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INTRODUCTION NO. 121: 	By Council Members Salamanca, Dinowitz, Riley, Stevens, Brannan, Bottcher, Sanchez and Louis

TITLE:	A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to requiring the department of education to report annually on the number of teachers, administrators and school staff who have completed therapeutic crisis intervention in schools training

ADMINISTRATIVE CODE:	Amends Title 21-A by adding a new chapter



INTRODUCTION NO. 857: 	By Council Members Joseph, Hudson, Abreu, Ossé, Schulman, Williams, Cabán, Krishnan, Avilés, Ayala, Brooks-Powers, Louis, Sanchez, Riley, Menin, Restler, Barron, Nurse, Richardson Jordan, De La Rosa and Brewer

TITLE:	A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to expanding disaggregated data in department of education reporting including metrics on students in foster care

ADMINISTRATIVE CODE:	Amends various sections of Title 21-A 


INTRODUCTION NO. 928:	By Council Members Hanks, Hudson, Ayala, Restler, Williams, Avilés, Louis, Narcisse, Barron, Krishnan, Brewer, Riley and Ung

TITLE:	A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to requiring the department of education to report on funding for restorative justice programming and services

ADMINISTRATIVE CODE:	Amends chapter 25 of Title 21-A by adding a new section  


RESOLUTION NO. 422:	By Council Members Paladino, Louis, Yeger, Stevens, Richardson Jordan, Lee, Holden, Riley, Brooks-Powers, Menin, Williams, Krishnan, Hudson, Hanks, Kagan, Abreu, Ung, Brannan, Dinowitz, Feliz, Gennaro, Won, Powers, Narcisse, Velázquez, Schulman, Moya, Salamanca, De La Rosa, Farías, Brewer, Ariola, Carr, Borelli and Vernikov

TITLE:	Resolution calling upon the New York City Department of Education to expand career-connected learning programs and opportunities at all public high schools

PROPOSED RESOLUTION NO. 444-A:	By Council Members Joseph, Louis, Hanif, Restler, Richardson Jordan, Barron, Stevens and Schulman

TITLE:	Resolution calling upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation requiring all district leadership teams to operate under open meetings law requirements

PROPOSED RESOLUTION NO. 445-A:	By Council Members Joseph, Louis, Hanif, Restler, Hudson, Richardson Jordan, Barron and Stevens

TITLE:	Resolution calling upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation requiring District Leadership Teams and School Leadership Teams to include student representatives

PROPOSED RESOLUTION NO. 446-A:	By Council Members Joseph, Louis, Richardson Jordan, Barron and Stevens

TITLE:	Resolution calling upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation establishing a citywide leadership team


Introduction
On June 21, 2023, the Committee on Education, chaired by Council Member Rita Joseph, will hear Introduction Number (“Int. No.”) 121, sponsored by Council Member Rafael Salamanca, Jr., related to requiring the Department of Education (DOE) to report annually on the number of teachers, administrators and school staff who have completed therapeutic crisis intervention in schools (TCIS) training; Int. No. 857, sponsored by Council Member Rita Joseph, related to expanding disaggregated data in DOE reporting including metrics on students in foster care; Int. No. 928, sponsored by Council Member Kamillah Hanks, related to requiring the DOE to report on funding for restorative justice programming and services; Resolution Number (“Res. No.”) 422, sponsored by Council Member Vickie Paladino, calling on the DOE to expand career-connected learning programs and opportunities at all public high schools; Proposed Res No. 444-A, sponsored by Council Member Rita Joseph, calling on the New York State (NYS) Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation requiring all district leadership teams to operate under open meetings law requirements; Proposed Res. No. 445-A, sponsored by Council Member Rita Joseph, calling on the NYS Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation establishing a citywide leadership team; and Proposed Res. No. 446-A, sponsored by Council Member Rita Joseph, calling upon the NYS Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation establishing a citywide leadership team. Witnesses invited to testify include the New York City DOE, students, parents, educators, unions, advocates, and other interested stakeholders.
Analysis of Legislation
Int. No. 121 A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to requiring the DOE to report annually on the number of teachers, administrators and school staff who have completed therapeutic crisis intervention in schools training

	Background

TCIS training provides training participants with skills on preventing crises from occurring, de-escalating potential crises, managing disruptive and acute physical behavior, reducing potential and actual injury to students and staff, teaching students adaptive coping skills, and developing a learning organization.[footnoteRef:2] The DOE provides training to school staff on strategies and techniques in de-escalation, as well as support for implementing other school-wide strategies and interventions to create a supportive school environment.[footnoteRef:3] Additionally, Chancellor’s Regulation A-411 establishes policies and guidelines for responding to and de-escalating potential crises and includes a provision that, “If the classroom teacher or the responding staff member is unable to de-escalate the behavior, the teacher/staff member should seek assistance from staff members trained in crisis de-escalation.”[footnoteRef:4] However, information about how many staff members have completed this training is not currently available. [2:  Residential Child Care Project, Cornell University, “Therapeutic Crisis Intervention System for Schools, Information Bulletin,” p. 3, 2021, available at https://rccp.cornell.edu/downloads/TCIS_SYSTEM%20BULLETIN.pdf. ]  [3:  DOE Website, “Responding to Behavioral Crises,” accessed June 15, 2023 at https://www.schools.nyc.gov/school-life/safe-schools/responding-to-behavioral-crises. ]  [4:  DOE, “Chancellor’s Regulation A-411 Behavioral Crisis De-Escalation/Intervention and Contacting 911,” May 21, 2015, accessed at https://www.schools.nyc.gov/docs/default-source/default-document-library/a-411-english. ] 

Bill Analysis
This bill would require the DOE to annually submit information to the Mayor, the Council, and Community Education Councils regarding the total number and percentage of teachers, administrators, and school staff who have completed TCIS training. If enacted, the bill would take effect immediately.
Int. No. 857 A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to expanding disaggregated data in department of education reporting including metrics on students in foster care

Background 
 	Various sections of Title 21-A of the administrative code of the city of New York requires reporting from the DOE. However, many DOE reports do not include disaggregated data on students in foster care and/or students in temporary housing, including:
· Section 21-955: Reporting on Students Receiving Special Education Services
· Section 21-956 and 21-957: Reporting on Demographic Data in New York City Public Schools
· Section 21-982, 21-984 and 21-986: Reports on Discipline and Certain Emergency Transports of Students

Bill Analysis
This bill would amend the above sections of Title 21-A to expand disaggregated data captured by the reports, particularly as it relates to students who are in foster care and/or in temporary housing. 
Int. No. 928 A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to requiring the department of education to report on funding for restorative justice programming and services

Background
Restorative justice refers to a set of value-driven practices that involve all stakeholders in a decision-making process, which also often encompasses a focus on “restoring” balance between moving forward and holding people accountable.[footnoteRef:5] In the school context, restorative justice practices “de-emphasize the reliance on solely [relying on] traditional discipline and punishment … [so that] students are also encouraged to activate [social emotional learning] skills by focusing on emotion identification, conflict resolution, and problem-solving.”[footnoteRef:6] Although the DOE is required to report on spending at an aggregate level,[footnoteRef:7] advocates have expressed a lack of transparency and information around restorative justice spending.[footnoteRef:8] For example, an April 2022 Comptroller report revealed that while the DOE allocated $12 million in Federal COVID-19 stimulus funds to expand restorative justice programming for Fiscal Year (FY) 22, the City had only spent 5% of that funding by March 2022.[footnoteRef:9] Moreover, the Administration does not provide the DOE’s budget broken down by specific program area; however, in the FY 23 budget, an estimated $17.9 million was set aside for restorative justice, broadly.[footnoteRef:10]  [5:  See, e.g, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Services, “Balanced and Restorative Justice Practice Tools,” available at https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh176/files/pubs/implementing/tools.html. ]  [6:  DOE Website, “Resilient Kids, Safer Schools,” accessed on June 16, 2023 at https://www.schools.nyc.gov/school-life/safe-schools/resilient-kids-safer-schools. ]  [7:  See NYC Administrative Code, Chapter 25 of Title 21-A: Reporting on Spending Allocations, available at https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/newyorkcity/latest/NYCadmin/0-0-0-129003; Local law 16 of 2019.]  [8:  Alex Zimmerman, “Restorative justice funding saved as Banks lays out NYC school safety plans,” Sept. 7, 2022, available at https://ny.chalkbeat.org/2022/9/7/23341520/restorative-justice-funding-school-safety-nyc.]  [9:  NYC Comptroller, “DOE Federal Covid Stimulus Funds Programmatic Spending Update,” April 2022, accessed at https://comptroller.nyc.gov/wp-content/uploads/documents/DOE-Federal-Covid-Stimulus-Funds.pdf. ]  [10:  City Council Finance Division] 

Bill Analysis
This bill would require the DOE to submit to the Speaker of the Council, and post on its website, an annual report regarding DOE funding and spending on restorative justice programming and services at the individual school level, including whether such programs and services were utilized by students.


Int. No. 121

By Council Members Salamanca, Dinowitz, Riley, Stevens, Brannan, Bottcher, Sanchez and Louis

..Title
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to requiring the department of education to report annually on the number of teachers, administrators and school staff who have completed therapeutic crisis intervention in schools training
..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:


1

9

Section 1. Title 21-A of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended by adding a new chapter 29 to read as follows:
Chapter 29
Reporting on Therapeutic Crisis Intervention in Schools Training
	§ 21-2901 Annual reporting on therapeutic crisis intervention in schools training.  a. For the purposes of this section, the following terms have the following meanings:
School. The term “school” means a school of the city school district of the city of New York.
TCIS training. The term “TCIS training” means training provided by the department that relates to therapeutic crisis intervention in schools and provides training participants with skills, including, but not limited to, preventing or de-escalating behavioral crises with students, safely managing crises situations and helping improve students’ coping strategies.
b. Not later than December 1, 2023, and no later than December 1 annually thereafter, the department shall submit to the mayor, the council and each community education council, and post on the department’s website information regarding TCIS training completion for the preceding school year. Such information shall include, but not be limited to: (i) the total number and percentage of teachers who have completed TCIS training within the preceding school year; (ii) the total number and percentage of administrators who have completed TCIS training within the preceding school year; and (iii) the total number and percentage of other school staff, including but not limited to guidance counselors and social workers, who have completed TCIS training within the preceding school year.
c. All information required to be reported by this section shall be aggregated citywide, as well as disaggregated by city council district, community school district, and school.
	§2.	This local law takes effect immediately. 
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Int. No. 857

By Council Members Joseph, Hudson, Abreu, Ossé, Schulman, Williams, Cabán, Krishnan, Avilés, Ayala, Brooks-Powers, Louis, Sanchez, Riley, Menin, Restler, Barron, Nurse, Richardson Jordan, De La Rosa and Brewer

..Title
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to expanding disaggregated data in department of education reporting including metrics on students in foster care
..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:


1

20

Section 1. Subdivision a of section 21-955 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 21 for the year 2020, is amended by adding a new definition of “student in foster care” in alphabetical order to read as follows:
Student in foster care. The term “student in foster care” means a student placed in 24-hour substitute care away from their birth or adoptive parents and for whom the child welfare agency has placement and care responsibility, as set forth in chancellor’s regulation A-101, at any point and for any length of time during the school year. 
§ 2. Subdivision b of section 21-955 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as added by local law number 27 for the year 2015, opening paragraph as amended by local law number 21 for the year 2020, paragraph 8 as amended by local law number 89 for the year 2018, paragraph 12 as amended by local law number 16 for the year 2020, paragraph 13 as amended by local law number 17 for the year 2020, paragraph 14 as added by local law 16 for the year 2020, paragraph 15 as renumbered by local law number 16 for the year 2020, is amended to read as follows: 
b. The department shall submit to the speaker of the council and post on the department’s website an annual report regarding the evaluation of students, not including preschool students, for special education services and the provision of such services during the preceding academic period, which shall include, but shall not be limited to the following information: 
1. the number of referrals for initial evaluations and reevaluations pursuant to section 200.4 of title 8 of the official compilation of the codes, rules and regulations of the state of New York, disaggregated by the district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, and grade level;
2. the number of initial evaluations conducted, including the number of such evaluations that resulted in a determination that the student was a student with a disability; 
3. the number of IEP meetings that were convened less than or equal to [sixty] 60 calendar days from the date of consent, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, and grade level;
4. the number of IEP meetings that were convened more than [sixty] 60 calendar days from the date of consent, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, and grade level;
5. the number of reevaluations conducted, including the number of reevaluations that resulted in a determination that the student was no longer a student with a disability;
6. the number of IEP meetings that were convened less than or equal to [sixty] 60 calendar days from the date of referral for reevaluation, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, and grade level;
7. the number of IEP meetings that were convened more than [sixty] 60 calendar days from the date of referral for reevaluation, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, and grade level;
8. [(i)] the total number of students who have an IEP as of June 30 of the reported academic period, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, grade level, disability classification and school; [and]
[(ii)] 9. the total number of students within each disability classification referenced in [subparagraph (i)] paragraph 8 of this subdivision as of June 30 of the reported academic period, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, and grade level;
10. the number and percentage of students, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, grade level, and disability classification who, by the end of the academic period, have an IEP that recommends the following enumerated services:
(a) related services only; 
(b) special education teacher support services; 
(c) integrated co-teaching services; 
(d) special class in a community school; 
(e) special class in a district 75 school; and 
(f) non-public school placement; 
[9.] 11. the average number of school days between the date the department receives consent from the parent or person in parental relation for the initial provision of special education services as set forth in section 200.5(b)(1)(ii) of title 8 of the official compilation of the codes, rules and regulations of the state of New York and the date the department issues notice of the school that will implement the IEP, provided that this information shall only be reported when the parent or person in parental relation has not consented to defer implementation of the IEP until the following semester or the following school year, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, and grade level;
[10.] 12. the following information, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, and grade level:
[(i)] (a) the number of reevaluations that resulted in an IEP recommendation of more periods per week in a special class than the student's previous IEP recommendation;
[(ii)] (b) the number of reevaluations that resulted in an IEP recommendation of fewer periods per week in a special class than the student's previous IEP recommendation;
[(iii)] (c) the number of reevaluations that resulted in an IEP recommendation of removal from a school that serves students who are not students with disabilities and placement in a separate school for a student not previously recommended for such placement; and
[(iv)] (d) the number of reevaluations that resulted in an IEP recommendation of placement in a school that serves students who are not students with disabilities for a student previously recommended for placement in a separate school;
[11.] 13. the number of [three-year] 3-year reevaluations conducted, including the number of such evaluations that were timely conducted, disaggregated by district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, and grade level;
[12.] 14. the number and percentage of students, disaggregated by eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, grade level, service recommendation, school and community school district, who were receiving special education services:
[(i)] (a) in full compliance with their IEPs by the end of the academic period, and 
[(ii)] (b) in partial compliance with their IEPs by the end of the academic period; 
[13.] 15. the number and percentage of students, disaggregated by eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, grade level, service recommendation, school and community school district, who, by the end of the academic period, were receiving in full the services enumerated in subparagraphs (a) through [(h)] (j) of this paragraph as recommended on their IEPs, the number and percentage of students who as of the end of the academic period were receiving in part such services, and the number and percentage of students who were awaiting the provision of such services:
(a) Monolingual speech therapy; 
(b) Bilingual speech therapy; 
(c) Monolingual counseling; 
(d) Bilingual counseling; 
(e) Occupational therapy; 
(f) Physical therapy; 
(g) Hearing education services; 
(h) Vision education services; 
(i) Assistive technology services; and
(j) Special transportation services; 
[14. The] 16. the number and percentage of students, disaggregated by eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, English Language Learner status, status as a student in temporary housing, status as a student in foster care, recommended language of instruction, grade level, service recommendation, school and community school district, who have a behavioral intervention plan; and
[15.] 17. the number and percentage of students with IEPs who are recommended for participation in the general education curriculum for: 
[(i)] (a) 80% or more of the day; 
[(ii)] (b) 40-79% of the day; and 
[(iii)] (c) less than 40% of the day. 
§ 3. Subdivision e of section 21-955 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as added by local law number 21 for the year 2020, is amended to read as follows: 
[e.] f. The department shall submit to the speaker of the council and post on the department’s website an annual report regarding the evaluation of preschool students for special education services and the provision of such services during the preceding academic period. To the extent such information is available, such report shall include, but shall not be limited to the following information, each disaggregated by community school district, eligibility for the free and reduced price lunch program, race/ethnicity, gender, recommended language of instruction or services, home language, [and] status as a student in temporary housing, and status as a student in foster care:
1. The number of referrals for initial evaluations pursuant to section 200.4 of title 8 of the New York codes, rules and regulations; 
2. The number of initial evaluations conducted, including the number of such evaluations that resulted in a determination that the child was a preschool student with a disability; 
3. The number of requests for referral for an initial evaluation pursuant to section 200.4 of title 8 of the New York codes, rules and regulations, for which the department has not received consent from the parent or person in parental relation; 
4. The number of IEP meetings that were convened less than or equal to 60 calendar days from the date of consent for initial evaluations; 
5. The number of IEP meetings that were convened more than or equal to 60 calendar days from the date of consent for initial evaluations; 
6. The total number of preschool students with a disability who have an IEP as of June 30 of the reported academic period; 
7. The number and percentage of preschool students with a disability for whom appropriate special education programs and services were arranged to be provided within 6- school days from the date of consent for initial evaluations pursuant to section 200.4 of title 8 of the New York codes, rules and regulations; 
8. The number and percentage of preschool students with a disability who, by the end of the academic period, have an IEP that recommends the following enumerated services:
(a) Related services only; 
(b) Monolingual special education itinerant services; 
(c) Bilingual special education itinerant services; 
(d) Monolingual full-day integrated special class program; 
(e) Monolingual half-day integrated special class program; 
(f) Bilingual full-day integrated special class program; 
(g) Bilingual half-day integrated special class program; 
(h) Monolingual full-day special class, disaggregated by the following student-to-teacher-to-aid ratios: 
(1) 6:1:2; 
(2) 8:1:2; 
(3) 12:1:2; or
(4) Other ratio; 
(i) Monolingual half-day special class, disaggregated by the following student-to-teacher-to-aid ratios:
(1) 6:1:2; 
(2) 8:1:2; 
(3) 12:1:2; or
(4) Other ratio; 
(j) Bilingual full-day special class, disaggregated by the following student-to-teacher-to-aid ratios; 
(1) 6:1:2; 
(2) 8:1:2; 
(3) 12:1:2; or
(4) Other ratio; and
(k) Bilingual half-day special class, disaggregated by the following student-to-teacher-to-aid ratios:
(1) 6:1:2; 
(2) 8:1:2; 
(3) 12:1:2; or
(4) Other ratio[.];
[8.] 9. The number and percentage of preschool students with a disability who were receiving special education services in full compliance with their IEPs by the end of the academic period in partial compliance with their IEPs by the end of the academic period;
[9.] 10. The number and percentage of preschool students with a disability who, by the end of the academic period, were receiving in full the services enumerated in subparagraphs (a) through (s) of this paragraph as recommended in their IEPs; the number and percentage of preschool students with a disability who, as of the end of the academic period, were receiving in part such services; and the number and percentage of preschool students with a disability who, as of the end of the academic period, were awaiting the provision of such services; 
[10.] 11. The number and percentage of preschool students with a disability enrolled in 3-k or Pre-K for All programs at the end of the academic period, disaggregated by grade level where available; 
[11.] 12. The number and percentage of preschool students with a disability enrolled in 3-K or Pre-K for All programs who receive full services at the 3-K or Pre-K for All program where they are enrolled; 
[12.] 13. The number of preschool integrated special class programs in 3-K and Pre-K for All; 
[13.] 14. The number of non-public preschool special education programs approved by the state education department; 
[14.] 15. The number of preschool special classes administered by the department in 3-K and Pre-K for All, including programs in district 75 schools, in total and disaggregated by the following student-to-teacher-to-aid ratios;
(1) 6:1:2; 
(2) 8:1:2; 
(3) 12:1:2; or
(4) Other ratio; and
[15.] 16. The number of non-public preschool special education programs approved by the state education department in total and disaggregated by the following student-to-teacher-to-aid ratio:
(1) 6:1:2; 
(2) 8:1:2; 
(3) 12:1:2; or
(4) Other ratio.
§ 4. Subdivision f of section 21-955, as added by local law number 17 for the year 2020, is redesignated subdivision g. 
§ 5. Subdivision f of section 21-955, as added by local law number 21 for the year 2020, is redesignated subdivision h. 
§ 6. The definition of “school” in section 21-956 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 223 for the year 2019, is amended and a new definition of “student in foster care” is added in alphabetical order to read as follows: 
School. The term “school” means a school of the city school district of the city of New York, including district 75 programs, district 79 programs, and charter schools under the jurisdiction of the department.
Student in foster care. The term “student in foster care” means a student placed in 24-hour substitute care away from their birth or adoptive parents and for whom the child welfare agency has placement and care responsibility, as set forth in chancellor’s regulation A-101, at any point and for any length of time during the school year. 
§ 7. Subdivisions a and b of section 21-957 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 223 for the year 2019, are amended to read as follows: 
a. For each community school district, school within such district, special program within such school, and grade within such school, the total number of public school students enrolled in the preceding school year in grades kindergarten through eight and the number and percentage of such students who: 
1. Receive special education services; 
2. Are English language learners; 
3. Are eligible for the federal free or reduced price meals program; 
4. Reside in temporary housing; 
5. Are in foster care; 
[5] 6. Are attending school out of the attendance zone in which the student resides; and 
[6] 7. Are attending school out of the community school district in which the student resides. 
b. The data provided pursuant to subdivision a shall be disaggregated by:
1. Grade level;
2. Race or ethnicity; 
3. Gender; 
4. Special education status;
[4] 5. English language learner status; and
[5] 6. Primary home language. 
§ 8. Subdivisions a and b of section 21-957.1 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 223 for the year 2019, are amended to read as follows: 
a. For each public high school, the total number of students enrolled in grades nine
through twelve in the preceding school year and the number and percentage of such students who:
1. Receive special education services; 
2. Are English language learners; 
3. Are eligible for the federal free or reduced price meals program;
4. Reside in temporary housing; [and]
5. Are in foster care; and
[5] 6. Are enrolled over the counter.
b. The data provided pursuant to subdivision a shall be disaggregated by:
1. Grade level; 
2. Race or ethnicity; 
3. Gender; 
4. Special education status;
[4] 5. English language learner status; and
[5] 6. Primary home language.  
§ 9. Section 21-982 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 63 for the year 2018, is amended by adding a new definition of “foster care status” in alphabetical order to read as follows: 
Foster care status. The term “foster care status” means the circumstance in which a student is placed in 24-hour substitute care away from their birth or adoptive parents and for whom the child welfare agency has placement and care responsibility, as set forth in chancellor’s regulation A-101, at any point and for any length of time during the school year.
§ 10. Subdivision b of section 21-984 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 63 for the year 2018, is amended to read as follows: 
b. The data provided pursuant to subdivision a shall be disaggregated by race/ethnicity, gender, grade, year of birth, whether the individual is receiving special education services, whether the individual is an English language learner, foster care status and homeless status. The report shall include school district and citywide total numbers for each disaggregated category.
§ 11. Subdivision b of section 21-986 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 63 for the year 2018, is amended to read as follows: 
b. The chancellor shall submit to the council and post to the department's website by October 31 of each year a citywide report on EMS transports during the twelve-month period ending on June 30 of the same year. Each report shall be disaggregated by school and by race/ethnicity, year of birth, [and] whether the individual is receiving special education services[.], foster care status and homeless status. The report shall include school district and citywide total numbers for each disaggregated category.
§ 12. This local law takes effect immediately.
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Int. No. 928
 
By Council Members Hanks, Hudson, Ayala, Restler, Williams, Avilés, Louis, Narcisse, Barron, Krishnan, Brewer, Riley and Ung
 
..TITLE
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to requiring the department of education to report on funding for restorative justice programming and services
..Body
 
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
 
Section 1. Chapter 25 of title 21-A of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended by adding a new section 21-992.1 to read as follows: 
§ 21-992.1 Restorative justice funding. a. Definitions. For purposes of this section, the following terms have the following meanings:
Restorative justice. The term “restorative justice” means an approach to discipline that focuses on repairing harm, with an emphasis on learning and community involvement.
School. The term “school” means a school of the city school district of the city of New York.
b. No later than September 30, 2023, and annually thereafter, the department shall submit to the speaker of the council and post on the department’s website a report on department funding to implement restorative justice programming and services for the prior school year. 
c. The report required in subdivision b of this section shall include the following information for each school:
1. The amount of funding provided to implement restorative justice programming and services;
2. The specific restorative justice programs and services offered, whether or not such programs and services were utilized by students in the applicable year;
3. The amount of such funds that were not spent; and
4. The number of students, disaggregated by gender, race or ethnicity, English language learner status, and special education status.
d. No information that is otherwise required to be reported pursuant to this section shall be reported in a manner that would violate any applicable provision of federal, state, or local law relating to the privacy of student information or that would interfere with law enforcement investigations or otherwise conflict with the interest of law enforcement. If a category contains between 1 and 5 students, or allows another category to be narrowed to between 1 and 5 students, the number shall be replaced with a symbol. A category that contains zero shall be reported as zero, unless such reporting would violate any applicable provision of federal, state or local law relating to the privacy of student information.
§ 2. This local law takes effect immediately.
 
 
BM
LS 10434
1/27/2023 4:00 pm
 


Res. No. 422

..Title
Resolution calling upon the New York City Department of Education to expand career-connected learning programs and opportunities at all public high schools.
..Body

By Council Members Paladino, Louis, Yeger, Stevens, Richardson Jordan, Lee, Holden, Riley, Brooks-Powers, Menin, Williams, Krishnan, Hudson, Hanks, Kagan, Abreu, Ung, Brannan, Dinowitz, Feliz, Gennaro, Won, Powers, Narcisse, Velázquez, Schulman, Moya, Salamanca, De La Rosa, Farías, Brewer, Ariola, Carr, Borelli and Vernikov

Whereas, As reported by the National Student Clearinghouse Research Center, approximately 662,000 fewer students enrolled in undergraduate programs in the spring of 2022 compared to a year earlier, amounting to a decline of 4.7 percent; and
Whereas, According to The New York Times, this decline in enrollment raises questions about a potential change in attitudes towards the value of college and whether prospective college students may be weighing the relative value of jobs that require a college degree against equally attractive job opportunities that do not; and 
Whereas, Career and Technical Education (CTE) programs provide high school students with academic and technical instruction alongside work-based learning experiences and opportunities to obtain industry-recognized certifications in order to better prepare students to make informed post-secondary decisions, whether it be to continue at college or university, enter the workforce immediately, or select vocational training programs or apprenticeships; and
Whereas, New York State Education Law requires school districts to provide secondary school students access to career education programs commensurate with the interests and capabilities of those desiring and having a need for preparatory training, retraining or upgrading for employment, and develop realistic programs in accord with employment needs in existing and emerging occupations for present and projected employment opportunities; and
Whereas, The New York City Department of Education (DOE) offers over 260 CTE elective courses and programs across 135 high schools with over 60,000 participating students; and
Whereas, The DOE recently launched two new career-connected learning opportunities for high school students: FutureReadyNYC, which provides students access to career exploration in high-growth fields and the chance to receive early college credit and industry-validated credentials, and the Career Readiness and Modern Youth Apprenticeship, which connects students with paid multi-year apprenticeships in high-growth, high wage fields; and
Whereas, The New York City public school system consists of 542 high schools with an enrollment of over 300,000 high school students; and
	Whereas, All New York City high school students should have the opportunity to participate in CTE programs and other career-connected learning opportunities offered by the DOE to meet the interests and capabilities of a diverse student body and better prepare all students for their next steps after high school; now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the New York City Department of Education to expand career-connected learning programs and opportunities at all public high schools.
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Proposed Res. No. 444-A

..Title
Resolution calling upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation requiring all district leadership teams to operate under open meetings law requirements
..Body

By Council Members Joseph, Louis, Hanif, Restler, Richardson Jordan, Barron, Stevens and Schulman

Whereas, The purpose of school-based planning and shared decision-making is to improve the educational performance of all students, regardless of such factors as socioeconomic status, race, sex, language background, or disability; and
Whereas, School-based planning and shared decision-making is based on the premise that better decisions are made when people functioning closest to implementation participate in making the decision; and
Whereas, Section 100.11 of the Regulations of the Commissioner of Education (Section 100.11) directs each community school district to develop a plan for the participation of parents, teachers, and administrators in school-based planning and shared decision-making; and
Whereas, In the City of New York, District Leadership Teams (DLTs) consisting of parent, teacher, and administrator representatives from elementary, middle, and high schools geographically located within each community school district fulfill the section 100.11 requirements regarding the district-level plan for the participation of parents and staff in school-based planning and shared decision-making; and
Whereas, New York City Chancellor’s Regulation A-655 (CR A-655) establishes guidelines regarding the formation and operations of DLTs in every community school district; and
Whereas, CR A-655 directs each DLT to develop a District Comprehensive Educational Plan, which includes annual goals and objectives that are aligned with the district’s and the Chancellor’s goals as well as the means and standards by which all parties in the district evaluate improvement in student achievement; and
Whereas, New York’s Open Meetings Law states, “It is essential to the maintenance of a democratic society that the public business be performed in an open and public manner and that the citizens of this state be fully aware of and able to observe the performance of public officials and attend and listen to the deliberations and decisions that go into the making of public policy;” and
Whereas, DLTs are an important part of the governing structure of the New York City public school system; and
Whereas, DLTs are not operating according to Open Meetings Law requirements; now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation requiring all District Leadership Teams to operate under open meetings law requirements.
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Proposed Res. No. 445-A

..Title
Resolution calling upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation requiring District Leadership Teams and School Leadership Teams to include student representatives
..Body

By Council Members Joseph, Louis, Hanif, Restler, Hudson, Richardson Jordan, Barron and Stevens

Whereas, The purpose of school-based planning and shared decision-making is to improve the educational performance of all students, regardless of such factors as socioeconomic status, race, sex, language background, or disability; and
Whereas, School-based planning and shared decision-making is based on the premise that better decisions are made when people functioning closest to implementation participate in making the decision; and
Whereas, Section 100.11 of the Regulations of the Commissioner of Education (section 100.11) directs each community school district to develop a plan for the participation of parents, teachers, and administrators in school-based planning and shared decision-making; and
Whereas, In the City of New York, District Leadership Teams (DLTs) consisting of parent, teacher, and administrator representatives from elementary, middle, and high schools geographically located within each community school district fulfill the section 100.11 requirements regarding the district-level plan for the participation of parents and staff in school-based planning and shared decision-making; and
Whereas, section 2590-h of the New York Education Law requires every public school in the City of New York to have a School Leadership Team (SLT) comprised of the principal, parent association president, teachers union representatives, and an equal number of elected parents and staff members; and
Whereas, Chancellor’s Regulation A-655 (CR A-655) establishes guidelines regarding the formation and operations of SLTs in every New York City public school and DLTs in every community school district; and
Whereas, SLTs and DLTs are an important part of the governing structure of the New York City public school system; and
Whereas, As the population most impacted by the decisions made by DLTs and SLTs, students should have a voice in those bodies’ decision-making processes; and
Whereas, An analysis published in Educational Research Review by Peter Nowak and Ursula Mager found that student participation in school decision-making has positive effects on students’ life skills and self-esteem, student-adult relationships, and school ethos; now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation requiring District Leadership Teams and School Leadership Teams to include student representatives.
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Proposed Res. No. 446-A

..Title
Resolution calling upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation establishing a citywide leadership team
..Body

By Council Members Joseph, Louis, Richardson Jordan, Barron and Stevens

Whereas, The purpose of school-based planning and shared decision-making is to improve the educational performance of all students, regardless of such factors as socioeconomic status, race, sex, language background, or disability; and
Whereas, School-based planning and shared decision-making is based on the premise that better decisions are made when people functioning closest to implementation participate in making the decision; and
Whereas, section 2590-h of the New York Education Law requires every public school in the city of New York to have a School Leadership Team (SLT) comprised of the principal, parent association president, teachers union representatives, parents, and staff members that develops an annual school comprehensive educational plan and consults on the school-based budget; and
Whereas, Section 100.11 of the Regulations of the Commissioner of Education (section 100.11) directs each community school district to develop a plan for the participation of parents, teachers, and administrators in school-based planning and shared decision-making; and
Whereas, In the City of New York, District Leadership Teams (DLTs) consisting of parent, teacher, and administrator representatives from elementary, middle, and high schools geographically located within each community school district fulfill the section 100.11 requirements regarding the district-level plan for the participation of parents and staff in school-based planning and shared decision-making; and
Whereas, Chancellor’s Regulation A-655 (CR A-655) establishes guidelines regarding the formation and operations of SLTs in every New York City public school and DLTs in every community school district; and
Whereas, There is no vehicle for the participation of parents, students, and other educational stakeholders in shared decision-making at the citywide level; now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass, and the Governor to sign, legislation establishing a citywide leadership team.
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