














































Thank your for the opportunity to comment on this proposed legislation. 

 

For the record, ABO has concerns about Intros 602, 604, 606, 608, and 610. 

 

Int. 602 creates a retroactive requirement to install self-closing mechanisms on all 

apartment doors by December 31, 2020. This would seem to include thousands of 

doors where self-closing mechanisms were specifically not required by code 

because of sprinklers and other fire safety measures. In any case, it is a very short 

time frame to deal with potentially hundreds of thousands of doors and there is no 

provision to compensate owners for the expense. It should also be noted that many 

tenants will purposely disable self-closing mechanisms in order to, say, put the 

garbage out or chat with a neighbor in the hall without grabbing their keys. Any 

legislation should include provisions to make such actions by tenants unlawful, and 

for the City to enforce such provisions. 

 

Int. 604 provides for the use of photoelectric smoke detectors near stoves. We have 

no objection to a prospective requirement, but the bill confusingly says "On or 

before  January 1, 2019, smoke alarms and smoke detectors shall not be 

installed..." and the effective date for the second sentence of proposed 28-312.8 is 

also unclear. 

 

Int. 606 would require building owners to maintain evacuation assistance devices 

on premises. Due to the widely divergent layouts of apartment buildings, the lack 

of public hallway closets or lobby space in many cases, and the total inability to 

store such devices in readily accessible and consistent spaces from building to 

building, we believe it would make much more sense for firefighters to carry such 

devices on their trucks ready to deploy. It is inconceivable that looking for a 

unique storage location in each building would be faster. 

 

Int. 608 requires posting a notice about closing doors in case of a fire. As the 

Council is aware, tenants are now repeatedly given fire safety plans. ABO 

generally opposes all new posting requirements until the Council pares downs the 

dozens of existing required sign postings that tenants routinely ignore. More signs 

don't educate anyone. They become wallpaper. 

 

Int. 610 requires owners to install and maintain stove knob covers in apartments 

with children under 10. There are no standards for stove knob covers, no age 

ranges for which they have been proven effective (although they never seem to be 

advertised for children over six), no style that works on all stoves, and, in fact, 

there are stoves with recessed knobs on which no covers can be installed. Further, 



these tend to be plastic items costing less than ten dollars and are subject to 

breaking and easy removal by tenants who find them inconvenient. Owners cannot 

endlessly monitor and replace knob covers under tenant control.  Even safety 

authorities that suggest parents consider them, including Consumer Reports, advise 

that removing the stove knobs altogether when not in use is safer than using 

covers. As with many baby-proofing devices, such as plastic outlet covers within 

an apartment, this is a parental responsibility, not a building owner's. 
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M E M OR A N D U M  I N  O P P O S I T I O N  
 
 
INTRO NO: 606 
 
SUBJECT:  A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation 

emergency evacuation assistance for individuals with limited mobility 
 
SPONSORS: Richards 
 
DATE:  February 26, 2018 
 
 
The Real Estate Board of New York (REBNY), representing over 17,000 owners, developers, managers 
and brokers of real property in New York City, appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the 
proposed legislation. While REBNY supports the overall goals of the bill to assist individuals with limited 
mobility, there are several reasons why this bill is impractical. 
 
The legislation requires the installation of equipment, such as stair descent devices and applies 
retroactively to all existing residential buildings. This is problematic due to lack of extraneous space, 
particularly for older structures. An amendment to the bill should exempt such buildings and those 
where installation of such devices may hinder efforts to evacuate safely.
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It would be very difficult to implement the bill effectively and safely—undercutting the very goals of the 
bill. Many of the devices envisioned by the bill require manual assistance from staff during an 
evacuation event. Building staff would need to be trained to assist a wide range of individuals with 
limited mobility and/or other disabilities, such as partial or full paralysis, or blindness. Such providers 
could be subject to additional liability in the event of any shortcomings arising from an evacuation. An 
amendment to the bill should include “good Samaritan” provisions to shield care providers from such 
liability.  
  
A far more effective approach would be for the City to collect a list of individuals requiring assistance 
and allow the NYC Fire Department (FDNY) or the NYC Police Department (NYPD)—personnel who 
are otherwise properly trained to assist with this—access through an online registry. This would be 
notably beneficial in buildings that are not staffed day and night, which is most common in the luxury 
housing market.   
 
Individuals faced with disability and limited liabilities are already protected through federal, state and 
local laws, such as Americans with Disabilities Act, the Rehabilitation Act, the Fair Housing Act as well 
as NYS and NYC human rights laws, which ensure buildings provide certain accommodations, prohibit 
housing discrimination and provide accessibility assurance.
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 Any new requirements to this effect should 

ensure these continued protections and not hinder the safety of this population. 
 
 
For the abovementioned reasons, REBNY OPPOSES INTRO No. 606. 

                                                        
1 Barnes, Jonathan. “Ain’t No Crystal Stair: Care and Maintenance of Stairwells.” The Cooperator. May 2013. Accessed 2.23.18. 

< https://cooperator.com/article/aint-no-crystal-stair/full#cut> 
2 Laws, NYC Mayor’s Office for People with Disabilities. Accessed 2.23.18 <http://www1.nyc.gov/site/mopd/laws/laws.page> 










