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I. INTRODUCTION

On Thursday, October 1, 2015, the Committee on Technology, chaired by Council Member James Vacca, will hold a hearing concerning oversight over the administration of Local Law 11 of 2012, better known as the Open Data Law, by the Department of Information Technology and Telecommunication (DoITT) and the 2015 update to the Open Data Plan, as well as provide a first hearing for the following: Int. 890-2015, sponsored by Council Member Fernando Cabrera, in relation to the retention of data on the open data portal; Int 898-2015, sponsored by Council Member Vincent Gentile, in relation to the creation of a data dictionary for every data set; Int 900-2015, sponsored by Council Member Ben Kallos, in relation to the standardization and geocoding of address data; Int 908-2015, sponsored by Council Member Annabel Palma, in relation to the review of data requested through FOIL; Int 914-2015, sponsored by Council Member Ritchie Torres, in relation to response timelines for public requests on the open data portal; Int 915-2015, sponsored by Council Member James Vacca, in relation to the timely updating of certain data sets; and Int 916-2015, sponsored by Council Member James Vacca, in relation to an open data compliance audit.
The Open Data Law and the resulting Open Data Portal have, by almost any measure, been a success. An open data census, by Code for America and the Sunlight Foundation, ranks New York City a very close second-best for open data, in a nationwide ranking of municipalities.
 This success may be credited both to the underlying law itself, as well as to the dedication to its implementation that has been demonstrated by the Department of Information Technology and Telecommunications and the Mayor’s Office of Data Analytics. While this hearing will focus on areas where the law can be strengthened, the portal can be improved and compliance can be increased, the committee also wants to recognize that NYC’s open data program is rightfully a nationwide leader. It is the committee’s goal for that record of success to continue into the future.
II. OPEN GOVERNMENT DATA
Open Data is the concept that certain data be made available for public use and re-use, free of restriction. Governments produce and store a significant amount of information in their regular course of operation, much of which may be theoretically or legally allowed to be accessed by the public, but only a fraction of which has historically been available. Further, even when made available, this data was generally published in the format most convenient for the releasing agency, which could vary widely, including proprietary formats and formats not easily read by machines. To enhance transparency, inclusion and accountability, the concept of Open Government Data has developed, under which raw data should be made available to the public in an open, non-proprietary and machine-readable, format.
 Such open government data permits the public to perform their own data analysis and develop their own conclusions.

In 2007, a group of open government advocates developed eight general principles for open government data, as follows:

1. Complete – All public data is made available.  Public data is data that is not subject to valid privacy, security or privilege limitations.

2. Primary – Data is as collected at the source, with the highest possible level of granularity, not in aggregate or modified forms. 

3. Timely – Data is made available as quickly as necessary to preserve the value of the data. 

4. Accessible – Data is available to the widest range of users for the widest range of purposes. 

5. Machine processable – Data is reasonably structured to allow automated processing. 

6. Non-discriminatory – Data is available to anyone, with no requirement of registration. 

7. Non-proprietary – Data is available in a format over which no entity has exclusive control. 

8. License-free – Data is not subject to any copyright, patent, trademark or trade secret regulation.  Reasonable privacy, security and privilege restrictions may be allowed.

III. LOCAL LAW 11 OF 2012 – OPEN DATA LAW

On March 7, 2012, the City of New York enacted Local Law 11, generally referred to as the ‘Open Data Law.’  This law added a new Chapter 5 to Title 23 of the Administrative Code of the City of New York, entitled “Accessibility to Public Data Sets.”
 
The law mandated the creation of a single web portal through which agency “public data sets” could be made accessible to the public. The data sets are to conform to the technical standards published by DoITT, in a format that permits automated processing and be updated as necessary to protect their integrity and usefulness. If a public data set cannot be made available prior to December 31, 2018, then the agency is required to report the reason and the date by which the agency expects such data set will be available.
 The legislation charged DoITT with the responsibility of maintaining the web portal as well as an online forum to encourage feedback and discussion,
 although the Mayor’s Office of Data Analytics (MODA) has also played a significant role in its implementation. 
An agency compliance plan must also be submitted to the Mayor and City Council, including a summary of the public data sets under control of each agency and the prioritizing of such public data sets for inclusion on the web portal by December 31, 2018. It must be updated annually.
 The first such compliance plan was released on September 22, 2013 and referred to as the NYC Open Data Plan.
 Since then, an updated plan was released on July 15, 2014
 and another on July 15, 2015.

It should be noted that not all data, or even data sets, are required to be made available under Local Law 11. Data encompasses only the “final versions of statistical or factual information,” such as can be reflected in an alphanumeric, non-narrative, list and that is regularly created or maintained by or on behalf of an agency, but would not include information provided by other governmental entities or image files, maps or scanned original documents.
 Public data sets are collections of such interrelated data that is available for inspection by the public. The law, however, explicitly excludes from that definition: data or data sets for which an agency could deny access generally under law; data that reflects the internal deliberative process of an agency, such as involving procurement or pending legal proceedings; data stored on an device or portion of a network that has been exclusively assigned to a single individual; materials subject to intellectual property protection or confidentiality agreements; proprietary computer software; or employment records and other internal agency administrative documents.
 Any data set falling under one of those exemptions would not, under the law’s definitions, be considered a “public data set.” Agencies are not prohibited from voluntarily disclosing information not otherwise defined as data, including through the portal.

IV. NYC 2015 OPEN DATA PLAN

The most recent NYC Open Data Plan, July 15, 2015, laid out several goals for the future, including: directly engaging with New Yorkers to discuss open data, releasing monthly updates of the open data plan, conducting a Citywide Engagement Tour culminating in a fall summit, identifying opportunities to provide data and promote its use, and continue to improve the technical infrastructure underpinning the Open Data Portal.


Currently, the Open Data Portal claims over 1,350 data sets on the site, with 281 additional data sets planned for future release between now and 2018.
 Some data sets in the plan have been listed as “under review” for possible removal from the plan, such as FDNY fire and medical dispatch data (citing privacy concerns),
 FDNY building inspections completed for mandatory and risk buildings (citing that the dataset may not be public),
 DOT traffic signal defect response times (citing privacy or sensitivity considerations),
 and DOT pothole work order completion times (citing privacy or sensitivity considerations).
 Since the last plan, 12 data sets were removed, most for reasons claiming that the data will be captured by other data sets, although one was removed because the data is no longer maintained by that agency.
 Of particular note was the removal of a data set kept by the Conflict of Interest Board, containing a list of policymakers in city agencies which was removed under a claim that the information is provided by other agencies, despite no other agency collecting or holding such a list.

Since the committee’s last hearing, a ‘data lens’ feature has also been added to the portal where certain data sets (DOHMH New York City Restaurant Inspection Results, DOE Universal Pre-K (UPK) School Locations, 311 Service Requests from 2010 to Present, NYPD Motor Vehicle Collisions, NYC Wi-Fi Hotspot Locations and a 1995 Tree Census) can be presented in adjustable charts and maps, to increase public accessibility.
V. OPEN DATA PORTAL IMPLEMENTATION

Documentation of Metadata

Metadata, as defined by the current Technical Standards Manual (TSM) for the Open Data Portal, is “[c]ontextual information that makes the public data sets easier to understand and use.”
 The TSM requires, for every published data set, that certain minimum information be included by the providing agency, such as: Contributor (the agency that supplied the data), Date (when the data was modified; this is auto-generated by Socrata), Description (a brief description of the data set), frequency of update, and similar information.
 Regarding more detailed information about data sets, the TSM states that “[a]lthough metadata for columns within a data set is not required, it should be provided when the column identifiers do not provide a user with enough information to use it effectively. For example, the metadata for a column containing restaurant inspection letter grades should indicate the possible values and their meanings.”
 


The Federal open data website (data.gov) often provides metadata for its data sets via a link to a page hosted by the relevant agency. For example, a data set on feed grains explains not just when and how the data was collected, but also provides useful conversion factors (such as how much a bushel of corn, barley or oats weighs, each of which is different) and explains terms used in the data (such as ‘heifer/corn ratio’ or ‘feed unit’).
 And, the documentation for a data set on food access includes not just background information on why and how food access is studied, but it also contains a section on “Changes in methods between 2006 and 2010,” which might be critical information for anyone seeking to study possible trend changes over those years.
 Likewise, a data set on a monthly retail trade survey is accompanied by lengthy documentation on the methodology behind the surveys – such as the sampling frame used, how and when estimates are used and possible error rates.
 While not every Federal data set may have such documentation, they are present in significant numbers and provide a great deal of relevant information.
In practice, a handful of data sets on the NYC portal (e.g. restaurant inspection data
 and ACRIS
) do have more than the minimum required metadata documentation, but they are exceptions. Further, they can be easily overlooked, since the additional metadata is generally not provided under the ‘Meta’ section (in the ‘About’ tab) where some of the required metadata can be found, but rather under the ‘Attachments’ section, as one or more downloadable files, sometimes without any clear labeling as to what it is. For instance, the filename for the additional ACRIS metadata is simply “NYC_OpenData_ACRIS_Datasets.doc,” with no outward indication as to what the document contains. 

The vast majority of city public data sets, however, have no additional documentation, despite having difficult to understand terminology or highly technical subjects. For example, the Taxi and Limousine Commission’s Green Taxi Trip data set contains obvious columns such as “passenger count” or “fare amount” but also includes a column labeled “store_and_fwd_flag,” which has no obvious meaning.
 Similarly, some of the Department of Environmental Protection data sets use terms such as “Transparency (Secchi) ft,”
 “Enterococcus (#/100 mL) Top,”
 and “Carbonaceous Biochemical Oxygen Demand – INFL (mg/L)”
 which are likely incomprehensible and unusable to a lay person without further definition and context. Comments on some of the data sets clearly express a desire for such information:
Fig. 1 - Department of Buildings Permit Issuance Data Set (accessed 9-21-15)
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As the above example shows, there is a column listing various permit types, with abbreviations such as PL, AL, EW and FO. A user of the site named ‘Trudy’ asked, twice, for some explanation as to the meaning of the abbreviations used because there is no documentation accompanying this data set. In fact, shortly after the above screenshot was taken, another user, named ‘Wendy,’ posted a third comment: “Can someone provide codes for the permit descriptors? This dataset needs a codebook. Thanks very much!”
 This lack of documentation is exacerbated by the additional lack of official response - despite the first two questions having been posted four months ago (this will be discussed further in the next section). 

Public Responsiveness


The Open Data Portal provides space for public comment and discussion. Each data set contains a discussion tab where that data set can be discussed, and there is a general data set suggestion section, where the public can request data they would like to see added to the portal. Unfortunately, official responses to the public have been uneven at best, and more often non-existent. 

For instance, the data set suggestion section has been receiving requests since October 2011, yet almost all of the requests are listed as ‘Open’ (i.e. still pending determination). As of September, 2015, of around 170 requests, 7 have been rejected and 6 have been approved, with the remainder marked as ‘Open.’ This is especially peculiar because for a few of these requests, a reply comment has been posted by ‘NYC OpenData’ with a link to where that data can now be found, yet the request remains officially open.
 Recently, an effort does seem to have been made to begin replying officially to the most recent of these requests – a few official replies were posted on Sept. 10, 2015.
 The majority of requests, however, have still received no official reply of any kind.

The discussion sections of individual data sets do not require official replies or interactions (since they are meant for general discussion) but users nonetheless often post questions that are clearly directed at the portal’s administrators and here too there is a similar lack of official replies or interaction. Fig. 1, above, provided one example, and another is below, although many others can be found:
Fig. 2 – TLC Medallion Drivers - Active Data Set (accessed 9-21-15)
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As the above example shows, in the discussion panel on the right an official “test” comment was made two years ago and no subsequent official engagement or response to a question was posted until, yet again, Sept. 10, 2015. 

Responsiveness to public questions, comments and requests can play an important role in the utility of the portal to the general public, but the current practices do not seem to be consistent or sufficient. 
Address Formatting and Geocoding
The Technical Standards Manual states that “Data sets providing information on location in tabular format can be automatically geocoded by the OpenData platform” and then provides a suggestion on how such data should appear for the automatic geocoding to be possible.
 However, an additional benefit of uniformity of location/address data would be the ease of combining or comparing data from multiple data sets. Lack of uniformity potentially adds additional steps, time and effort on the part of anyone seeking to do an analysis and ultimately makes the data less usable. As was expressed by one comment on DSNY’s Public Recycling Bins data set: “is there any data with a better address field? It’s very manual to geocode in ArcMap.”
In practice, such uniformity does not currently exist on the Open Data Portal. The committee’s research found at least eight significantly different presentation formats for address information, and it is quite possible that even more exist. Some data sets provide as many as seven different columns for addresses data (ex: DCA’s Legally Operating Businesses data set - [Street Name] [Secondary Street Name] [Unit Type] [Unit] [City] [State] [Zip]). While other data sets provide only one column for address data, but even here there is no uniformity since the data put into that one column also varies – some contain just mailing address information, while others also include latitude and longitude data in that single column.
 This lack of uniformity even extends to Block and Lot information, which is sometimes presented as two columns and sometimes as a single column.

Perhaps due, at least in part, to the different presentations of address/location data, not all data sets are geocoded (with either State X/Y coordinates or Latitude and Longitude). The most significant data sets found without geocoding were DOHMH’s Restaurant Inspection data set and DOF’s Parking Violations Issued data set, although other examples exist. In still other data sets, some individual entries will be inexplicably missing geospatial information, for instance DSNY’s Public Recycling Bins data set is inexplicably missing that information for one entry (Pier 25, Hudson River Park), despite two adjoining entries with the same exact location being geocoded. It also seems that entries for locations outside of the city’s boundaries are generally not geocoded (for example DCA’s Legally Operating Businesses data set is missing geospatial information for addresses in Mineola, Baldwin and Mount Vernon).
Data Retention


Data sets gain value over time, as they build up information that allows for longitudinal studies of trends over multiple years. Yet some data sets, by their very nature are ever-changing and so only ever display ‘current’ or ‘active’ data on the topic, making longitudinal analysis impossible. When a licensee or permittee is no longer ‘active,’ they might simply vanish from a data set, leaving no record they had ever been there. For example, DCA’s Legally Operating Business data set consists of all those businesses legally operating with DCA licenses or temporary operating letters, but if a business was to lose their license, or simply to close, this record of their having been in business would seemingly vanish as well. Many data sets are potentially susceptible to this, for instance The Brooklyn Public Library’s Catalog data set (albeit infrequently updated) would likely not contain any record of books it removes from its catalog. Yet, it is that record over time that can add greater value to these data sets. Fittingly, a comment on DSNY’s Public Recycling Bins data set asked “is there any way to look at this data set over time?”
Similarly, there may be a concern that historic data will be removed from especially large data sets if they eventually grow unwieldy. For some data sets this is taken into account – for instance, while the 311 Service Request data set is 2009-Present, prior years are available as individual data sets. Likewise, the TLC ‘Medallion Drivers – Active’ data set seems to be regularly rewritten, but a TLC ‘Medallion Drivers – Status Change Log 10/28/2013 – Present’ data set seems to provide some record of no longer active drivers. This practice is not widespread however, and some data is regularly lost.

Open Data and FOIL


Prior to the creation of the Open Data Portal, the FOIL process was one of the few mechanisms through which the public could obtain agency data. Now, however, when the data is already public and available on the portal, there can be a significant savings in time and effort for both the public and for FOIL officers. Yet, these FOIL requests sometimes uncover a data set that is required to be on the portal under the Open Data Law, but yet for some reason has not been posted or listed in the Open Data Plan. One such example occurred when Chris Whong placed a FOIL request with TLC for their yellow taxi trip data, which he had seen used in previously in visual demonstrations. The TLC agreed to provide him with this data (under the condition that he bring them a hard drive with at least 200GB capacity, on which to place the data), and did.
 Yet this data was almost certainly, under the requirements of the law, required to be on the portal and it was not only absent from the portal but also went entirely unmentioned in the Open Data Plan. This committee spoke with the relevant agencies to request that the data set be included and it has since been placed on the portal. While that particular instance was positively resolved, it did raise the possibility that FOIL requests can be a tool for identifying data that has been incorrectly excluded from the open data portal, or which might not be required to be posted under current law but still merit voluntary posting due to public demand.
Timeliness of Updates

One of the issues raised in this committee’s prior open data oversight hearing was the significant difference in the timeliness of updates for certain data that is double posted - both on an agency’s website and on the Open Data Portal. At that hearing a lag in the timeliness of the update of Department of Buildings permit data on the portal was questioned and Albert Webber of DoITT replied that while most of data on the portal was “timely maintained,” that particular DOB data contained timeliness gaps that allowed it to fall significantly behind the BIS data posted on the agency’s own website.
 Although DoITT was then working to resolve that particular automation issue, it did highlight a concern that data on the portal be kept relevant and updated compared to the same data made available elsewhere. For instance, data sets such as DOF’s Acris data, HPD’s Violation data and others are currently updated at monthly frequencies, despite more current information being accessible on those respective agencies’ websites. 
This creates situations where, as illustrated below, in a search for housing maintenance code complaints for 245 Sullivan Place in Brooklyn, HPD’s website revealed six complaints, dating as far back as Sept. 7, 2015, that (as of Sept. 29, 2015) had not yet been updated to appear on the relevant data set on the Open Data Portal:
Fig. 3 – HPD Website Search (accessed 9-29-15)
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Fig. 4 – HPD Housing Maintenance Code Complaints Data Set (accessed 9-29-15)
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Timelier updating of the data sets on the Open Data Portal could significantly improve their usability.
Compliance

In the course of this committee’s hearings and discussions it has come across multiple public data sets that have seemingly been wrongly excluded from the Open Data Portal. The above mentioned taxi trip data is one example, but the committee has similarly uncovered other data sets which it believes have been wrongly overlooked for inclusion - including 311 Referral data and complaint data from the Mayor’s Office of Media and Entertainment. The administration and DoITT in particular, has been supportive and receptive to resolving these oversights when they are discovered but this process of random discovery is, at best, inefficient. Further, it is possible that even DoITT and MODA are unaware of the full scope of excluded data sets, since the current process relies on agency open data coordinators to declare which data sets they will be placing on the portal and it is unclear what, if any, internal checks exist to ensure full compliance. It is the committee’s concern that there may be a significant number of public data sets that are required to be on the portal but, whether purposefully or accidentally, have been excluded by the relevant agencies.
VI. Int. No. 890
Int. No. 890 would amend Section 23-502 of the administrative code to require the Department of Information Technology and Telecommunications (DoITT) to create and preserve archives of public data sets when they are subject to permanent removal.
The bill also requires that DoITT’s technical standards manual include guidelines for how certain large data sets may be divided into smaller data sets when technical barriers, necessity, or practical concerns require such division.  
VII. Int. No. 898

Int. No. 898 would amend Section 23-505 of the administrative code to require that a plain language data dictionary accompany each data set on the NYC Open Data Portal. The data dictionary would include certain mandatory information when relevant, including explanations of any acronym or technical term, a description of the measurement units, the range of possible values, and any relationship between columns within a data set. 

The data dictionary may also include such optional information such as the method of collection, history of modifications to the data set format, and other contextual information. Further, data sets that are updated less than daily must include the upload and generation dates either within the data dictionary or directly on the NYC Open Data Portal. 
VIII. Int. No. 900

Int. No. 900 would amend Section 23-505 of the administrative code to standardize the layout and presentation of addresses in the NYC Open Data Portal and require the geocoding of that address information.  

IX. Int. No. 908 

Int. No. 908 would amend Section 23-502 of the administrative code to require that, when an agency is responding to a request for data via the freedom of information law (FOIL), the relevant FOIL officer provide notice of the release of such data to the agency’s open data coordinator, so that it may be considered for priority inclusion on the NYC Open Data Portal, if not already present. 

X. Int. No. 914

Int. No. 908 would amend Section 23-503 of the administrative code to require DoITT to respond to requests on the NYC Open Data Portal within two weeks and make a final determination as to the priority of such data requests and publish that determination on the website within six months. 
XI. Int. No. 915

Int. No. 915 would amend Section 23-502 of the administrative code to require that data available on other agency and city websites be made similarly available on the Open Data Portal within 3 days. 

XII. Int. No. 916

Int. No. 916 would require the Commissioner of the Department of Investigation to conduct a series of audits to determine the compliance of agencies with the Open Data Law. Audits of nine agencies would occur over three years - these agencies include the Department of Sanitation, the Department of Corrections, the New York Police Department, the Department of Buildings, the Department of Transportation, the Business Integrity Commission, and 3 additional departments that the Commissioner of Investigation will randomly select – to be followed by a full evaluation of the compliance of all agencies in the city. 
Int. No. 916 would also require the Commissioner to submit a written report to the mayor and council on the city’s compliance with the Open Data Law, listing all of the public data sets agencies have not yet made available on the Open Data Portal. 
Int. No. 890

By Council Members Cabrera and Mealy

A LOCAL LAW

..Title

To amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to the retention of data on the open data portal

..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:

Section 1. Section 23-502 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended to add a new subdivision f to read as follows: 


f. The department shall create and preserve archival copies, or an archival compilation data set with data indexed to its time of preservation, of any public data set in which the majority of the data contained within may be subject to permanent removal or replacement, including, but not limited to, performance data and permit and licensing data. Such archival copies or compilations shall be created or updated no less than once per year.

§ 2. Subdivision a of section 23-505 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended to read as follows:

a. Within one hundred eighty days of the effective date of this chapter, the department shall prepare and publish a technical standards manual for the publishing of public data sets in raw or unprocessed form through a single web portal by city agencies for the purpose of making public data available to the greatest number of users and for the greatest number of applications and shall, whenever practicable, use open standards for web publishing and e-government. Such manual shall identify the reasons why each technical standard was selected and for which types of data it is applicable and may recommend or require that data be published in more than one technical standard. The manual shall include a plan to adopt or utilize a web application programming interface that permits application programs to request and receive public data sets directly from the web portal. The manual shall also include guidelines for the division of large data sets into groups of smaller data sets, disaggregated by discrete time units, when technical barriers, archival necessity or practical concerns require such division. Such manual shall be updated by the department as necessary.
§ 3. This local law shall take effect 120 days after its enactment into law.

BJR

LS #3888
3/11/15  1:38PM

Int. No. 898

By Council Members Gentile and Mendez

A LOCAL LAW

..Title

To amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to requiring a data dictionary for every data set on the open data portal

..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:

Section 1. Section 23-505 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended by adding a new subdivision c to read as follows: 


c. Each data set on the single web portal must be accompanied by a plain language data dictionary. Such data dictionary shall provide a description for each column heading used within the data set and shall include, where relevant, an explanation of any acronym or technical term, a description of the unit of measure, the range of possible values, and any relationship or connection between a column and other columns within the data set. For any data set updated less than daily, the most recent upload date and generation date shall be posted, either within the data dictionary or on the portal directly. The data dictionary may also include any additional information or description that can provide context to the data, such as the method of collection, a history of modifications to the data set format, data or methods of collection, or any other contextual information that the agency providing the data deems relevant. The data dictionary accompanying each data set, or a link to such data dictionary, shall be included directly on the single web portal. 


§ 2. This local law shall take effect 120 days after its enactment.

BJR

LS #3887
3/10/15  2:51PM
Int. No. 900

By Council Members Kallos and Gentile

A LOCAL LAW

..Title

To amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to the standardization of address and geospatial information on the open data portal

..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:

Section 1. Section 23-505 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended to add a new subdivision c to read as follows: 


c. Every public data set containing address information shall utilize a standard field layout and presentation of that address information and include corresponding geospatial reference data, as described in the technical standards manual.
§ 2. This local law shall take effect ninety days after its enactment into law.

BJR

LS #3890
3/10/15  2:25PM

Int. No. 908

By Council Members Palma and Mendez

A LOCAL LAW

..Title

To amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to the review of data requested through FOIL for inclusion on the open data portal

..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:

Section 1. Section 23-502 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended to add a new subdivision f to read as follows: 


f. Whenever an agency provides a response to a freedom of information law request that includes the release of data, the person within that agency from whom such records are being obtained, as described in paragraph b of subdivision 1 of section 87 of the public officers law, shall notify and provide of copy of such data to the agency’s open data coordinator, as such term is defined by the technical standards manual. The open data coordinator shall review such data to determine if it is a part or whole of a public data set that has not yet been included on the single web portal or a part or whole of a data set that merits voluntary inclusion. If either such condition is found then the open data coordinator shall prioritize such data, or the underlying data set from which it was derived, for inclusion on the single web portal.
§ 2. This local law shall take effect immediately.

BJR

LS #3891
3/10/15  2:20PM

Int. No. 914

By Council Members Torres and Gentile

A LOCAL LAW

..Title

To amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to establishing response timelines for public requests on the open data portal

..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:

Section 1. Subdivision d of section 23-503 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended to read as follows: 


d. Requests received via the on-line forum for inclusion of particular public data sets shall be considered by agencies in making determinations as to priority for public data set inclusion on the single web portal pursuant to paragraph 5 of subdivision b of section 23-506 of this chapter. Every such request for inclusion of a particular public data set shall receive an initial response from the department via the on-line forum within two weeks of receipt, and a final determination as to priority inclusion of such public data set shall be posted on the website by the department, after consultation with the relevant agency, within six months of receipt.
§ 2. Any request for inclusion of a particular public data set that was received on or before the effective date of this local law shall be subject to the requirements of subdivision d of Section 23-503 of the administrative code of the city of New York as if that request’s date of receipt was the effective date of this local law.

§ 3. This local law shall take effect immediately.

BJR

LS #3889
5/14/15  4:01PM

Int. No. 915

By Council Members Vacca, Gentile and Koo

A LOCAL LAW

..Title

To amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to the timely updating of certain public data sets on the open data portal.

..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:

Section 1. Subdivision c of section 23-502 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended to read as follows: 


c. Such public data sets shall be updated as often as is necessary to preserve the integrity and usefulness of the data sets to the extent that the agency regularly maintains or updates the public data set. Any public data set that is also accessible through a city or agency website other than the single web portal shall be updated to ensure that any data posted to the data set on such other website is also available on the single web portal within three days.
§ 2. This local law shall take effect immediately.

BJR

LS #3892
2/10/15  2:51PM

Int. No. 916

By Council Members Vacca and Koo

..Title

A local law in relation to an open data law agency compliance audit

..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:

Section 1. Open data law agency compliance audit. a. The commissioner of investigation shall conduct a series of audits, as described in subsections b and c, and make recommendations to improve the disclosure and inclusion of all public data sets required to be on the single web portal. 


b. Not later than December 1, 2016, and each December 1 thereafter for the next two years, the commissioner of investigation shall conduct an audit of the compliance with the requirements of chapter 5 of title 23 of the administrative code of no less than three agencies, as defined in such chapter, and submit the findings of such audit to the mayor, the council and the relevant agencies. Such findings shall include a list of all public data sets that such agencies did not make available on the single web portal or disclosed in the agency compliance plan. For the findings due December 1, 2016, the agencies audited shall include the department of sanitation and the department of corrections and one other agency selected by the commissioner of investigation at random. For the findings due December 1, 2017, the agencies audited shall include the department of buildings and the New York police department and one other agency selected by the commissioner of investigation at random. For the findings due December 1, 2018, the agencies audited shall include the business integrity commission and the department of transportation and one other agency selected by the commissioner of investigation at random. 

c. Not later than December 1, 2019, the commissioner of investigation shall submit a written report to the mayor and the council describing the city’s compliance with the requirements of subdivision a of section 23-502 of the administrative code, including a complete list of public data sets that are not included on the single web portal.

d. All such reports or statements of finding shall be posted on the department’s website no later than ten days after being delivered to the mayor, council and relevant agencies.

§ 2. This local law shall take immediately.

BJR

LS #3187
7/8/15  10:38AM
� US City Open Data Census (1 - Los Angeles, CA: 1765, 2 – New York City, NY: 1750) , http://us-city.census.okfn.org/


� Improving Access to Government through Better Use of the Web, W3C, March 10, 2009, found at: http://www.w3.org/TR/2009/WD-egov-improving-20090310/#OGD


� Available at:  http://resource.org/8_principles.html.


� NYC Admin. Code §§23-501 - 23-506


� NYC Admin. Code §23-502


� NYC Admin. Code §23-503


� NYC Admin. Code §23-506


� The 2013 NYC Open Data Plan is available at:  http://www.nyc.gov/html/doitt/downloads/pdf/nyc_open_data_plan_2013.pdf


� The 2014 NYC Open Data Plan is available at:  http://www.nyc.gov/html/doitt/downloads/pdf/nyc_open_data_plan.pdf


� The 2015 NYC Open Data Plan is available at: http://www1.nyc.gov/assets/home/downloads/pdf/reports/2015/NYC-Open-Data-Plan-2015.pdf


� NYC Admin. Code §23-501(b)


� NYC Admin. Code §23-501(g)


� NYC Admin. Code §23-501(b)


� 2015 NYC Open Data For All (part of 2015 Open Data Plan), p. 11-12


� https://data.cityofnewyork.us/dashboard


� 2015 Open Data Plan, p. 17


� 2015 Open Data Plan, p. 26


� 2015 Open Data Plan, p. 22


� 2015 Open Data Plan, p. 9


� 2015 Open Data Plan, p. 35-37 and https://data.cityofnewyork.us/dashboard


� DoITT, NYC Open Data Technical Standards Manual (hereafter TSM), Sept. 2012, §2.2


� TSM, §4.2.2.1


� TSM, §4.2.2.2


� Feed Grains Database, http://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/feed-grains-database/documentation.aspx  (accessed Sept. 25, 2015)


� About, Food Access Research Atlas, � HYPERLINK "http://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/food-access-research-atlas/about-the-atlas.aspx" �http://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/food-access-research-atlas/about-the-atlas.aspx� (accessed Sept. 25, 2015)


� Monthly Retail Trade Survey Methodology, http://www.census.gov/retail/mrts/how_surveys_are_collected.html  (accessed Sept. 25, 2015)


� https://nycopendata.socrata.com/Health/DOHMH-New-York-City-Restaurant-Inspection-Results/xx67-kt59/about


� https://nycopendata.socrata.com/City-Government/ACRIS-Real-Property-Master/bnx9-e6tj/about


� Only after much searching elsewhere online was the committee able to learn that this is likely a yes/no indicator if the data was stored in the taxi’s computer before being sent to the vendor, such as when the vehicle was temporarily unable to connect to a server.


� DEP’s Harbor Water Quality data set


� DEP’s Harbor Water Quality data set


� DEP’s Waste Water Treatment Plan Performance Data data set


� https://data.cityofnewyork.us/Housing-Development/DOB-Permit-Issuance/ipu4-2q9a


� For example: ‘Restaurant and Food Handler Permits NYC,’ found at: � HYPERLINK "https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/4279" �https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/4279� (accessed Sept. 21, 2015)


� For example: ‘Pot holes,’ found at: � HYPERLINK "https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/5390" �https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/5390� ; ‘Pay & Display,’ found at: � HYPERLINK "https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/5374" �https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/5374� ; ‘Animal Control & Welfare,’ found at: � HYPERLINK "https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/4937" �https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/4937� ; ‘Non recycling trash cans locations,’ found at: � HYPERLINK "https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/4797" �https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/4797� ; etc. (accessed Sept. 21, 2015)


� TSM §4.2.1.4


� For example, DFTA’s Senior Center Directory has a column labeled ‘Location’ that has entries like “108 146th Street, Manhattan, NY 10039 (40.821234477265024°, -73.93611928704553°)”


� Compare DSNY’s Vacant Lots Cleaned data set with Alliance for Downtown New York’s Lower Manhattan Retailers data set.


� FOILing NYC’s Taxi Trip Data, http://chriswhong.com/open-data/foil_nyc_taxi/


� Committee on Technology, Oct 27, 2014, Hearing Transcript, p. 28
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