLC - 1353-1367 York Avenue 1070441 235 85% 50% 10% 35% 200 118 24 82 35 117 211 153

5,445 80% 68% 44% 54% 4,339 3,708 2,372 2,829 1,106 1,737 3,042 2,503
-40 0 0 0 0 -40 -40 -40 -40

Total Capacity, Used Spaces, and Unused Spaces with Closure of Alliance Parking 5,405 80% 69% 44% 52% 4,339 3,708 2,372 2,829 1,066 1,697 3,002 2,463
Notes:

Values in red indicate estimates where attendants refused comment.
Sources:

Licensed Capacity Utilization Rate Utilized Spaces Available Spaces

MD = Midday; ON = Overnight; CLD = Closed

Survey conducted by AKRF Inc. March 2013.

Total Existing Capacity, Used Spaces, and Unused Spaces
Temporary Closure of Alliance Parking

Table C-1
2013 Existing Off-Street Parking - 1/4 Mile

Weekday & Saturday Utilization
Map # Name/Operator and Address/Location License Number
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