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The Public Advocate (Ms. James) was not present at the Meeting. The Deputy
Leader (Council Member Gentile assumed the chair as the Acting President Pro
Tempore and presiding officer for these proceedings.

The presence of a quorum was announced by the Acting President Pro Tempore
(Council Member Gentile).

*Council Members Borelli and Grodenchik were not included in the original
Roll Call for Attendance but were later marked present and were eligible to vote
following their ceremonial swearing-in during the Communication from City, County
and Borough Offices segment of this Meeting.
During the Communication from the Speaker segment of this Meeting, the
Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) welcomed newly sworn-in Council
Members Grodenchik and Borelli to the Chambers and congratulated them on their
victories. She also recognized and welcomed their gathered families and friends who
were present. The Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) also acknowledged
the presence of Assembly Member Michael Simanowitz (27th Assembly District) as
well as former Assembly Members and former Council Members David Weprin and
Mark Weprin.

There were 46 Council Members marked present at this Stated Meeting held in
the Council Chambers of City Hall, New York, N.Y.
INVOCATION
The Invocation was delivered by Rabbi Gerald C. Skolnik, Forest Hills Jewish
Center, 106-06 Queens Blvd, Forest Hills, N.Y. 11375.

Dear God, source of all blessing,
sovereign of the universe.
With humility and awe we invoke the full bounty
of your blessings upon the duly elected members
of the New York City Council
as they gather together this afternoon.
We ask dear God that you grant them
strength of body and resilience of spirit,
compassion and resolve equal to
the daunting challenges that they face
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and the wisdom to persevere in the face
of the many obstacles that inevitably arise
as they seek to do
the critically important work of this city.
We are living through times of extraordinary anxiety,
days and nights that truly try our souls.
The scourge of global terror casts a pall on our lives
and threatens to dim if not extinguish
the glorious and brilliant light
that shines from this great city
as a beacon of hope and inspiration
to people around the world.
Help us all, dear God,
both elected officials and the citizens
who look to them for guidance
to stand firm and resolute
as we confront the unique challenges of this time.
Be with the men and women of our military
and our first responders who are in harm’s way
and shield them from danger.
Be with us all and keep us safe
here in our beloved city
from those who conspire to do us harm
and protect our families and loved ones.
Help all the citizens of New York to withstand
the relentless anxiety of these violent times
to stand with heads unbowed and resolve not shaken
to live the lives that we aspire to and deserve;
let the specter of terror never dim our vision,
narrow our horizons or bring us to
a rational fear and senseless hatred of the other.
And finally, dear God, last but most certainly not least,
as we approach the festival of Thanksgiving,
we ask that you help us to be grateful,
a condition that does not always come
as easily as it should to us.
May we always understand and never forget
that each and every one of us,
every single person in this room has much more
than he or she needs to be happy in this life.
As we struggle to ensure
that those in our city who are the most needy
receive the aid and support that they desperately need
to make life livable day to day and paycheck to paycheck,
it behooves us all to remain ever conscious
of what it means to live a life of relative plenty.
We read and hear every day of men, women and children
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who are both literally and figuratively
running for their lives from a variety
of trouble points around the world.
May we always remember to acknowledge
in our hearts and in our actions
those for whom gratitude is too often
supplanted by longing and lack.
Open our hearts always to be more gracious and more kind
and may the members of this august body
always find favor in the eyes of those
whom they serve and in your eyes as well,
and we say Amen.

Council Member Koslowitz moved to spread the Invocation in full upon the
Record.
During the Communication from the Speaker segment of this Meeting, the
Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) asked for a Moment of Silence in memory
of those who were killed in the November 13, 2015 terrorist attack in Paris and in the
recent terrorist attacks in Nigeria and Lebanon. She emphasized that New York City
stands with France, Nigeria, Lebanon, and with everyone around the world who has
faced terrorism and moved bravely forward in the aftermath of these travesties. The
Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) offered her thoughts and prayers to all
those who have been impacted by these attacks.
***
ADOPTION OF MINUTES
Council Member Mendez moved that the Minutes of the Stated Meeting of
October 29, 2015 be adopted as printed.

COMMUNICATION FROM CITY, COUNTY & BOROUGH OFFICES
M-350
Communication from the Board of Elections - Submitting the Certification of
Election of Barry S. Grodenchik, as the new Council Member of the 23rd
Councilmanic District, Queens County.
(For text, please refer to the City Hall Library at 31 Chambers Street, Suite
112, New York, N.Y. 10007 or the New York City Board of Elections website at
http://vote.nyc.ny.us)
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Received, Ordered, Printed & Filed.
M-351
Communication from the Board of Elections - Submitting the Certification of
Election of Joseph C. Borelli, as the new Council Member of the 51st
Councilmanic District, Staten Island County.
(For text, please refer to the City Hall Library at 31 Chambers Street, Suite
112, New York, N.Y. 10007 or the New York City Board of Elections website at
http://vote.nyc.ny.us)
Received, Ordered, Printed & Filed.

Ceremonial Swearing-in of Barry S. Grodenchik and Joseph C. Borelli
At this point, the newly elected Barry S. Grodenchik and Joseph C. Borelli
were escorted into the Chambers by, respectively, the Majority Leader (Council
Member Van Bramer) and the Minority Leader (Council Member Matteo) and were
ceremonially sworn-in as Council Members by the City Clerk and Clerk of the
Council (Mr. McSweeney). Council Member Grodenchik took his Oath of Office as
the new representative for the 23rd Council District in Queens while Council
Member Borelli took his Oath of Office as the new representative for the 51st
Council District in Staten Island. The Acting President Pro Tempore (Council
Member Gentile) welcomed them both to the Council as those assembled in the
Chambers applauded and cheered.

LAND USE CALL UPS
M-352
By Council Members Reynoso and Espinal:
Pursuant to Rule 11.20(b) of the Council and Section 197-d(b)(3) of the New
York City Charter, the Council hereby resolves that the action of the City
Planning Commission on Uniform Land Use Review Procedure Application
No. C 150339 PPK, a disposition of two city-owned properties, shall be
subject to Council Review.
Coupled on Roll Call.
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LAND USE CALL UP VOTE

The Acting President Pro Tempore (Council Member Gentile) put the question
whether the Council would agree with and adopt such motion which was decided in
the affirmative by the following vote:
Affirmative – Arroyo, Barron, Borelli, Cabrera, Chin, Cohen, Cornegy,
Crowley, Cumbo, Deutsch, Dromm, Espinal, Eugene, Ferreras-Copeland, Garodnick,
Gentile, Gibson, Greenfield, Grodenchik, Johnson, Kallos, King, Koslowitz,
Lancman, Lander, Levin, Levine, Maisel, Mealy, Menchaca, Mendez, Palma,
Reynoso, Richards, Rodriguez, Rose, Rosenthal, Torres, Treyger, Vacca, Vallone,
Williams, Wills, Matteo, Van Bramer, and the Speaker (Council Member MarkViverito) – 46.
At this point, The Acting President Pro Tempore (Council Member Gentile),
declared the aforementioned item adopted and referred this item to the Committee
on Land Use and to the appropriate Land Use subcommittee.

REPORTS OF THE STANDING COMMITTEES
Reports of the Committee on Finance

Report for Int. No. 956-A
Report of the Committee on Finance in favor of approving and adopting, as
amended, a Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New
York, in relation to extending the biotechnology credit against the
unincorporated business tax and the general corporation tax.
The Committee on Finance, to which the annexed amended proposed local law
was referred on October 15, 2015 (Minutes, page 3700), respectfully
REPORTS:
Today, the Finance Committee will vote on Proposed Intro. 956-A, a local law
amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to extending the
biotechnology credit against the unincorporated business tax and the general
corporation tax. This legislation would extend the biotechnology credit, which
currently sunsets December 31, 2015, to December 31, 2018.
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Background
Biotechnology in New York City
Biotechnology is a form of technology involving the scientific manipulation of
living organisms to produce products conducive to improving the lives and health of
plants, animals and humans. This includes research on new drugs, medical devices
and diagnostic texts.1 With ten world class academic medical centers, 59 hospitals,
over 900 life science-related companies, and an unparalleled talent pool, New York
City has a natural advantage in emerging technologies, particularly biotechnology. It
received $1.4 billion in research funding from the National Institutes of Health
(“NIH”) in 2013, ranking number two in the nation for amount of funding after
Boston-Cambridge. Nonetheless, New York City lags behind other cities, such as
Boston, San Francisco and San Diego, in the commercialization of new technologies,
though it is working to close the gap with, for example, the New York City
Biotechnology Tax Credit and the recent development of laboratory space at the East
River Science Park, SUNY Downstate, Harlem Biospace and BioBAT at the
Brooklyn Army Terminal, much of it at affordable rents.
New York City’s Biotechnology Credit
Legislative History
In the Spring of 2009, the New York City Council urged the State Legislature
and worked with them to pass legislation authorizing New York City to provide a
biotechnology credit that would mirror the State’s New York State’s Emerging
Technologies Facilities, Operations and Training Credit. On September 16, 2009, the
Governor signed A.8131/S.4845-B into law, codified as Chapter 453 of the Laws of
2009. Shortly thereafter, on September 17, 2009, the Council passed Local Law 67 of
2009 which provides a credit against the City’s general corporation tax and the
unincorporated business tax for qualified emerging technology companies
(“QETCs”) located in New York City that focus primarily on biotechnology. The
authorization term for the credit, referred to as the “Biotechnology Credit,” as
authorized by Chapter 453, was from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2012.
On August 17, 2012, the Governor signed Chapter 429 of the Laws of 2012,
which amended the Tax Law to allow New York City to extend the existing
Biotechnology Credit through December 31, 2015. On December 10, 2012, the
Council passed Local Law 61 of 2012 so extending the credit.
Biotechnologies is defined as “technologies involving the scientific manipulation of living organisms,
especially at the molecular and/or the sub-molecular genetic level, to produce products conducive to
improving the lives and health of plants, animals, and humans; and the associated scientific research,
pharmacological, mechanical, and computational applications and services connected with these
improvements. Activities included with such applications and services shall include, but not be limited
to, alternative mRNA splicing, DNA sequence amplification, antigenetic switching, bioaugmentation,
bioenrichment, bioremediation, chromosome walking, cytogenetic engineering, DNA diagnosis,
fingerprinting, and sequencing, electroporation, gene translocation, genetic mapping, site-directed
mutagenesis, bio-transduction, bio-mechanical and bio-electrical engineering, and bio-informatics.”
§3102-E(b)(5) of the New York State Public Authorities law.
1
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How the Credit Works
The Biotechnology Credit provides QETC firms with a refundable credit, for
three types of expenses: qualifying expenses related to acquiring research and
development property, certain expenses related to training employees, and other
research and development expenses.
Qualifications
A taxpayer is entitled to a credit if the company:
1) is a qualified emerging technology company engaging in biotechnologies;
2) has no more than 100 full-time employees, of which at least 75 percent are
employed in the City;
3) has a ratio of research and development funds to net sales of at least six
percent;
4) has gross revenues not exceeding $20 million, including affiliates; and
5) has annual sales not exceeding $10 million. Such qualified emerging
technology companies would be eligible for the credit for three consecutive years.
Credit Amount
The City’s biotechnology credit provides a refundable credit to small QETCs
focusing on biotechnology in the following amount:
a. up to 18 percent of costs related to purchase or renting of equipment for
testing, quality control or research;
b. up to nine percent for qualified research expenses, primarily in-house
research-related operating costs; and
c. up to $4,000 per employee for certain training expenses.
For newly formed or newly located to the City firms, or those that have increased
their employment in the City by at least five percent, the credit will be no more than
$250,000 per QETC. For existing biotechnology firms that have not increased their
employment by at least 5 percent to be eligible for the credit, the credit is up to
$125,000, for the same expenses, but at half of the above rates. The total credits for a
given year are capped at $3 million. If credits in a given year exceed the cap they will
be allocated on a prorated basis by the New York City Department of Finance.
The Success of the Credit
The credit is part of a multifaceted policy to create a vibrant industry in New
York City with sufficient size and density that it becomes a good place to make a
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career in biotechnology and to locate the kind of ancillary services that the industry
needs.
In part as a result of the Biotechnology Credit, life science is a growing industry
in the City. The average wage of life science-related jobs in the City was over
$78,000 in 2013.2 In 2013, life science-related jobs in New York City reached
12,785, a 14.4 percent increase since 2010, and the number of establishments
reached 931 in 2013, a 7.3 percent increase from 2010. About 84 percent of the
positions were in research and development.
For Tax Year 2013, 28 small, early-stage firms claimed the biotechnology credit,
totaling approximately $2.4 million in credits.
Authorizing Legislation
On September 25, 2015, the Governor signed Chapter 260 of the Laws of 2015,
which amended the Tax Law to allow New York City to again extend the
Biotechnology Credit through December 31, 2018.
Proposed Intro. 956-A
This legislation amends sections 11-503 and 11-604 of the Administrative Code,
and Local Law 67 of 2009, to extend the biotechnology credit, which currently
sunsets December 31, 2015, to December 31, 2018.
October 22, 2015 Hearing
On October 22, 2015, the Finance held a hearing on Proposed Intro. 956-A and
heard testimony from members of the biotechnology community who had benefited
from the credit. They each stressed that the tax credit, in conjunction with other Citysponsored initiatives such as the development of affordable laboratory space, has
made New York City an attractive place in which to base their companies.

2

U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics. The life sciences industry is defined as a
combination of: Pharmaceutical and Medicine Manufacturing (NAICS 3254); Medical
Equipment and Supplies Manufacturing (NAICS 3391); R&D in the Physical,
Engineering, and Life Sciences (NAICS 541710); R&D in Biotechnology (NAICS
541711); R&D in the Physical, Engineering, and Life Sciences, except Biotechnology
(NAICS 541712); and Medical Laboratories (NAICS 6215).
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(The following is the text of the Fiscal Impact Statement for Int. No. 956-A:)
THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF NEW YORK
FINANCE DIVISION
LATONIA MCKINNEY,
DIRECTOR
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

TITLE: A Local Law to amend the
administrative code of the city of New York,
in relation to extending the biotechnology
credit against the unincorporated business
tax and the general corporation tax

PROPOSED INTRO. NO: 956-A
COMMITTEE: Finance
SPONSOR(S): Council Members
Garodnick,
Ferreras-Copeland,
Constantinides, Gentile, Koo,
Mendez, Palma and Dickens

SUMMARY OF LEGISLATION: This legislation would extend the New York City
Biotechnology Tax Credit, which is currently scheduled to sunset on December 31,
2015. Eligible firms are provided a refundable credit of up to $250,000, with a total
credit cap per year of $3 million, for three types of expenses: qualifying expenses
related to acquiring research and development property, certain expenses related to
training employees, and other research and development expenses. The credit is
limited to small firms engaged in biotechnology, with an emphasis on research and
development. Such companies are eligible for the credit for up to three years.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This local law would take effect immediately and, if it
becomes a law after December 31, 2015, would be retroactive to and deemed to have
been in full force and effect as of December 31, 2015.
FISCAL YEAR IN WHICH FULL FISCAL IMPACT ANTICIPATED: Fiscal
2017
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:
Effective
FY16
Revenues
Expenditures
Net

$0*
$0
$0

FY Succeeding
Effective FY17

Full Fiscal
Impact FY17

$0*
$0
$0

$0*
$0
$0

IMPACT ON REVENUES: *Although this legislation could cause the City to have
reduced revenues in the amount of up to $3 million per year through December 31,
2018, the Fiscal 2016 November Plan already assumes an extension of the
Biotechnology Credit prior to its expiration date on December 31, 2015.
Accordingly, enactment of this legislation would have no fiscal impact.
IMPACT ON EXPENDITURES: There would be no impact on expenditures as a
result of enactment of this legislation.
SOURCE OF FUNDS TO COVER ESTIMATED COSTS: N/A
SOURCE OF INFORMATION: New York City Council Finance Division
New York City Department of Finance
ESTIMATE PREPARED BY:

Paul Sturm, Supervising
Finance Division

Financial

Analyst,

ESTIMATE REVIEWED BY:

Emre Edev, Assistant Director, Finance Division
Tanisha Edwards, Chief Counsel, Finance Division
Rebecca Chasan, Assistant Counsel, Finance
Division

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: Intro. No. 956 was introduced to the Council on
October 15, 2015 and referred to the Committee on Finance. The legislation was
subsequently amended and the amended legislation, Proposed Intro. 956-A, was
considered by the Committee on Finance at a hearing on October 22, 2015 and was
laid over.
The Committee on Finance will vote on Proposed Intro. 956-A on November 24,
2015 and, upon a successful vote by the Committee, Proposed Intro. 956-A will be
submitted to the full Council for a vote on November 24, 2015.
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DATE PREPARED: November 23, 2015

Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption, as amended.
(The following is the text of Int. No. 956-A:)
Int. No. 956-A
By Council Garodnick, Ferreras-Copeland, Constantinides, Gentile, Koo, Mendez,
Palma, Dickens, Vallone, Eugene, Greenfield, Kallos and Wills.
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to extending the biotechnology credit against the unincorporated
business tax and the general corporation tax.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. Subparagraph 8 of paragraph (a) of subdivision (o) of section 11-503
of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number
61 for the year 2012, is amended to read as follows:
(8) The credit allowed under this subdivision shall only be allowed for taxable
years beginning on or after January first, two thousand ten and before January first,
two thousand [sixteen]nineteen.
§2. Subparagraph 8 of paragraph (a) of subdivision 21 of section 11-604 of the
administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 61 for
the year 2012, is amended to read as follows:
(8) The credit allowed under this subdivision shall only be allowed for taxable
years beginning on or after January first, two thousand ten and before January first,
two thousand [sixteen]nineteen.
§ 3. Section 5 of local law number 67 for the year 2009, as amended by local law
number 61 for the year 2012, is amended to read as follows:
§ 5. This local law shall take effect immediately; provided, however, that this
local law shall apply to taxable years beginning on or after January 1, 2010 and
before January 1, [2016]2019.
§ 4. This local law shall take effect immediately and, if it shall have become a
law after December 31, 2015, shall be retroactive to and deemed to have been in full
force and effect as of December 31, 2015.
JULISSA
FERRERAS-COPELAND, Chairperson;
YDANIS A.
RODRIGUEZ, JAMES VAN BRAMER, VANESSA L. GIBSON, LAURIE A.
CUMBO, COREY D. JOHNSON, MARK LEVINE, HELEN K. ROSENTHAL,
STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Finance, November 24, 2015.
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On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

Report for Int. No. 982-A
Report of the Committee on Finance in favor of approving and adopting, as
amended, a Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New
York, in relation to extending the rate of the additional tax on the
occupancy of hotel rooms.
The Committee on Finance, to which the annexed amended proposed local law
was referred on November 10, 2015 (Minutes, page 3964), respectfully
REPORTS:
BACKGROUND
The New York City Hotel Room Occupancy Tax (the “hotel tax”), is a tax
imposed on the occupancy - or the right to occupancy - of a room or rooms in a
hotel.1 The term "hotel" includes an apartment hotel, motel, boardinghouse, bed-andbreakfast, bungalow, or club, whether or not meals are served.2 The City charges a
flat fee for rooms over $40 a night at the rate of $2.00 per day.3 The City also
charges an additional tax of 5.875 percent on rent room charge.4 These two charges the flat fee and the additional tax- comprise the Hotel Tax. The hotel tax is levied in
addition to the combined City, State, and Metropolitan Commuter Transportation
District (“MCTD”) sales tax (at 4.5 percent, 4.0 percent, 0.375 percent, respectively),
bringing the aggregate hotel occupancy tax and sales tax on a hotel rental in the City
to 14.75 percent.5 Combined, according to the Mayor’s 2015 November Financial
Plan for Fiscal 2016-2019, the hotel tax is expected to generate $539 million in
revenue for Fiscal 2016.
LEGISLATIVE HISTORY
Chapter 161 of 1970 authorizes New York City to adopt and amend local laws
imposing a hotel tax. The rates of the hotel tax are set by State legislation, which
dictates the fee based on the daily rental value of the hotel room occupied.6 As
authorized by State legislation, §11-2502 of the Administrative Code imposes a
graduated tax upon the occupancy of hotel rooms in the City at a rate of $.50 per day
if the daily rent for the room is $10 or more, but less than $20; $1.00 per day if the
daily rent is $20 or more, but less than $30; $1.50 per day of the daily rent is $30 or
more, but less than $40; and $2.00 per day of the daily rent is $40 or more.
The State legislation also allows the City to impose an additional tax on persons
occupying hotel rooms in New York City. The State legislation provides the City
with discretion in setting the rate for the additional tax, allowing the City to set the
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percent.7

rate up to 6
Under State law, if the additional tax is imposed at the rate of 6
percent or above, then 4 1/6 percent of the total amount of the tax, including interest
and penalties, must be dedicated for the sole purpose of promoting tourism and
conventions in New York City and deposited in a special tourism and convention
fund.8 Seven-eighths of this dedicated revenue would fund the New York
Convention and Visitors Bureau, pursuant to an annual contract with the City.9 The
remaining one-eighth of the dedicated fund is required to be expended on the
supplemental promotion of tourism and conventions throughout the City.10 The City
Council can effectively increase the rate to slightly under 6 percent, thereby allowing
all of the revenue generated by the increase to further the causes of the City and be
placed in the City’s general fund.11
Until 1986, the tax imposed only a flat fee based on the daily rental value of the
hotel room occupied. In 1986, an additional tax at the rate of 5 percent on the rent or
charge was imposed.12 As a result of the additional tax, tax collections increased
from $26 million in 1986 to $79 million in 1987.13 In 1990, faced with tough
economic times, the City increased the additional tax on hotels by 1 percent, from 5
percent to 6 percent, which triggered the tourism dedication requirement.14 In 1994,
both the State and City acted to reduce the hotel occupancy tax burden. In 1994, the
City repealed its 1 percent tax increase, returning the rate to 5 percent.
RECENT INCREASE TO HOTEL TAX
Similar to 1990, in 2008 the City increased the tax to 6 percent when the City
faced tough economic times.
In order to maintain core services that are vital to our City, the Council had to
make difficult choices in deciding where and how to generate additional revenue to
close the budget gap for Fiscal 2009, 2010 and the outyears. One option was to raise
the hotel tax rate.
A main concern with this option was whether increasing the tax might impact
industry sales and prices. However, hotel occupancy and room rates are determined
by a variety of factors, including domestic personal income and wealth, the level of
safety and amenities of the locality, and the exchange rate and economic growth
overseas. The hotel tax is a relatively small part of overall costs of business or
vacation travel.
In 2008, the City Council passed legislation to increase the tax imposed upon the
occupancy of hotel rooms from a rate of 5 percent of the daily rent of each room to
5.875 percent.15 In November 2011, the Council extended the rate of 5.875 percent to
November 30, 2013.16 In November 2013, the Council extended the rate of 5.875
percent to November 30, 2015.17
According to the Mayor’s Memorandum of Support for the legislation
authorizing the 2011 increase, during the years of the rate increase, the City actually
experienced a roughly 17 percent increase in room nights sold over such period.
From September 2009 through September 2011, hotel revenues per room have grown
by about 20 percent, further evidence that visitors to New York City are not deterred
by the current rate of hotel room occupancy tax.
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According to the Memorandum of Support for the legislation authorizing the
2013 increase, from January 2013 through June 2013, hotel revenues have grown
approximately 6% compared to the same period in 2012, and approximately 14%
compared to the same period in 2011. Visitors to New York City have not been
deterred by the current rate of hotel room occupancy tax. New York City tourism hit
an all-time high in 2012 with 52 million visitors, and is continuing to grow with
similar momentum in 2013.
Without the extension of the current rate, the City would lose approximately $59
million in revenue in Fiscal 2016 and over $80 million in Fiscal 2017.18
PROPOSED INT. 982-A
Proposed Int. 982-A would extend the 5.875 percent rate of the tax from
December 1, 2015 until November 30, 2019. The local law would take effect
immediately except that if it becomes law after December 1, 2015, it is retroactive to
and deemed to have been in full force and effect as of December 1, 2015.
1

See §11-2502 of the Administrative Code. The following are exempt from the hotel tax: A permanent
resident, defined as a person who occupies a room for at least 180 consecutive days; New York State, a
public corporation, or a political subdivision of the State; the United States; the United Nations; and a
not-for-profit organization that was formed and operated exclusively for religious, charitable, or
educational purposes.
2 See §11-2501 (5).
3 See §11-2502 (a)(2).
4 See §11-2502 (a)(3).
5 In addition there is a $2 per room fee dedicated to the New York Convention Center. See N.Y. Tax
Law §1104.
6 NY CLS Unconsol. Ch 288-C, §1
7 See id. at §1(1)(c)(1-a).
8 See id. at §1(9).
9 See id.
10 See id.
11 See id. at § 1, (1)(c)(1-a).
12 See Local Law 69 of the Year 1986.
13 See Tax Revenue Forecasting Documentation, Financial Plan, Fiscal Year 2007-2011 at page 83.
14 See Local Law 43 of the Year 1990.
15 See Local Law 65 of the Year 2008.
16 See Local Law 67 of the Year 2011.
17 See Local Law 151 of the Year 2013.
18 The November 2015 Financial Plan for Fiscal 2016-2019 assumed an extension of the 5.875 percent
rate. The Plan also assumed the rate would be extended prior to its expiration date on December 1, 2013.
For these reasons, it is estimated that there will be no fiscal impact as a result of this legislation.
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(The following is the text of the Fiscal Impact Statement for Int. No. 982-A:)
THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF NEW YORK
FINANCE DIVISION
LATONIA MCKINNEY,
DIRECTOR
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

TITLE: A Local Law to amend the
administrative code of the city of New York,
in relation to extending the rate of the
additional tax on the occupancy of hotel
rooms.

PROPOSED INTRO. NO: 982-A
COMMITTEE: Finance
SPONSOR(S): Council Members
Ferreras-Copeland and Koo

SUMMARY OF LEGISLATION: The current rate of the additional tax on the
occupancy of hotel rooms is five and seven-eighths percent. Under existing law, on
December 1, 2015, this rate will change to five percent. This bill would extend the
current rate of five and seven-eighths percent through November 30, 2019.
Beginning on December 1, 2019, the rate would change to five percent.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This bill would take effect immediately, except that if it
becomes law after December 1, 2015, it would be retroactive to and deemed to have
been in full force and effect as of December 1, 2015.
FISCAL YEAR IN WHICH FULL FISCAL IMPACT ANTICIPATED: Fiscal
2017
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:
Effective FY16
Revenues
Expenditures
Net

$0*
$0
$0

FY Succeeding
Effective FY17
$0*
$0
$0

Full Fiscal
Impact FY17
$0*
$0
$0
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IMPACT ON REVENUES: *Although the City would forgo approximately $59
million in Fiscal 2016 and $80 million in Fiscal 2017 if the rate were not extended, it
is estimated that there would be no impact on revenue as a result of this legislation
because the Fiscal 2016 November Plan already assumes an extension of the 5.875
percent rate prior to its expiration date on December 1, 2015.
IMPACT ON EXPENDITURES: There would be no impact on expenditures as a
result of enactment of this legislation.
SOURCE OF FUNDS TO COVER ESTIMATED COSTS: N/A
SOURCE OF INFORMATION: City Council Finance Division
ESTIMATE PREPARED BY:

Paul Sturm, Supervising
Finance Division

Financial

Analyst,

ESTIMATE REVIEWED BY:

Emre Edev, Assistant Director, Finance Division
Tanisha Edwards, Chief Counsel, Finance Division
Rebecca Chasan, Assistant Counsel, Finance
Division

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: Intro. No. 982 was introduced to the Council on
November 10, 2015, and was referred to the Committee on Finance. The legislation
was subsequently amended and the Committee on Finance will consider the amended
legislation, Proposed Intro. 982-A, at a hearing on November 24, 2015. Upon
successful vote by the Committee on Finance, Proposed Intro. No. 982-A will be
submitted to the full Council for a vote on November 24, 2015.
DATE PREPARED: November 23, 2015
Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption, as amended.
(The following is the text of Int. No. 982-A:)
Int. No. 982-A
By Council Members Ferreras-Copeland, Koo and Kallos.
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to extending the rate of the additional tax on the occupancy of hotel
rooms.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
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Section 1. Paragraph 3 of subdivision a of section 11-2502 of the administrative
code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 151 for the year
2013, is amended to read as follows:
(3) In addition to the tax imposed by paragraph two of this subdivision, there is
hereby imposed and there shall be paid a tax for every occupancy of each room in a
hotel in the city of New York (A) at the rate of five percent of the rent or charge per
day for each such room up to and including August thirty-first, nineteen hundred
ninety, (B) at the rate of six percent of the rent or charge per day for each such room
on and after September first, nineteen hundred ninety and before December first,
nineteen hundred ninety-four, (C) at the rate of five percent of the rent or charge per
day for each such room on and after December first, nineteen hundred ninety-four
and before March first, two thousand nine, (D) at the rate of five and seven-eighths
percent of the rent or charge per day for each such room on and after March first, two
thousand nine and before December first, two thousand thirteen, (E) at the rate of
five percent of the rent or charge per day for each such room on and after December
first, two thousand thirteen and before December twentieth, two thousand thirteen,
(F) at the rate of five and seven-eighths percent of the rent or charge per day for each
such room on and after December twentieth, two thousand thirteen and before
December first, two thousand [fifteen]nineteen, and (G) at the rate of five percent of
the rent or charge per day for each such room on and after December first, two
thousand [fifteen]nineteen.
§ 2. This local law takes effect immediately, except that if it becomes law after
December 1, 2015, it is retroactive to and deemed to have been in full force and
effect as of December 1, 2015.
JULISSA
FERRERAS-COPELAND, Chairperson;
YDANIS A.
RODRIGUEZ, JAMES VAN BRAMER, VANESSA L. GIBSON, LAURIE A.
CUMBO, COREY D. JOHNSON, MARK LEVINE, HELEN K. ROSENTHAL;
Committee on Finance, November 24, 2015.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

At this point the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) announced that the
following items had been preconsidered by the Committee on Finance and had been
favorably reported for adoption.
Report for Res. No. 911
Report of the Committee on Finance in favor of approving a Resolution
authorizing an increase in the amount to be expended annually in the
Metrotech Area Business Improvement District in the Borough of
Brooklyn, an extension of the Metrotech Area Business Improvement
District, and a change in the method of assessment upon which the district
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charge in the Metrotech Area Business Improvement District is based, and
setting the date, time and place for the public hearing of the local law
authorizing such changes as set forth in the amended District Plan of the
Metrotech Area Business Improvement District.
The Committee on Finance, to which the annexed preconsidered resolution was
referred on November 24, 2015, respectfully
REPORTS:
BACKGROUND
Pursuant to the authority granted by chapter 4 of title 25 of the Administrative
Code of the City of New York (hereinafter the “Law”), the Mayor and the Council
are authorized to establish and extend Business Improvement Districts (hereinafter
“BIDs”) in New York City and thereafter amend each BID’s district plan or
authorize an increase in annual expenditures. BIDs, which are specifically
established areas, use the City’s property tax collection mechanism to approve a
special tax assessment with which to fund additional services that would enhance the
area and improve local business. The additional services are normally in the areas of
security, sanitation, physical/capital improvements (lighting, landscaping, sidewalks,
etc.), seasonal activities (Christmas lighting) and related business services (marketing
and advertising). The District Management Association of a BID carries out the
activities described in the BID’s district plan.
The Metrotech Area BID was first established in 1991 and was centered on the
City-sponsored Metrotech Office Development. The BID’s main focus at that time
was to provide services to the office development and on the blocks that surrounded
the complex. In 2004, the City Planning Commission created a new plan for the area,
including zoning changes, new public open spaces, and pedestrian and transit
improvements. One other provision of the plan was to create a cultural district
centering around the Brooklyn Academy of Music that would provide new
performance and rehearsal spaces, office space for a diverse group of local arts
organizations, public plazas, a library, a cinema, and housing.
The Metrotech Area BID is requesting that the Council approve amendments to
its district plan so that it can provide services to the business, cultural, and arts
organizations in this cultural district. Specifically, the BID is requesting the
following changes:
1)
an expansion of its boundaries to include ten new blocks
surrounding the Brooklyn Academy of Music, other cultural facilities,
and the Atlantic Center Mall;
2)
a change in the method by the assessments are calculated
by creating two assessment sub-districts; and
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3)
a $1 million increase in its annual assessment from
$2,624,492 to $3,624,492.

Boundary Expansion
The BID is proposing to include ten new blocks in the BID surrounding the
Brooklyn Academy of Music, other cultural facilities, and the Atlantic Center Mall.
There are currently 1,154 properties within the existing BID boundaries, and there
are an additional 306 properties in the proposed expansion area. The proposed
expansion area contains a mix of building types, including large and small mixed-use
complexes, large and small commercial properties, and residential owner-occupied
units. The Metrotech Expansion Steering Committee conducted outreach to the
property owners and tenants who would be part of the expanded BID, including
going door-to-door to the businesses, working with residential property owners to
inform tenants, attending residential building meetings, working with commercial
landlords to connect with national store management when applicable, conducting
telephone and digital outreach, and posting information in public places.
Change in Method of Assessment
The Metrotech Area BID is proposing to create two sub-districts within the BID,
each of which would have its own budgets and be assessed using its own formula.
Specifically, the BID is proposing that the existing boundaries of the BID would
comprise a North Sub-district and the newly expanded area within the BID would
comprise a South Sub-district. In both sub-districts, both commercial and residential
properties would be fully assessed.
The method of assessment of the North Sub-district would be the same formula
currently used, which means that the assessment amounts of the property owners in
this area would remain the same. Currently, development sites/utility properties are
assessed using a formula based upon assessed value and zoning floor area,
commercial/industrial and residential properties are assessed using a formula based
upon assessed value, vacant land and unbuilt City development sites are assessed
$1.00, and not-for-profit and government-owned properties are exempt from
assessment.
The method of assessment of the South Sub-district would be a new formula
based on assessed value, specifically a rate of approximately 0.0023 per dollar of
assessed value. All commercial and residential properties within the South Subdistrict would be assessed using this formula, while not-for-profit and governmentowned properties would be exempt from assessment.
The following is a breakdown of the high, low, average, and median assessments
expected to be paid under this proposed assessment scheme for each sub-district:
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High
Low
Median
Average

North Sub-district
$ 292,743.18
$ 24.71
$ 182.77
$ 2,341.21
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South Sub-district
$ 59,185.76
$ 0.61
$ 65.99
$ 662.25

Increase in Annual Expenditures
The Metrotech Area BID is proposing to increase its annual expenditures from
$2,624,492 to $3,624,492. The $1 million increase would represent the budget of the
South Sub-district whereas the budget of the North Sub-district would be $2,624,492.

PRECONSIDERED RES. 911
This Resolution is required by law to set the public hearing date, time, and place
for the consideration of the local law which would amend the district plan of the
Metrotech Area BID. The public hearing will be held on December 7, 2015, in the
City Council Committee Room, 2nd Floor, City Hall at 10:00 a.m. before the
Committee on Finance.
Because the proposal involves an amendment to the BID’s district plan that
would increase the amount it expends annually and change the method of
assessment, the Resolution directs the Metrotech Area District Management
Association to, not less than ten nor more than thirty days before the date of the
public hearing, mail a copy of the Resolution or a summary thereof to each owner of
real property within the BID at the address shown on the latest City assessment roll,
to such other persons as are registered with the City to receive tax bills concerning
real property within the BID, and to the tenants of each building within the BID. The
Resolution also directs Small Business Services (hereinafter “SBS”) to arrange for
the publication of a copy of this Resolution or a summary thereof at least once in the
City Record or a newspaper in general circulation in the City, the first publication to
be not less than ten nor more than thirty days before the date of the public hearing.
The resolution further directs the Metrotech Area District Management Association
to publish in a newspaper having general circulation in the BID, not less than ten
days prior to the public hearing, a notice stating the time and place of the public
hearing and stating the increase in the amount to be expended annually in the BID.
(For text of the Amended District Plan for the Metrotech Area BID, please
refer to the Office of the City Clerk at 141 Worth Street, Executive Offices,
First Floor, New York, N.Y. 10013)
Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption.
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(The following is the text of Res. No. 911:)
Res. No. 911
Resolution authorizing an increase in the amount to be expended annually in
the Metrotech Area Business Improvement District in the Borough of
Brooklyn, an extension of the Metrotech Area Business Improvement
District, and a change in the method of assessment upon which the district
charge in the Metrotech Area Business Improvement District is based, and
setting the date, time and place for the public hearing of the local law
authorizing such changes as set forth in the amended District Plan of the
Metrotech Area Business Improvement District
By Council Members Ferreras-Copeland and Eugene.
Whereas, pursuant to the authority formerly granted by chapter 4 of title 25 of
the Administrative Code of the City of New York (“the Law”), the Board of
Estimate, by authorization dated November, 16, 1989, provided for the preparation of
a district plan (“the Original Plan”) for the Metrotech Area Business Improvement
District (“the District”) in the Borough of Brooklyn; and
Whereas, pursuant to Local Law No. 82 for the year 1990, the City Council
assumed responsibility for adopting legislation relating to Business Improvement
Districts; and
Whereas, pursuant to authority granted by the Law, the District was established
by Local Law No. 40 for the year 1991; and
Whereas, pursuant to Section 25-410(b) of the Law, an amendment to the
District Plan that provides for any change in the method of assessment upon which
the district charge is based or an increase in the amount to be expended annually may
be adopted by local law, provided that the City Council determines, after a public
hearing, that it is in the public interest to authorize such changes and that the tax and
debt limits prescribed in Section 25-412 of the Law will not be exceeded by such
changes; and
Whereas, the District wishes to increase the amount to be expended annually in
the District to $3,624,492, to extend the District, and to amend the District Plan in
order to change the method of assessment upon which the district charge is based;
and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the New York City
Department of Small Business Services (“SBS”) submitted an amended District Plan
(“the Amended Plan”) for the District to the City Planning Commission (“the CPC”)
on May 4, 2015; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted the
Amended Plan to the City Council on May 6, 2015; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted the
Amended Plan to the Council Members representing the council districts in which
the district is located on May 6, 2015; and
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Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted the
Amended Plan to Brooklyn Community Board 2 (the “Community Board” or “CB
2”), in which the proposed extended district is located, on May 5, 2015
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted the
Amended Plan to the Brooklyn Borough President on May 6, 2015; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the Community Board
notified the public of the Amended Plan in accordance with the requirements
established by the CPC; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the Community Board
conducted a public hearing on May 5, 2015; and
Whereas, on May 13, 2015, the Community Board voted to approve the
extension of the District; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC reviewed the
Amended Plan, held a public hearing and prepared a report certifying its unqualified
approval of the Amended Plan; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted its report
to the Mayor, to the Brooklyn Borough President, to the City Council and to the
Council Members representing the council districts in which the district is located;
and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, a copy of the CPC’s report,
the Original Plan, and the Amended Plan were transmitted for filing with the City
Clerk on July 16, 2015; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-406(a) of the Law, a copy of the Amended Plan
and the CPC’s report are annexed hereto and are made part of this Resolution; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-406(a) of the Law, the Amended Plan is on file
for public inspection in the Office of the City Clerk, 141 Worth Street, New York,
New York; and
Whereas, pursuant to Section 25-406(b) of the Law, any owner of real property,
deemed benefited and therefore within the proposed extended district, objecting to
the Amended Plan must file an objection at the Office of the City Clerk within thirty
days of the conclusion of the hearing held by the City Council, notice of which is
provided by this Resolution, on forms made available by the City Clerk; and
Whereas, pursuant to Section 25-406(b) of the Law, if owners of at least
fifty-one percent of the assessed valuation of all the benefited real property situated
within the boundaries of the District proposed for extension, as shown upon the latest
completed assessment roll of the City, or at least fifty-one percent of the owners of
benefited real property within the area included in the District proposed for
extension, file objections to the Amended Plan with the City Clerk within the thirtyday objection period, the District will not be extended; now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York, pursuant to Section 25-406
of the Law, hereby directs that December 7, 2015 is the date and 10:00 a.m. is the
time and the City Council Committee Meeting Room, 2nd Floor, City Hall is the
place for a public hearing (“the Public Hearing”) to hear all persons interested in the
legislation that would authorize an increase in the amount to be expended annually in
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the District, extension of the District, and a change in the method of assessment upon
which the district charge in the District is based; and be it further
Resolved, That the Metrotech Area District Management Association shall, not
less than ten nor more than thirty days before the date of the Public Hearing, mail a
copy of this Resolution or a summary thereof to each owner of real property within
the proposed extended district at the address shown on the latest City assessment roll,
to such other persons as are registered with the City to receive tax bills concerning
real property within the proposed extended district, and to the tenants of each
building within the proposed extended district; and be it further
Resolved, That SBS shall arrange for the publication of a copy of this
Resolution or a summary thereof at least once in the City Record or a newspaper in
general circulation in the City, the first publication to be not less than ten (10) nor
more than thirty (30) days before the date of the Public Hearing; and be it further
Resolved, That in the event that the Metrotech Area District Management
Association mails, or SBS arranges for the publication of, a summary of this
Resolution, such summary shall include the information required by section
25-406(c) of the Law; and be it further
Resolved, That on behalf of the City Council and pursuant to Section 25-410(b)
of the BID Law, the Metrotech Area District Management Association is hereby
authorized to publish in a newspaper having general circulation in the District, not
less than ten (10) days prior to the Public Hearing, a notice stating the time and place
of the Public Hearing and stating the increase in the amount to be expended annually
in the District.

JULISSA
FERRERAS-COPELAND, Chairperson;
YDANIS A.
RODRIGUEZ, JAMES VAN BRAMER, VANESSA L. GIBSON, LAURIE A.
CUMBO, COREY D. JOHNSON, MARK LEVINE, HELEN K. ROSENTHAL,
STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Finance, November 24, 2015.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

At this point the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) announced that the
following items had been preconsidered by the Committee on Finance and had been
favorably reported for adoption.
Report for Res. No. 912
Report of the Committee on Finance in favor of approving a Resolution
approving the new designation and changes in the designation of certain
organizations to receive funding in the Expense Budget.
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The Committee on Finance, to which the annexed preconsidered resolution was
referred on November 24, 2015, respectfully
REPORTS:
Introduction. The Council of the City of New York (the “Council”) annually
adopts the City’s budget covering expenditures other than for capital projects (the
“expense budget”) pursuant to Section 254 of the Charter. On June 26, 2015, the
Council adopted the expense budget for fiscal year 2016 with various programs and
initiatives (the “Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget”). On June 26, 2014, the Council
adopted the expense budget for fiscal year 2015 with various programs and initiatives
(the “Fiscal 2015 Expense Budget”). On June 27, 2013, the Council adopted the
expense budget for fiscal year 2014 with various programs and initiatives (the “Fiscal
2014 Expense Budget”).
Analysis. This Resolution, dated November 24, 2015, approves the new
designation and changes in the designation of certain organizations receiving local,
aging, and youth discretionary funding and funding for certain initiatives in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget and amends the description for the
Description/Scope of Services of certain organizations receiving local, aging, and
youth discretionary funding and funding for certain initiatives in accordance with the
Fiscal 2016, Fiscal 2015, and Fiscal 2014 Expense Budgets.
In an effort to continue to make the budget process more transparent, the Council
is providing a list setting forth new designations and/or changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving local, aging, and youth discretionary funding and
funding for certain initiatives in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as
well as amendments to the Description/Scope of Services of certain organizations
receiving local, aging, and youth discretionary funding and funding for certain
initiatives in accordance with the Fiscal 2016, Fiscal 2015, and Fiscal 2014 Expense
Budgets.
This Resolution sets forth the new designation and the changes in the
designation of certain organizations receiving local discretionary funding pursuant to
the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as described in Chart 1; sets forth the new
designation and the changes in the designation of certain organizations receiving
aging discretionary funding pursuant to the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as
described in Chart 2; sets forth the new designation and the changes in the
designation of certain organizations receiving youth discretionary funding pursuant
to the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as described in Chart 3; sets forth the new
designation and changes in the designation of funding pursuant to certain initiatives
in the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as described in Charts 4-23; amends the
description for the Description/Scope of Services for certain organizations receiving
local, aging, and youth discretionary funding and funding for certain initiatives in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as described in Chart 24; amends
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the description for the Description/Scope of Services for certain organizations
receiving local and aging discretionary funding in accordance with the Fiscal 2015
Expense Budget, as described in Chart 25; and amends the description for the
Description/Scope of Services for a certain organization receiving local discretionary
funding in accordance with the Fiscal 2014 Expense Budget, as described in Chart
25.
The charts, attached to the Resolution, contain the following information: name
of the council member(s) designating the organization to receive funding or name of
the initiative, as set forth in Adjustments Summary/Schedule C/Fiscal 2016 Expense
Budget, dated June 26, 2015, Adjustments Summary/Schedule C/Fiscal 2015
Expense Budget, dated June 26, 2014, and Adjustments Summary/Schedule C/Fiscal
2014 Expense Budget, dated June 27, 2013.
Specifically, Chart 1 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the
designation of certain organizations receiving local discretionary funding in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget. Some of these changes will be
effectuated upon a budget modification.
Chart 2 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving aging discretionary funding in accordance with the
Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 3 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving youth discretionary funding in accordance with the
Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 4 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Anti-Poverty Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget. Some of these changes will be
effectuated upon a budget modification.
Chart 5 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Borough-Wide Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 6 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Cultural After School
Adventure (CASA) Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 7 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Neighborhood Development
Grant Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
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Chart 8 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Parks Equity Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 9 sets forth the change in the designation, specifically an EIN change, of a
certain organization receiving funding pursuant to the NYC Digital Inclusion and
Literacy Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 10 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Healthy Aging Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 11 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the NYC Support Our Seniors
Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 12 sets forth the new designation of certain organizations receiving
funding pursuant to the Adult Literacy Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016
Expense Budget. Some of these changes will be effectuated upon a budget
modification.
Chart 13 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the NYC Cleanup Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget. Some of these changes will be
effectuated upon a budget modification.
Chart 14 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Cultural Immigrant Initiative
in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 15 sets forth the new designation of certain organizations receiving
funding pursuant to the HIV/AIDS Faith Based Initiative in accordance with the
Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 16 sets forth a change in the designation, specifically a change in the
administering agency, of a certain organization receiving funding pursuant to the A
Greener NYC Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget. This
change will be effectuated upon a budget modification.
Chart 17 sets forth the change in the designation, specifically the removal of
funds, of the administering agency receiving funding pursuant to the Bail Fund
Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget. This change will be
effectuated upon a budget modification.
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Chart 18 sets forth the new designation of a certain organization receiving
funding pursuant to the Speaker’s Initiative to Address Citywide Needs in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget. One of the changes will be
effectuated upon a budget modification.
Chart 19 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Hepatitis B/C Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 20 sets forth the changes in the designation of certain organizations
receiving funding pursuant to the Senior Centers for Immigrant Populations Initiative
in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 21 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Asthma Control Program
Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget. All of these changes
will be effectuated upon a budget modification.
Chart 22 sets forth the change in the designation, specifically a change in
administering agency, of a certain organization receiving funding pursuant to the
Cancer Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget. This change
will be effectuated upon a budget modification.
Chart 23 sets forth the new designation and the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Infant Mortality Reduction
Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget. All of these changes
will be effectuated upon a budget modification.
Chart 24 amends the description for the Description/Scope of Services for
certain organizations receiving local, aging, and youth discretionary funding and
funding for certain initiatives in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget.
Chart 25 amends the description for the Description/Scope of Services for
certain organizations receiving local and aging discretionary funding in accordance
with the Fiscal 2015 Expense Budget.
Chart 26 amends the description for the Description/Scope of Services for
certain organizations receiving local discretionary funding in accordance with the
Fiscal 2014 Expense Budget.
It is to be noted that organizations identified in the attached Charts with an
asterisk (*) have not yet completed or began the prequalification process conducted
by the Mayor's Office of Contract Services (for organizations to receive more than
$10,000) by the Council (for organizations to receive $10,000 or less total), or other
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government agency. Organizations identified without an asterisk have completed the
appropriate prequalification review.
It should be further noted that funding for organizations in the attached Charts
with a double asterisk (**) will not take effect until the passage of a budget
modification.
Description of Above-captioned Resolution. In the above-captioned Resolution,
the Council would approve the new designation and changes in the designation of
certain organizations to receive funding in the Fiscal 2016, Fiscal 2015, and Fiscal
2014 Expense Budgets. Such Resolution would take effect as of the date of adoption.

Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption.
(The following is the text of Res. No. 912:)
Res. No. 912
Resolution approving the new designation and changes in the designation of
certain organizations to receive funding in the Expense Budget.
By Council Members Ferreras-Copeland and Rose.
Whereas, On June 26, 2015 the Council of the City of New York (the “City
Council”) adopted the expense budget for fiscal year 2016 with various programs
and initiatives (the “Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget”); and
Whereas, On June 26, 2014 the Council adopted the expense budget for fiscal
year 2015 with various programs and initiatives (the “Fiscal 2015 Expense Budget”);
and
Whereas, On June 27, 2013, the Council adopted the expense budget for fiscal
year 2014 with various programs and initiatives (the “Fiscal 2014 Expense Budget”);
and
Whereas, The City Council is hereby implementing and furthering the
appropriations set forth in the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget by approving the new
designation and changes in the designation of certain organizations receiving local,
aging, and youth discretionary funding, and by approving the new designation and
changes in the designation of certain organizations to receive funding pursuant to
certain initiatives in accordance therewith; and
Whereas, The City Council is hereby implementing and furthering the
appropriations set forth in the Fiscal 2016, Fiscal 2015, and Fiscal 2014 Expense
Budgets by approving new Description/Scope of Services for certain organizations
receiving local, aging, and youth discretionary funding and funding pursuant to
certain initiatives; now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving local discretionary funding in
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accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 1; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and changes in
the designation of certain organizations receiving aging discretionary funding in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 2; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving youth discretionary funding in accordance with the
Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 3; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the AntiPoverty Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 4; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the
Borough-Wide Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set
forth in Chart 5; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Cultural
After School Adventure (CASA) Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016
Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 6; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the
Neighborhood Development Grant Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016
Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 7; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Parks
Equity Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 8; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the change in the designation of a
certain organization receiving funding pursuant to the NYC Digital Inclusion and
Literacy Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 9; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Healthy
Aging Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 10; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the NYC
Support Our Seniors Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget,
as set forth in Chart 11; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation of certain
organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Adult Literacy Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 12; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the NYC
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Cleanup Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 13; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Cultural
Immigrant Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth
in Chart 14; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation of certain
organizations receiving funding pursuant to the HIV/AIDS Faith Based Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 15; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves a change in the designation of a
certain organization receiving funding pursuant to the A Greener NYC Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 16; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves sets forth the change in the
designation of the administering agency receiving funding pursuant to the Bail Fund
Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart
17; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation of a certain
organization receiving funding pursuant to the Speaker’s Initiative to Address
Citywide Needs in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 18; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Hepatitis
B/C Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 19; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Senior Centers for Immigrant
Populations Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set
forth in Chart 20; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Asthma
Control Program Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set
forth in Chart 21; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the change in the designation of a
certain organization receiving funding pursuant to the Cancer Initiative in accordance
with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 22; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Infant
Mortality Reduction Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as
set forth in Chart 23; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new description for the
Description/Scope of Services for certain organizations receiving local, aging, and
youth discretionary funding and funding for certain initiatives in accordance with the
Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 24; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new description for the
Description/Scope of Services for certain organizations receiving local and aging
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discretionary funding in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set
forth in Chart 25; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new description for the
Description/Scope of Services for a certain organization receiving local discretionary
funding in accordance with the Fiscal 2014 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 26.
ATTACHMENT:
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JULISSA
FERRERAS-COPELAND, Chairperson;
YDANIS A.
RODRIGUEZ, JAMES VAN BRAMER, VANESSA L. GIBSON, LAURIE A.
CUMBO, COREY D. JOHNSON, MARK LEVINE, HELEN K. ROSENTHAL,
STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Finance, November 24, 2015.
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On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

At this point the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) announced that the
following items had been preconsidered by the Committee on Finance and had been
favorably reported for adoption.
Report for L.U. No. 304
Report of the Committee on Finance in favor of approving Jamaica Crossing
147-18 Archer Avenue, Block 9998, Lots 83, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, and part
of 95; Queens, Community District No. 12, Council District No. 27.

The Committee on Finance to which the annexed communication was referred
on November 24, 2015, and was coupled with the resolution shown below,
respectfully
REPORTS:
(The following is the text of a Memo sent to the Finance Committee from
the Finance Division of the New York City Council:)
November 24, 2015
TO:

Hon. Julissa Ferreras-Copeland
Chair, Finance Committee
Members of the Finance Committee

FROM:

Rebecca Chasan, Assistant Counsel, Finance Division

RE:

Finance Committee Agenda of November 24, 2015 - Resolution
approving a tax exemption for two Land Use Items (Council District
27)
Item 1: Jamaica Crossing – 148-02 Archer Avenue

Jamaica Crossing at 148-02 Archer Avenue will consist of 1 building with 129
units of rental housing for low- and moderate-income households. The property is
owned by the Jamsta II Housing Development Fund Corporation (the “HDFC”) and
CJ Plaza Two LLC (the “LLC”) will operate the property. The HDFC and the LLC
will demolish the buildings currently on-site and construct a mid-rise building that
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will contain the rental units, a superintendent’s unit, approximately 17,912 square
feet of community facility space, and approximately 11,746 square feet of parking.
This project will be part of the Jamaica Crossing development which also will
include a high-rise building on an adjacent lot, described in Item 2 below. The
project is being developed under the Department of Housing Preservation and
Development’s (“HPD”) Mixed Income Program under which sponsors construct or
rehabilitate multifamily buildings in order to create affordable rental housing with a
range of affordability.
The HDFC will enter into a regulatory agreement with HPD establishing that 25
units will be leased to households earning up to 40% of Area Median Income
(“AMI”), 79 units will be leased to households earning up to 60% of AMI, and 25
units will be leased to households earning up to 130% of AMI. In 2015, 40%, 60%,
and 130% of AMI are as follows:
AMI
40% of AMI
60% of AMI
130% of
AMI

Family of
Four
$34,520
$51,780
$112,190

Family of
Three
$31,080
$46,620
$101,010

Family of
Two
$27,640
$41,460
$89,830

Individual
$24,200
$36,300
$78,650

Summary:
 Borough – Queens
 Block 9998, Lot 101, Part of Lot 95
 Council District – 27
 Council Member – Miller
 Council Member approval – Yes
 Number of buildings – 1
 Number of units – 129, including 1 superintendent’s unit
 Article XI Tax Exemption – Full, 40-year term
 Population – low- and moderate-income rental households
 Sponsor – Jamsta II HDFC and CJ Plaza Two LLC
 Cost to the City – $34,260,523
 Open violations or other known problems with the City – None
 Income Limitation – 25 units will be leased to households earning up to 40%
of AMI, 79 units will be leased to households earning up to 60% AMI, and 25 units
will be leased to households earning up to 130% AMI
Item 2: Jamaica Crossing – 147-18 Archer Avenue
Jamaica Crossing at 147-18 Archer Avenue will consist of 1 building with 449
units of rental housing for low- and moderate-income households. The property is
owned by the HP Jamsta HDFC and CJ Plaza One LLC and/or BRP JAMSTA
Owner TC LLC (the “LLC”) will operate the property. The HDFC and the LLC will
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demolish the buildings currently on-site and construct a high-rise building that will
contain the rental units, a superintendent’s unit, approximately 106,902 square feet of
commercial space, and approximately 22,641 square feet of parking. This project will
be part of the Jamaica Crossing development which also will include the mid-rise
building on an adjacent lot, described in Item 1 above. The project is being
developed under HPD’s Mixed Income Program under which sponsors construct or
rehabilitate multifamily buildings in order to create affordable rental housing with a
range of affordability.
The HDFC will enter into a regulatory agreement with HPD establishing that 90
units will be leased to households earning up to 60% of AMI, 225 units will be
leased to households earning up to 145% of AMI, and 134 units will be leased to
households earning up to 165% of AMI. In 2015, 60%, 145%, and 165% of AMI are
as follows:
AMI
60% of AMI
145% of
AMI
165% of
AMI

Family of
Four
$51,780
$125,135

Family of
Three
$46,620
$112,665

Family of
Two
$41,460
$100,195

Individual

$142,395

$128,205

$114,015

$99,825

$36,300
$87,725

Summary:
 Borough – Queens
 Block 9998, Lots, 83, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91 and Part of Lot 95
 Council District – 27
 Council Member – Miller
 Council Member approval – Yes
 Number of buildings – 1
 Number of units – 449, including 1 superintendent’s unit
 Article XI Tax Exemption – Full, 40-year term
 Population – low- and moderate-income rental households
 Sponsor – HP Jamsta HDFC and CJ Plaza One LLC and/or BRP JAMSTA
Owner TC LLC
 Cost to the City – $236,582,190
 Open violations or other known problems with the City – None
 Income Limitation – 90 units will be leased to households earning up to 60%
of AMI, 225 units will be leased to households earning up to 145% AMI, and 134
units will be leased to households earning up to 165% AMI

Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption.
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In connection herewith, Council Member Ferreras-Copeland offered the
following resolution:
Res. No. 916
Resolution approving an exemption from real property taxes for property
located at (Block 9998, Lots, 83, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91 and Part of Lot 95)
Queens, pursuant to Section 577 of the Private Housing Finance Law
(Preconsidered L.U. No. 304).
By Council Member Ferreras-Copeland.
WHEREAS, the New York City Department of Housing Preservation and
Development (“HPD”) submitted to the Council its request dated October 16, 2015
that the Council take the following action regarding a housing project located at
(Block 9998, Lots, 83, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91 and Part of Lot 95) Queens
(“Exemption Area”):
Approve an exemption of the Project from real property taxes pursuant to
Section 577 of the Private Housing Finance Law (the “Tax Exemption”);
WHEREAS, the project description that HPD provided to the Council states
that the purchaser of the Project (the “Sponsor”) is a duly organized housing
development fund company under Article XI of the Private Housing Finance Law;
WHEREAS, the Council has considered the financial implications relating to
the Tax Exemption;
RESOLVED:
The Council hereby grants an exemption from real property taxes as follows:
1. For the purposes hereof, the following terms shall have the following
meanings:
(a) “HDC” shall mean New York City Housing Development Corporation.
(b) “HDFC” shall mean HP Jamsta Housing Development Fund Company, Inc.
(c) “HPD” shall mean the Department of Housing Preservation and
Development of the City of New York.
(d) “LLC” shall mean CJ Plaza One LLC, BRP JAMSTA Owner LLC, or an
affiliate of either entity.
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(e) “New Owner” shall mean the HDFC and the LLC or any future owner of the
Exemption Area.
(f) “Exemption” shall mean the exemption from real property taxation provided
hereunder.
(g) “Effective Date” shall mean the later of (i) the date of conveyance of the
Exemption Area to the HDFC, and (ii) the date that HPD and the New Owner enter
into the Regulatory Agreement in their respective sole discretion.
(h) “Exemption Area” shall mean the real property located on the Tax Map of
the City of New York in the Borough of Queens, City and State of New York,
identified as Block 9998, Lots 83, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91 and part of Lot 95 (to be
merged into tentative new Lot 91).
(i) “Expiration Date” shall mean the earlier to occur of (i) a date which is forty
(40) years from the Effective Date, (ii) the date of the expiration or termination of the
Regulatory Agreement, or (iii) the date upon which the Exemption Area ceases to be
owned by either a housing development fund company or an entity wholly controlled
by a housing development fund company.
(j)
“Project” shall mean the construction of one multiple dwelling building
on the Exemption Area containing approximately 449 rental dwelling units plus one
unit for a superintendent, approximately 106,902 square feet of commercial space,
and approximately 22,641 square feet of parking space.
(k) “Regulatory Agreement” shall mean the regulatory agreement between HPD
and the New Owner establishing certain controls upon the operation of the
Exemption Area during the term of the Exemption.
2. All of the value of the property in the Exemption Area, including both the
land and any improvements (excluding those portions, if any devoted to business or
commercial use) shall be exempt from real property taxation, other than assessments
for local improvements, for a period commencing upon the Effective Date and
terminating upon Expiration Date.
3. (a) Notwithstanding any provision hereof to the contrary, the exemption
from real property taxation provided hereunder shall terminate if HPD determines at
any time that (i) the Exemption Area is not being operated in accordance with the
requirements of Article XI of the Private Housing Finance Law, (ii) the Exemption
Area is not being operated in accordance with the requirements of the Regulatory
Agreement, (iii) the Exemption Area is not being operated in accordance with the
requirements of any other agreement with, or for the benefit of, the City of New
York, (iv) the Exemption Area is conveyed to a new owner without the prior written
consent of HPD, or (v) the demolition or construction of any private or multiple
dwelling on the Exemption Area has commenced without the prior written consent of
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HPD. HPD shall deliver written notice of any such determination to the Owner and
all mortgagees of record, which notice shall provide for an opportunity to cure of not
less than sixty (60) days. If the noncompliance specified in such notice is not cured
within the time period specified therein, the Exemption shall prospectively terminate.
(b) Nothing herein shall entitle the Owner to a refund of any real property taxes
which accrued and were paid with respect to the Exemption Area prior to the
Effective Date.
(c) The Exemption shall not apply to any building constructed in the Exemption
Area which does not have a temporary certificate of occupancy by December 31,
2017 as such date may be extended in writing by HPD.
4. In consideration of the Exemption, the New Owner (i) shall execute and
record the Regulatory Agreement, and (ii) for so long as the Exemption shall remain
in effect, shall waive the benefits of any additional or concurrent exemption from or
abatement of real property taxation which may be authorized under any existing or
future local, state, or federal law, rule, or regulation.

JULISSA
FERRERAS-COPELAND, Chairperson;
YDANIS A.
RODRIGUEZ, JAMES VAN BRAMER, VANESSA L. GIBSON, LAURIE A.
CUMBO, COREY D. JOHNSON, MARK LEVINE, HELEN K. ROSENTHAL,
STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Finance, November 24, 2015.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

At this point the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) announced that the
following items had been preconsidered by the Committee on Finance and had been
favorably reported for adoption.

Report for L.U. No. 305
Report of the Committee on Finance in favor of approving Jamaica Crossing
148-08 Archer Avenue, Block 9998, Lots 101 and part of 95; Queens,
Community District No. 12, Council District No. 27.

The Committee on Finance to which the annexed communication was referred
on November 24, 2015, and was coupled with the resolution shown below,
respectfully
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REPORTS:
(For text of the Finance Memo, please see the Report of the Committee on
Finance for LU No. 304 printed above in these Minutes)
Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption.
In connection herewith, Council Member Ferreras-Copeland offered the
following resolution:
Res. No. 917
Resolution approving an exemption from real property taxes for property
located at (Block 9998, Lot 101, Part of Lot 95) Queens, pursuant to Section
577 of the Private Housing Finance Law (Preconsidered L.U. No. 305).
By Council Member Ferreras-Copeland.
WHEREAS, the New York City Department of Housing Preservation and
Development (“HPD”) submitted to the Council its request dated October 16, 2015
that the Council take the following action regarding a housing project located at
(Block 9998, Lot 101, Part of Lot 95) Queens (“Exemption Area”):
Approve an exemption of the Project from real property taxes pursuant
to Section 577 of the Private Housing Finance Law (the “Tax Exemption”);
WHEREAS, the project description that HPD provided to the Council states
that the purchaser of the Project (the “Sponsor”) is a duly organized housing
development fund company under Article XI of the Private Housing Finance Law;
WHEREAS, the Council has considered the financial implications relating to
the Tax Exemption;
RESOLVED:
The Council hereby grants an exemption from real property taxes as follows:
1. For the purposes hereof, the following terms shall have the following
meanings:
(a) “HDC” shall mean New York City Housing Development Corporation.
(b) “HDFC” shall mean Jamsta II Housing Development Fund Corporation.
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(c) “HPD” shall mean the Department of Housing Preservation and
Development of the City of New York.
(d) “LLC” shall mean CJ Plaza Two LLC or an affiliate.
(e) “New Owner” shall mean the HDFC and the LLC or any future owner of the
Exemption Area.
(f) “Exemption” shall mean the exemption from real property taxation provided
hereunder.
(g) “Effective Date” shall mean the later of (i) the date of conveyance of the
Exemption Area to the HDFC, and (ii) the date that HPD and the New Owner enter
into the Regulatory Agreement in their respective sole discretion.
(h) “Exemption Area” shall mean the real property located on the Tax Map of
the City of New York in the Borough of Queens, City and State of New York,
identified as Block 9998, Part of Lot 95 and Lot 101.
(i) “Expiration Date” shall mean the earlier to occur of (i) a date which is forty
(40) years from the Effective Date, (ii) the date of the expiration or termination of the
Regulatory Agreement, or (iii) the date upon which the Exemption Area ceases to be
owned by either a housing development fund company or an entity wholly controlled
by a housing development fund company.
(j)
“Project” shall mean the construction of one multiple dwelling building
on the Exemption Area containing approximately 129 rental dwelling units plus one
unit for a superintendent, approximately 17,912 square feet of community facility
space, and approximately 11,746 square feet of parking space.
(k) “Regulatory Agreement” shall mean the regulatory agreement between HPD
and the New Owner establishing certain controls upon the operation of the
Exemption Area during the term of the Exemption.
2. All of the value of the property in the Exemption Area, including both the
land and any improvements (excluding those portions, if any devoted to business or
commercial use) shall be exempt from real property taxation, other than assessments
for local improvements, for a period commencing upon the Effective Date and
terminating upon Expiration Date.
3. (a) Notwithstanding any provision hereof to the contrary, the exemption
from real property taxation provided hereunder shall terminate if HPD determines at
any time that (i) the Exemption Area is not being operated in accordance with the
requirements of Article XI of the Private Housing Finance Law, (ii) the Exemption
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Area is not being operated in accordance with the requirements of the Regulatory
Agreement, (iii) the Exemption Area is not being operated in accordance with the
requirements of any other agreement with, or for the benefit of, the City of New
York, or (iv) the Exemption Area is conveyed to a new owner without the prior
written consent of HPD, or (v) the demolition or construction of any private or
multiple dwelling on the Exemption Area has commenced without the prior written
consent of HPD. HPD shall deliver written notice of any such determination to the
Owner and all mortgagees of record, which notice shall provide for an opportunity to
cure of not less than sixty (60) days. If the noncompliance specified in such notice is
not cured within the time period specified therein, the Exemption shall prospectively
terminate.
(b) Nothing herein shall entitle the Owner to a refund of any real property taxes
which accrued and were paid with respect to the Exemption Area prior to the
Effective Date.
(c) The Exemption shall not apply to any building constructed in the Exemption
Area which does not have a temporary certificate of occupancy by December 31,
2017 as such date may be extended in writing by HPD.
4. In consideration of the Exemption, the New Owner (i) shall execute and
record the Regulatory Agreement, and (ii) for so long as the Exemption shall remain
in effect, shall waive the benefits of any additional or concurrent exemption from or
abatement of real property taxation which may be authorized under any existing or
future local, state, or federal law, rule, or regulation.
JULISSA
FERRERAS-COPELAND, Chairperson;
YDANIS A.
RODRIGUEZ, JAMES VAN BRAMER, VANESSA L. GIBSON, LAURIE A.
CUMBO, COREY D. JOHNSON, MARK LEVINE, HELEN K. ROSENTHAL,
STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Finance, November 24, 2015.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

Report of the Committee on Rules, Privileges and Elections

Report for M-347
Report of the Committee on Rules, Privileges and Elections in favor of
approving the appointment of Janet Alvarez as a member of the New York
City Tax Commission.
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The Committee on Rules, Privileges and Elections to which the annexed
communication was referred on November 10, 2015 (Minutes, page 3906) and was
coupled with the resolution shown below, respectfully

REPORTS:

New York City Tax Commission – (Candidate for appointment by the Mayor
upon advice and consent of the Council)


Janet Alvarez [M-347]

The Tax Commission (the “Commission”) is charged with the duty of reviewing
and correcting all assessments of real property within the City of New York that are
set by the New York City Department of Finance. New York City Charter
(“Charter”) § 153 (b). Any Commissioner shall exercise such other powers and
duties as the President may from time to time assign. [Charter § 154.]
The Commission consists of the President and six Commissioners.1 Charter §
31 states that the Mayor, with advice and consent of the Council, shall appoint
members of the Commission after a public hearing. Each Commissioner shall have
at least three years of business experience in the field of real estate or real estate law.
At least one resident of each borough shall be included among the Commissioners.
[Charter § 153 (a).] The President of the Commission receives an annual salary of
$192,198. Commissioners receive an annual salary of $25,677.
Real property tax assessment-related claims subject to administrative and
corrective action by the Commission may assert: inequality; excessiveness, including
the denial of a full or partial exemption; unlawfulness; and misclassification. See
definitions – Charter §§ 163 and 164(b) (class one property). The Commission’s
administrative determinations are subject to de novo judicial review. [Charter §
165(a).]
Between the fifteenth day of January and the twenty-fifth day of May, the
Commission may itself, or by a Commissioner or assessor authorized by the
Commission, act upon applications, compel the attendance of witnesses, administer
oaths or affirmations and examine applicants and other witnesses under oath. In
addition, the Commission is empowered to make rules of practice for its proceedings.
[Charter § 164(a).]
The Commission determines the final assessed valuation or taxable assessed
valuation, or the actual assessment or transition assessment, or the proper class
designation of the real property of each applicant. The final assessed valuation or
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taxable assessed valuation of real property may be the same or less than the original
assessment or, if determined to be unlawful, the same shall be ordered stricken from
the roll or, where appropriate, entered on the exempt portion of the roll. If it is
determined that the real property is misclassified, the correct class designation or
allocation of assessed valuation shall be entered on the roll. [Charter § 164(b).]
Applications for correction of assessment of real property assessed at seven
hundred fifty thousand dollars or more are dealt with between the first day of
February and the first day of September. [Charter § 164-a (a).]
The final determination of the Commission upon any application for the
correction of an assessment shall be rendered not later than the twenty-fifth day of
May. Otherwise, the assessment objected to shall be deemed to be the final
determination of the Commission. [Charter § 165 .] A proceeding to review or
correct on the merits any final determination of the Commission may be had as
provided by law, and, if brought to review a determination mentioned in Charter §
165, must be commenced before the twenty-fifth day of October following the time
when the determination sought to be reviewed or corrected was made. [Charter §
166.]
The President or any Commissioner may enter upon real property and into
buildings and structures at all reasonable times to ascertain the character of the
property. Refusal by the owner or his agent to permit such entry shall be triable by a
judge of the Criminal court and punishable by not more than thirty days’
imprisonment, or by a fine of not more than fifty dollars, or both. [Charter § 156.]
The Commission shall issue an annual report to the City Council and to the
Mayor not later than the first day of March in each year. [Charter § 155.]
If appointed, Ms. Alvarez, a resident of Manhattan, will fill a vacancy and be
eligible to serve the remainder of a six year term that will expire on January 6, 2018.
A copy of Ms. Alvarez’s résumé and report/resolution is annexed to this briefing
paper.

1The

Tax Commission currently consists of the following members: Ellen E. Hoffman, President; Susan
Grossman; Kirk Tzanides; and Richard Stabile.

(After interviewing the candidate and reviewing the submitted material, this
Committee decided to approve the appointment of the nominee Janet Alvarez [M347]; please see below for the decision of the Committee and the coupled
resolution:)
The Committee on Rules, Privileges and Elections respectfully reports:
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Pursuant to §§ 31 and § 153 of the New York City Charter, the Committee on
Rules, Privileges and Elections, hereby approves the appointment by the Mayor of
Janet Alvarez as a member of the New York City Tax Commission to serve for the
remainder of a six-year term that expires on January 6, 2018.
This matter was referred to the Committee on November 10, 2015.
Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption.
In connection herewith, Council Member Lander offered the following
resolution:
Res. No. 918
RESOLUTION APPROVING THE APPOINTMENT BY THE MAYOR OF
JANET ALVAREZ AS A MEMBER OF THE NEW YORK CITY TAX
COMMISSION.
By Council Member Lander:
RESOLVED, that pursuant to §§ 31 and § 153 of the New York City Charter,
the Council does hereby approve the appointment by the Mayor of Janet Alvarez as a
member of the New York City Tax Commission for the remainder of a six-year term,
which will expire on January 6, 2018.

BRADFORD S. LANDER, Chairperson; DANIEL R. GARODNICK, YDANIS
A. RODRIGUEZ, MARGARET S. CHIN, DEBORAH L. ROSE, JUMAANE D.
WILLIAMS, RAFAEL L. ESPINAL, Jr., MARK LEVINE, STEVEN MATTEO,
MELISSA MARK-VIVERITO; Committee on Rules, Privileges and Elections,
November 24, 2015. Other Council Members Attending: Council Member Corey D.
Johnson.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

4097

November 24, 2015

Report of the Committee on Technology

Report for Int. No. 890-A
Report of the Committee on Technology in favor of approving and adopting, as
amended, a Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New
York, in relation to the retention of data on the open data portal.
The Committee on Technology, to which the annexed amended proposed local
law was referred on September 17, 2015 (Minutes, page 3372), respectfully
REPORTS:

I.

INTRODUCTION

On November 23, 2015, the Committee on Technology, chaired by Council
Member James Vacca, will hold a vote on Proposed Int. No. 890-A, in relation to the
retention of data on the open data portal; Proposed Int. No. 898-A, in relation to the
creation of a data dictionary for every data set; Proposed Int. No. 900-A, in relation
to the standardization and geocoding of address data; Proposed Int. No. 914-A, in
relation to response timelines for public requests on the open data portal; and
Proposed Int. No. 915-A, in relation to the timely updating of certain data sets. The
Committee previously held a hearing on this legislation on October 1, 2015.
II. 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.”1
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.2 The legislation charged DoITT with the
responsibility of maintaining the web portal as well as an online forum to encourage
feedback and discussion,3 although the Mayor’s Office of Data Analytics (MODA)
has also played a significant role in its implementation.
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III. 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.”4 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 autogenerated by Socrata), Description (a brief description of the data set), frequency of
update, and similar information.5 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.”6
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’).7 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.8 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.9
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 data10 and ACRIS11) 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.12
Similarly, some of the Department of Environmental Protection data sets use terms
such as “Transparency (Secchi) ft,”13 “Enterococcus (#/100 mL) Top,”14 and

4099

November 24, 2015

“Carbonaceous Biochemical Oxygen Demand – INFL (mg/L)”15 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)

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!”16 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 November, 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
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‘NYC OpenData’ with a link to where that data can now be found, yet the request
remains officially open.17 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, 2015.18 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)

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.
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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.19 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.20 This lack of
uniformity even extends to Block and Lot information, which is sometimes presented
as two columns and sometimes as a single column.21
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
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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 public
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.
Timeliness of Updates
One of the issues raised in this committee’s October 27, 2014 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.22 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:
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Fig. 3 – HPD Website Search (accessed 9-29-15)

Fig. 4 – HPD Housing Maintenance Code Complaints Data Set (accessed 9-2915)

Timelier updating of the data sets on the Open Data Portal could significantly
improve their usability.
Summary of Proposed Int. No. 890-A
Proposed Int. No. 890-A amends Section 23-502 of the administrative code to
require the Department of Information Technology and Telecommunications
(DoITT) to preserve row data that is subject to permanent removal or replacement as
well as to create and preserve archival copies of data sets, in accordance with
guidelines in the Technical Standards Manual. The bill also amends Section 23-505
of the administrative code to require DoITT to update the Technical Standards
Manual to include guidelines on the division of large data sets into smaller ones
when technical, archival or practical concerns necessitate such division.
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Changes to Proposed Int. No. 890-A
In addition to technical amendments, Proposed Int. No. 890-A has been amended
in the following manner:


The requirement to preserve data has been amended to include a more
specific focus on the preservation of row data within data sets.



The requirement to create and preserve archival copies has been amended to
utilize the guidance of the Technical Standards Manual.



The effective date is now one year after it becomes law.

Summary of Proposed Int. No. 898-A
Proposed Int. No. 898-A amends 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 bill describes the metadata information that should be
included within a data dictionary, including explanations of any acronym or technical
term, a description of units of measure, ranges of possible values, and contextual
information, such as method of collection. The bill also requires upload and
generation dates to be included directly on the Open Data Portal.
Changes to Proposed Int. No. 898-A
In addition to technical amendments, Proposed Int. No. 898-A has been amended
in the following manner:


The implementation of the requirement that every data set be accompanied
by a data dictionary has been amended so that all data sets currently on the
portal are required to have a data dictionary by December 31, 2017 and all
data sets being added between then and now having 30 days after those
datasets are made available.



For data dictionaries, the format, layout and any additional content
requirements not specified in the bill, shall be determined by the Technical
Standards Manual.



Upload and generation dates are now required of every data set, and shall be
included directly on the portal.

Summary of Proposed Int. No. 900-A
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Proposed Int. No. 900-A amends Section 23-505 of the administrative code
to standardize the layout and presentation of addresses in the NYC Open Data Portal,
require the inclusion of the relevant community district and require the geocoding of
that address information. If a public data set could not meet such standard, the
agency would be required to report the reasons why it cannot and the date by which
such agency expects that such standard could be met. The bill also requires, in an
unconsolidated section, the convening of a working group, including members of the
public, to recommend the standard that should be used and for the Technical
Standards Manual to be updated by the Department of Information Technology &
Telecommunication after the working group has reported its recommendations to
DoITT and the Council.
Changes to Proposed Int. No. 900-A
In addition to technical amendments, Proposed Int. No. 900-A has been amended
in the following manner:


The bill now requires the convening of a working group, containing public
members, to develop recommendations regarding the technical standard to
be used for address and geospatial data. The group’s recommendations shall
be sent to both the Department of Information Technology &
Telecommunications and to the Council, and be taken into account by
DoITT when updated the Technical Standards Manual to include the new
standard.



The bill now requires the inclusion of the corresponding community district,
when address information is present in a data set.



The bill now requires that any public data set that cannot meet the new
standard, once adopted, must be reported by its relevant agency to both
DoITT and the Council, along with the reasons why it cannot and the date
by which the agency expects to be able to use the standard. Such information
shall also be included in the agency compliance plan.



The effective date is now one year after it becomes law, except for the
second section of the bill which takes effect immediately.

Summary of Proposed Int. No. 914-A
Proposed Int. No. 914-A would amend Section 23-503 of the administrative
code to require the Department of Information Technology & Telecommunication to
respond to public data set requests on the NYC Open Data Portal within two weeks
and for the relevant agency to make a final determination within two months. The bill
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also includes an unconsolidated section addressing the backlog of requests by
requiring that response timelines for those requests begin tolling as of the law’s
effective date.
Changes to Proposed Int. No. 914-A
In addition to technical amendments, Proposed Int. No. 914-A has been amended
in the following manner:


The bill has been amended to require the final determination on a request to
be issued by the relevant agency within two months of receipt.



The effective date is now 30 days after it becomes law.

Summary of Proposed Int. No. 915-A
Proposed Int. No. 915-A amends Section 23-502 of the administrative code
to require that data available on other agency and city websites that is also available
on the Open Data Portal be updated within ten days, unless that information is
automatically updated on the agency or city website in which case it is required to be
updated on the portal within one day. If a public data set could not meet such
standard, the agency would be required to report to DoITT, for inclusion in the
agency compliance plan, the reasons why it cannot and the date by which such
agency expects that such standard could be met.
Changes to Proposed Int. No. 915-A
In addition to technical amendments, Proposed Int. No. 915-A has been amended
in the following manner:

1



The update timeline has been amended into two timelines: data sets that are
automatically updated on their agency website are to be updated on the Open
Data Portal within one day and all other data sets are to be updated within
ten days.



The bill now requires that any public data set that cannot regularly meet the
update timeline must be reported by its relevant agency to DoITT, along
with the reasons why it cannot and the date by which the agency expects to
be able to, for disclosure of such information in the agency compliance plan.



The effective date is now one year after it becomes law.

NYC Admin. Code §§23-501 - 23-506
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2

NYC Admin. Code §23-502
3 NYC Admin. Code §23-503
4 DoITT, NYC Open Data Technical Standards Manual (hereafter TSM), Sept. 2012, §2.2
5 TSM, §4.2.2.1
6 TSM, §4.2.2.2
7 Feed Grains Database, http://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/feed-grainsdatabase/documentation.aspx (accessed Sept. 25, 2015)
8 About, Food Access Research Atlas, http://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/food-access-researchatlas/about-the-atlas.aspx (accessed Sept. 25, 2015)
9 Monthly Retail Trade Survey Methodology,
http://www.census.gov/retail/mrts/how_surveys_are_collected.html (accessed Sept. 25, 2015)
10 https://nycopendata.socrata.com/Health/DOHMH-New-York-City-Restaurant-InspectionResults/xx67-kt59/about
11 https://nycopendata.socrata.com/City-Government/ACRIS-Real-Property-Master/bnx9-e6tj/about
12 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.
13 DEP’s Harbor Water Quality data set
14 DEP’s Harbor Water Quality data set
15 DEP’s Waste Water Treatment Plan Performance Data data set
16 https://data.cityofnewyork.us/Housing-Development/DOB-Permit-Issuance/ipu4-2q9a
17 For example: ‘Restaurant and Food Handler Permits NYC,’ found at:
https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/4279 (accessed Sept. 21, 2015)
18 For example: ‘Pot holes,’ found at: https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/5390 ; ‘Pay & Display,’
found at: https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/5374 ; ‘Animal Control & Welfare,’ found at:
https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/4937 ; ‘Non recycling trash cans locations,’ found at:
https://nycopendata.socrata.com/nominate/4797 ; etc. (accessed Sept. 21, 2015)
19 TSM §4.2.1.4
20 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°)”
21 Compare DSNY’s Vacant Lots Cleaned data set with Alliance for Downtown New York’s Lower
Manhattan Retailers data set.
22 Committee on Technology, Oct 27, 2014, Hearing Transcript, p. 28

(The following is the text of the Fiscal Impact Statement for Int. No. 890-A:)
THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF NEW YORK
FINANCE DIVISION
LATONIA MCKINNEY,
DIRECTOR
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

TITLE: A Local Law to amend the

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

PROPOSED INTRO. NO.: 890 -A
COMMITTEE: Technology
SPONSORS: Council Members
Cabrera and Mealy
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SUMMARY OF LEGISLATION: Proposed Intro. No. 890-A would require the
Department of Information Technology & Telecommunications (DoITT) to preserve
row data on the City’s Open Data Portal that is subject to permanent removal or
replacement. It would also require DoITT to create guidelines on the dividing of
large data sets into smaller data sets, when archival, technical or practical concerns
require such division.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This local law would take effect one year after it becomes law.
FISCAL YEAR IN WHICH FULL FISCAL IMPACT ANTICIPATED: Fiscal
2018
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

Effective FY17

FY Succeeding

Full Fiscal

Effective FY18

Impact FY18

Revenues

$0

$0

$0

Expenditures

$90,563

$161,684

$161,684

Net

$90,563

$161,684

$161,684

IMPACT ON REVENUES: It is estimated that there would be no impact on
revenues resulting from the enactment of this legislation.
IMPACT ON EXPENDITURES: An Integration Developer would be needed to
build out automatic connections to regularly update agency data, and also create
change logs of datasets so that individual record level data can be retained. DoITT
estimates that the cost of this developer would be $115,000 plus an added 35 percent
for fringe benefits annually. Additionally, depending on volume, DoITT would
likely need to purchase the 'Extra capacity bundle' annually, or less frequently, to
address storage space for data archival. Archival would be done on the single web
portal to allow for a consistent user experience. The estimated cost of this “bundle”
would be $6,434 annually not accounting for inflation. Regarding the creation of
guidelines on the dividing of large data sets into smaller data sets, there is no
additional cost because current resources would be used. Overall, it is estimated that
the impact would be an additional $161,684 per year in expenditures once this bill
becomes law.
SOURCE OF FUNDS TO COVER ESTIMATED COSTS: General Fund
SOURCE OF INFORMATION: New York City Council Finance Division

4109

November 24, 2015

New York City Department of Information
Technology & Telecommunications
Office of Management and Budget
ESTIMATE PREPARED BY:

Kenneth Grace, Legislative Financial Analyst

ESTIMATE REVIEWED BY:

Nathan Toth, Deputy Director, New York City
Council Finance Division
Rebecca Chasan, Assistant Counsel, New York
City Council Finance Division
Tanisha Edwards, Chief Counsel, New York City
Council Finance Division

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: Intro. No. 890 was introduced to the Council on
September 17, 2015 and referred to the Committee on Technology. The Committee
on Technology held a hearing on Intro. No. 890 on October 1, 2015 and the
legislation was laid over. The legislation was subsequently amended and the
amended legislation, Proposed Intro. 890-A, will be considered by the Committee on
Technology on November 23, 2015. Upon successful vote by the Committee,
Proposed Intro. 890-A will be submitted to the full Council for a vote on November
24, 2015.
DATE PREPARED: November 20, 2015
(For text of Int Nos. 898-A, 900-A, 914-A, and 915-A and their Fiscal
Impact Statements, please see, respectively, the Reports of the Committee on
Technology for Int Nos. 898-A, 900-A, 914-A, and 915-A printed below in these
Minutes)
Accordingly, this Committee recommends the adoption of Int Nos. 890-A, 898-A,
900-A, 914-A, and 915-A.
(The following is the text of Int. No. 890-A:)
Int. No. 890-A
By Council Members Cabrera, Mealy, Arroyo, Greenfield, Kallos, Levin and Wills.
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to the retention of data on the open data portal.
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, as added by local law number 11 for the year 2012, is amended to read
as follows:
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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. The department shall preserve row data that
is subject to permanent removal or replacement and shall create and preserve
archival copies, or an archival compilation data set with data indexed to its time of
preservation, of public data sets in accordance with the technical standards manual
published by the department pursuant to section 23-505.
§ 2. Subdivision a of section 23-505 of the administrative code of the city of
New York, as added by local law number 11 for the year 2012, 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 takes effect one year after it becomes law.
JAMES VACCA, Chairperson; ANNABEL PALMA, DAVID G.
GREENFIELD, STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Technology, November 23,
2015. Other Council Members Attending: Council Member Cabrera.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

Report for Int. No. 898-A
Report of the Committee on Technology in favor of approving and adopting, as
amended, a Local Law 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.
The Committee on Technology, to which the annexed amended proposed local
law was referred on September 17, 2015 (Minutes, page 3393), respectfully

4111

November 24, 2015

REPORTS:
(For text of the report, please see the Report of the Committee on
Technology for Int. No. 890-A printed in these Minutes.)
The following is the text of the Fiscal Impact Statement for Int. No. 898-A:
THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF NEW YORK
FINANCE DIVISION
LATONIA MCKINNEY,
DIRECTOR
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

TITLE: A Local Law 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.

PROPOSED INTRO. NO.: 898 -A
COMMITTEE: Technology
SPONSORS: Council Members
Gentile, Mendez, Rosenthal,
Arroyo
and
Constantinides.

SUMMARY OF LEGISLATION: Proposed Intro. No. 898-A would require every
data set on the City’s Open Data Portal to be accompanied by a plain language data
dictionary. This data dictionary would include descriptions of each column header in
the data set, as well as contextual information to aid users in understanding the data
being presented. The data dictionary for each data set would be accessible directly
from the Open Data Portal.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This local law would take effect 120 days after it becomes law.
FISCAL YEAR IN WHICH FULL FISCAL IMPACT ANTICIPATED: Fiscal
2017
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:
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Effective FY16

FY Succeeding

Full Fiscal

Effective FY17

Impact FY17

Revenues

$0

$0

$0

Expenditures

$0

$0

$0

Net

$0

$0

$0

IMPACT ON REVENUES: It is estimated that there would be no impact on
revenues resulting from the enactment of this legislation.
IMPACT ON EXPENDITURES: It is estimated that there would be no impact on
expenditures resulting from the enactment of this legislation. The Agency may use
existing resources to facilitate this function.
SOURCE OF FUNDS TO COVER ESTIMATED COSTS: General Fund
SOURCE OF INFORMATION: New York City Council Finance Division
ESTIMATE PREPARED BY:

Kenneth Grace, Legislative Financial Analyst

ESTIMATE REVIEWED BY:

Nathan Toth, Deputy Director, New York City
Council Finance Division
Rebecca Chasan, Assistant Counsel, New York
City Council Finance Division
Tanisha Edwards, Chief Counsel, New York City
Council Finance Division

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: Intro. No. 898 was introduced to the Council on
September 17, 2015 and referred to the Committee on Technology. The Committee
on Technology held a hearing on Intro. No. 898 on October 1, 2015 and the
legislation was laid over. The legislation was subsequently amended and the
amended legislation, Proposed Intro. 898-A, will be considered by the Committee on
Technology on November 23, 2015. Upon successful vote by the Committee,
Proposed Intro. 898-A will be submitted to the full Council for a vote on November
24, 2015.
DATE PREPARED: November 20, 2015
Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption, as amended.
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(The following is the text of Int. No. 898-A:)
Int. No. 898-A
By Council Members Gentile, Mendez, Rosenthal, Constantinides, Arroyo,
Greenfield, Kallos, Levin and Wills.
A Local Law 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.
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 shall include a plain language data
dictionary; provided that for any data set available on the single web portal before
the effective date of the local law that added this subdivision, a data dictionary shall
be added to such data set no later than December 31, 2017; and provided further
that for any data set made available on the single web portal on or after the effective
date of the local law that added this subdivision and before December 31, 2017, a
data dictionary shall be added to such data set no later than thirty days after such
data set is made available on the single web portal. Such data dictionary shall
provide a description for each column heading used within the data set and shall
include a description of any acronym, technical term, unit of measure, range of
possible values, relationship between or among columns within the data set,
frequency of updates to the data set, and other 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 or the
technical standards manual requires. Such data dictionary shall be in a format and
layout to be determined by the technical standards manual. The data dictionary
accompanying each data set, or a link to such data dictionary, shall be included
directly on the single web portal. The most recent upload date and generation date
for each data set shall be included directly on the single web portal.
§ 2. This local law takes effect 120 days after it becomes law.
JAMES VACCA, Chairperson; ANNABEL PALMA, DAVID G.
GREENFIELD, STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Technology, November 23,
2015. Other Council Members Attending: Council Member Cabrera.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).
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Report for Int. No. 900-A
Report of the Committee on Technology in favor of approving and adopting, as
amended, a Local Law 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.
The Committee on Technology, to which the annexed amended proposed local
law was referred on September 17, 2015 (Minutes, page 3356), respectfully
REPORTS:
(For text of the report, please see the Report of the Committee on
Technology for Int. No. 890-A printed in these Minutes.)
The following is the text of the Fiscal Impact Statement for Int. No. 900-A:
THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF NEW YORK
FINANCE DIVISION
LATONIA MCKINNEY,
DIRECTOR
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

TITLE: A Local Law 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.

PROPOSED INTRO. NO.: 900 -A
COMMITTEE: Technology
SPONSORS: Council Members
Kallos,
Gentile
and
Constantinides.

SUMMARY OF LEGISLATION: Proposed Intro. No. 900-A would require that
every public data set on the City’s Open Data Portal containing address information
present that information in the same format, along with geospatial reference data,
such as latitude and longitude. In addition, the legislation would also require the
Mayor to convene a working group, which would include members of the public, to
develop that format standard and make recommendations to the Department of
Information & Technology (“DoITT”) and the Council.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This local law would take effect one year after it becomes law,
except that the provision relating to the working group would take effect
immediately.
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FISCAL YEAR IN WHICH FULL FISCAL IMPACT ANTICIPATED: Fiscal
2018
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

Effective FY17

FY Succeeding

Full Fiscal

Effective FY17

Impact FY18

Revenues

$0

$0

$0

Expenditures

$66,938

$114,750

$114,750

Net

$66,938

$114,750

$114,750

IMPACT ON REVENUES: It is estimated that there would be no impact on
revenues resulting from the enactment of this legislation.
IMPACT ON EXPENDITURES: DoITT estimates that it would need to hire an
Operations Analyst at a cost of $85,000 with an additional 35 percent for fringe
benefits annually to help work with agencies to understand their needs and make
recommendations for publishing the data. The Analyst would also work to ensure
the appropriate attributes are included in data that is released, be responsible for the
identification of datasets to which this local law would apply, and gather
requirements from agencies to ensure compliance. This position would be part of the
working group to create geospatial standards.
SOURCE OF FUNDS TO COVER ESTIMATED COSTS: General Fund
SOURCE OF INFORMATION: New York City Council Finance Division
New York City Department of Information
Technology & Telecommunications
Office of Management and Budget
ESTIMATE PREPARED BY:

Kenneth Grace, Legislative Financial Analyst

ESTIMATE REVIEWED BY:

Nathan Toth, Deputy Director, New York City
Council Finance Division
Rebecca Chasan, Assistant Counsel, New York
City Council Finance Division
Tanisha Edwards, Chief Counsel, New York City
Council Finance Division
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LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: Intro. No. 900 was introduced to the Council on
September 17, 2015 and referred to the Committee on Technology. The Committee
on Technology held a hearing on Intro. No. 900 on October 1, 2015 and the
legislation was laid over. The legislation was subsequently amended and the
amended legislation, Proposed Intro. 900-A, will be considered by the Committee on
Technology on November 23, 2015. Upon successful vote by the Committee,
Proposed Intro. 900-A will be submitted to the full Council for a vote on November
24, 2015.
DATE PREPARED: November 20, 2015
Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption, as amended.
(The following is the text of Int. No. 900-A:)
Int. No. 900-A
By Council Members Kallos, Gentile, Constantinides, Arroyo, Greenfield, Levin and
Wills.
A Local Law 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.
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 d to read as follows:
d. The manual described in subdivision a of this section shall include a technical
standard requiring every public data set containing address information to utilize a
standard field layout and presentation of address information and include
corresponding community district and geospatial reference data. If there is a public
data set for which an agency cannot utilize such standard field layout and
presentation of address information, such agency shall report to the department and
to the council the reasons why it cannot, and the date by which the agency expects
that it will be able to utilize such standard field layout and presentation of address
information, and such information shall be disclosed in the compliance plan
prepared pursuant to section 23-506.
§ 2. Within 30 days of the effective date of this section, the mayor shall
designate an agency or official to convene a working group, which shall include
members of the public, to recommend a standard field layout and presentation of
address information and corresponding geospatial reference data for data sets
available on the single web portal pursuant to section 23-502 of the administrative
code of the city of New York. Within 10 months of the effective date of this section,
such agency or official shall report such working group’s recommendations to the
department of information technology and telecommunications and to the city
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council. Such recommendations shall be considered by the department of information
technology and telecommunications in developing the technical standard described in
subdivision d of section 23-505 of the administrative code of the city of New York.
§ 3. This local law takes effect one year after it becomes law, except that section
two of this local law takes effect immediately.
JAMES VACCA, Chairperson; ANNABEL PALMA, DAVID G.
GREENFIELD, STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Technology, November 23,
2015. Other Council Members Attending: Council Member Cabrera.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

Report for Int. No. 914-A
Report of the Committee on Technology in favor of approving and adopting, as
amended, a Local Law 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.
The Committee on Technology, to which the annexed amended proposed local
law was referred on September 17, 2015 (Minutes, page 3416), respectfully
REPORTS:
(For text of the report, please see the Report of the Committee on
Technology for Int. No. 890-A printed in these Minutes.)
The following is the text of the Fiscal Impact Statement for Int. No. 914-A:
THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF NEW YORK
FINANCE DIVISION
LATONIA MCKINNEY,
DIRECTOR
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

TITLE: A Local Law to amend the

administrative code of the city of New York,

PROPOSED INTRO. NO.: 914 -A
COMMITTEE: Technology
SPONSORS: Council Members
Torres, Constantinides, Arroyo
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in relation to establishing response timelines
for public requests on the open data portal.

and Gentile

SUMMARY OF LEGISLATION: Currently, the Department of Information &
Technology (“DoITT”) is required to have an online forum to engage with the public
on open data policies and datasets available on the City’s Open Data Portal.
Proposed Intro. No. 914-A would require that all requests from the public for the
inclusion of a data set on the Open Data Portal must receive an initial response from
DoITT within two weeks and a final determination from the relevant agency within
two months.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This local law would take effect 30 days after it becomes law.
FISCAL YEAR IN WHICH FULL FISCAL IMPACT ANTICIPATED: Fiscal
2017
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

Effective FY16

FY Succeeding

Full Fiscal

Effective FY17

Impact FY17

Revenues

$0

$0

$0

Expenditures

$0

$0

$0

Net

$0

$0

$0

IMPACT ON REVENUES: It is estimated that there would be no impact on
revenues resulting from the enactment of this legislation.
IMPACT ON EXPENDITURES: It is estimated that there would be no impact on
expenditures resulting from the enactment of this legislation.
SOURCE OF FUNDS TO COVER ESTIMATED COSTS: N/A
SOURCE OF INFORMATION:

New York City Council Finance Division
New York City Department of
Information Technology &
Telecommunications
Office of Management and Budget

ESTIMATE PREPARED BY:

Kenneth Grace, Legislative Financial
Analyst
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Nathan Toth, Deputy Director, New York City
Council Finance Division
Rebecca Chasan, Assistant Counsel, New York
City Council Finance Division
Tanisha Edwards, Chief Counsel, New York City
Council Finance Division

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: Intro. No. 914 was introduced to the Council on
September 17, 2015 and referred to the Committee on Technology. The Committee
on Technology held a hearing on Intro. No. 914 on October 1, 2015 and the
legislation was laid over. The legislation was subsequently amended and the
amended legislation, Proposed Intro. 914-A, will be considered by the Committee on
Technology on November 23, 2015. Upon successful vote by the Committee,
Proposed Intro. 914-A will be submitted to the full Council for a vote on November
24, 2015.
DATE PREPARED: November 20, 2015

Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption, as amended.
(The following is the text of Int. No. 914-A:)
Int. No. 914-A
By Council Members Torres, Gentile, Constantinides, Arroyo, Greenfield, Kallos,
Levin and Wills.
A Local Law 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.
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, as added by local law number 11 for the year 2012, 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]. The department shall provide an
initial response to each such request within two weeks of receipt. The agency to
which the department refers the request shall post its final determination as to the
request on the single web portal within two months of receipt.
§ 2. Any request for inclusion of a particular public data set that was received
before the effective date of this local law shall be subject to subdivision d of section
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23-503 of the administrative code of the city of New York as if such request was
received on the effective date of this local law.
§ 3. This local law takes effect 30 days after it becomes law.

JAMES VACCA, Chairperson; ANNABEL PALMA, DAVID G.
GREENFIELD, STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Technology, November 23,
2015. Other Council Members Attending: Council Member Cabrera.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

Report for Int. No. 915-A
Report of the Committee on Technology in favor of approving and adopting, as
amended, a Local Law 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.
The Committee on Technology, to which the annexed amended proposed local
law was referred on September 17, 2015 (Minutes, page 3419), respectfully
REPORTS:
(For text of the report, please see the Report of the Committee on
Technology for Int. No. 890-A printed in these Minutes.)
The following is the text of the Fiscal Impact Statement for Int. No. 915-A:
THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF NEW YORK
FINANCE DIVISION
LATONIA MCKINNEY,
DIRECTOR
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

TITLE: A Local Law to amend the

administrative code of the city of New York,
in relation to the timely updating of certain

PROPOSED INTRO. NO.: 915 -A
COMMITTEE: Technology
SPONSORS: Council Members
Vacca, Gentile, Koo, Arroyo and
Constantinides
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public data sets on the open data portal.
SUMMARY OF LEGISLATION: Proposed Intro. No. 915-A would require that
any public data set that is made available on both the City’s Open Data Portal and
through a City or agency website should be updated on the Open Data Portal so as to
keep it current with the other publicly available copy of the data.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This local law would take effect one year after it becomes law.
FISCAL YEAR IN WHICH FULL FISCAL IMPACT ANTICIPATED: Fiscal
2018
FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:

Effective FY17

FY Succeeding

Full Fiscal

Effective FY18

Impact FY18

Revenues

$0

$0

$0

Expenditures

$208,376

$148,840

$148,840

Net

$208,376

$148,840

$148,840

IMPACT ON REVENUES: It is estimated that there would be no impact on
revenues resulting from the enactment of this legislation.
IMPACT ON EXPENDITURES: The Department of Information & Technology
(“DoITT”) estimates that it would need to hire one Specialist 3 level consultant
resource for one year to work with agencies to identify datasets that qualify under
this legislation. The consultant resource would also help build the automation
infrastructure necessary to automate the flow of data from nyc.gov to the Open Data
Portal and all work done after one year would be maintained by the Open Data team.
This resource would also work on building an automated data transfer mechanism
from the Open FOIL Portal to the Open Data Portal. At a rate of 196.27 per hour,
DoITT estimates that the cost of the one-year consultancy would cost a total of
$357,216.
SOURCE OF FUNDS TO COVER ESTIMATED COSTS: General Fund
SOURCE OF INFORMATION:

New York City Council Finance Division
New York City Department of
Information Technology &
Telecommunications
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Office of Management and Budget

ESTIMATE PREPARED BY:

ESTIMATE REVIEWED BY:

Kenneth Grace, Legislative Financial
Analyst

Nathan Toth, Deputy Director, New York City
Council Finance Division
Rebecca Chasan, Assistant Counsel, New York
City Council Finance Division
Tanisha Edwards, Chief Counsel, New York City
Council Finance Division

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: Intro. No. 915 was introduced to the Council on
September 17, 2015 and referred to the Committee on Technology. The Committee
on Technology held a hearing on Intro. No. 915 on October 1, 2015 and the
legislation was laid over. The legislation was subsequently amended and the
amended legislation, Proposed Intro. 915-A, will be considered by the Committee on
Technology on November 23, 2015. Upon successful vote by the Committee,
Proposed Intro. 915-A will be submitted to the full Council for a vote on November
24, 2015.
DATE PREPARED: November 20, 2015
Accordingly, this Committee recommends its adoption, as amended.
(The following is the text of Int. No. 915-A:)
Int. No. 915-A
By Council Members Vacca, Gentile, Koo, Constantinides, Arroyo, Greenfield,
Kallos, Levin and Wills.
A Local Law 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.
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, as amended by a local law of the city of New York for the year 2015,
in relation to the retention of data on the open data portal, as proposed in introduction
number 890-A, 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. The department shall preserve row data that
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is subject to permanent removal or replacement and shall create and preserve archival
copies, or an archival compilation data set with data indexed to its time of
preservation, of public data sets in accordance with the technical standards manual
published by the department pursuant to section 23-505. If any public data set is
available on the single web portal and another website maintained by or on behalf of
the city or a city agency, when such public data set is updated on such city or city
agency website, such public data set shall also be updated on the single web portal
within ten days in accordance with the technical standards published by the
department pursuant to section 23-505; provided that if any such public data set
receives automated updates on such city or city agency website, such public data set
shall be updated on the single web portal within one day of any such automated
update. If there is a public data set for which such update schedule regularly cannot
be met, the agency that maintains such public data set shall report to the department
the reasons why it cannot meet such update schedule and the date by which the
agency expects that it will be able to meet such schedule, and such information shall
be disclosed in the compliance plan prepared pursuant to section 23-506.
§ 2. This local law takes effect one year after it becomes law.
JAMES VACCA, Chairperson; ANNABEL PALMA, DAVID G.
GREENFIELD, STEVEN MATTEO; Committee on Technology, November 23,
2015. Other Council Members Attending: Council Member Cabrera.
On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).

GENERAL ORDER CALENDAR
Resolution approving various persons Commissioners of Deeds
By the Presiding Officer –
Resolved, that the following named persons be and hereby are appointed
Commissioners of Deeds for a term of two years:
Approved New Applicant’s Report
Name
Arlene Cruickshank
Clarissa Poindexter

Address
100 Darrow Place #8D
Bronx, N.Y. 10475
2213 Holland Avenue #3
Bronx, N.Y. 10467

District #
12
13
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Daisy Perez
Robert Lyushtra
Judith Gordon
Astrid Beza
Zakiyyah Kelly
Jahanies Martinez
Michael Augustus Blugh
Laura E. D'Alessio
Grace Ann Soave

973 Cauldwell Avenue #3
Bronx, N.Y. 10456
63-09 108th Street #7E
Queens, N.Y. 11375
60-27 80th Avenue #1
Glendale, N.Y. 11385
230-07 141st Avenue
Laurelton, N.Y. 11413
855 Gates Avenue #1D
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11221
4014 16th Avenue #3
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11218
2114 Albemarle Terrace
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11226
80 Locust Avenue
Staten Island, N.Y. 10306
551 Eltingville Blvd
Staten Island, N.Y. 10312

16
29
30
31
36
39
40
50
51

Approved New Applicants and Reapplicants
Name
Nellie Rivera
Lunette Holmes
Margaret G. Toro
Roger A. Davila
Amanda Harouche
Melissa A. Rivera
Andrea R. Luft
Beverly Shider
Gary Eric Xavier
Mary Virginia Ward

Address
310 East 115th Street #7C
New York, N.Y. 10029
235 West 135th Street
New York, N.Y. 10030
220-55 46th Avenue #8G
Bayside, N.Y. 11361
104-41 Roosevelt Avenue #1R
Corona, N.Y. 11368
33-15 24th Avenue #2
Queens, N.Y. 11103
62-59 108th Street #4F
Queens, N.Y. 11375
217-17 Rockaway Point Blvd
Breezy Point, N.Y. 11697
25 Boerum Street #14L
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11206
22 Halsey Street #4A
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11216
959 Park Place #5B

District #
8
9
19
21
22
29
32
34
36
36
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Khasan Tursnov
Vera Grubb
Carol K. Jacobs
Kimberly J. Jones

November 24, 2015

Brooklyn, N.Y. 11213
281 21st Street
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11215
596 Argyle Road #8
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11230
1445 Geneva Loop #6C
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11239
959 Hegeman Avenue
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11208
1610 East 102nd Street #4E
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11236

38
40
42
42
46

On motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), and adopted, the
foregoing matter was coupled as a General Order for the day (see ROLL CALL ON
GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY).
ROLL CALL ON GENERAL ORDERS FOR THE DAY
(Items Coupled on General Order Calendar)
(1)

M 347 & Res 918 -

(2)

Int 890-A -

(3)

Int 898-A -

(4)

Int 900-A -

(5)
(6)

Res 911 Res 912 -

(7)

Int 914-A -

(8)

Int 915-A -

(9)
(10)

Int 956-A Int 982-A -

(11)

L.U. 304 & Res 916 -

Janet Alvarez - As a member of the
New York City Tax Commission.
Retention of data on the open data
portal.
Data dictionary for every data set on the
open data portal.
Address and geospatial information on
the open data portal.
Metrotech Area BID in Brooklyn.
New and changed designations of
certain organizations to receive
funding (Transparency Resolution).
Response timelines for public requests
on the open data portal.
Updating of certain public data sets on
the open data portal.
Extending the biotechnology credit.
Extending the rate of tax on the
occupancy of hotel rooms.
Jamaica Crossing 147-18 Archer
Avenue, Queens, Community District
No. 12, Council District No. 27.
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Jamaica Crossing 148-08 Archer
Avenue, Queens, Community District
No. 12, Council District No. 27.

(12)

L.U. 305 & Res 917 -

(13)

Resolution approving various persons Commissioners of Deeds.

The Acting President Pro Tempore (Council Member Gentile) put the question
whether the Council would agree with and adopt such reports which were decided in
the affirmative by the following vote:
Affirmative – Arroyo, Barron, Borelli, Cabrera, Chin, Cohen, Cornegy,
Crowley, Cumbo, Deutsch, Dromm, Espinal, Eugene, Ferreras-Copeland, Garodnick,
Gentile, Gibson, Greenfield, Grodenchik, Johnson, Kallos, King, Koslowitz,
Lancman, Lander, Levin, Levine, Maisel, Mealy, Menchaca, Mendez, Palma,
Reynoso, Richards, Rodriguez, Rose, Rosenthal, Torres, Treyger, Vacca, Vallone,
Williams, Wills, Matteo, Van Bramer, and the Speaker (Council Member MarkViverito) – 46.
The General Order vote recorded for this Stated Meeting was 46-0-0 as
shown above with the exception of the votes for the following legislative items:

The following was the vote recorded for Int No. 982-A:
Affirmative – Arroyo, Barron, Cabrera, Chin, Cohen, Cornegy, Crowley,
Cumbo, Deutsch, Dromm, Espinal, Eugene, Ferreras-Copeland, Garodnick, Gentile,
Gibson, Greenfield, Grodenchik, Johnson, Kallos, King, Koslowitz, Lancman,
Lander, Levin, Levine, Maisel, Mealy, Menchaca, Mendez, Palma, Reynoso,
Richards, Rodriguez, Rose, Rosenthal, Torres, Treyger, Vacca, Vallone, Williams,
Wills, Van Bramer, and the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) – 44.
Negative – Borelli and Matteo – 2.
The following Introductions were sent to the Mayor for his consideration and
approval: Int Nos. 890-A, 898-A, 900-A, 914-A, 915-A, 956-A, and 982-A.

INTRODUCTION AND READING OF BILLS
Res. No. 908
Resolution calling upon the New York State Legislature to pass, and the
Governor to sign, A.8364-A, legislation relating to the prosecution of cases
involving civilian deaths and injuries by law enforcement officers, and
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calling upon the Special Prosecutor and district attorneys to proceed with
such cases with preliminary hearings instead of grand juries until the
passage of A.8364-A.
By Council Members Barron, King and Richards.
Whereas, Recent high-profile cases of police killings of unarmed civilians,
especially cases that result in non-indictments by grand juries, have focused intense
attention on the grand jury process; and
Whereas, A prosecutor typically presents all felony cases to a grand jury,
which, during a secret proceeding sealed to the public, returns an indictment if it
decides there is “reasonable cause to believe” that the defendant committed an
offense; and
Whereas, Prosecutors secure indictments from grand juries in an overwhelming
majority of cases, according to data from the U.S. Department of Justice showing
that grand juries returned indictments in more than 99.9 percent of the 162,000 cases
brought by federal prosecutors in 2010; and
Whereas, However, there is evidence that in cases involving police killings of
civilians, a very small proportion of officers are indicted; and
Whereas, Research by the Bowling Green State University found that during a
seven-year period ending in 2011, 2,600 “justifiable” police homicides across the
country were reported by police departments to the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
when only 41 police officers over that same period were indicted on murder or
manslaughter charges for shootings while on duty; and
Whereas, In New York City, from 1999 to 2014, at least 179 people were killed
by on-duty officers of the New York City Police Department (NYPD), resulting in
only three indictments and one conviction with no jail time, according to an analysis
by the New York Daily News; and
Whereas, In the case of Eric Garner, an unarmed black man who died in July of
2014 after an alleged chokehold by NYPD officer Daniel Pantaleo, a grand jury
failed to return an indictment against Panteleo, causing outrage among many police
reform advocates; and
Whereas, In response, New York City Public Advocate Letitia James, the Legal
Aid Society, the New York Civil Liberties Union, the New York Post, and the
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People petitioned a New York
state judge to release records of the grand jury proceedings; and
Whereas, In July of 2015, an appellate court upheld the trial court’s denial of
the requested disclosure, claiming that “curbing community unrest and restoring faith
in courts and prosecutors did not represent a compelling and particularized need, as
is necessary to overcome the presumption of confidentiality attached to grand jury
proceedings”; and
Whereas, In an attempt to remove the secretive grand jury process from cases
involving civilian deaths and injuries stemming from police encounters, New York
State Assembly Member Charles Barron introduced A.8364 in August of 2015,
subsequently amended as A.8364-A, legislation that would prohibit a grand jury
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from inquiring into an offense that involves a shooting or use of excessive force by a
peace officer that led to the death or injury of a civilian; and
Whereas, A.8364-A seeks to address the lack of transparency highlighted in the
grand jury process of the Garner case, with the aim of increasing accountability of
police behavior; and
Whereas, Another effort to address the perceived unfair indictment process is
the examination of district attorneys’ ability to objectively prosecute police officers,
whom they almost always use as witnesses in prosecuting cases; and
Whereas, In July of 2015, New York Governor Andrew Cuomo appointed New
York Attorney General Eric Schneiderman as Special Prosecutor in cases where a
law enforcement officer kills an unarmed civilian, including cases where there is
uncertainty as to whether the civilian is armed and dangerous; and
Whereas, Until A.8364-A is in effect, district attorneys prosecuting cases
involving armed civilians as well as Special Prosecutor Schneiderman should avoid
commencing a case with the confidential grand jury process but instead file a felony
complaint; and
Whereas, Pursuant to Section 180.60 of the New York Criminal Procedure
Law, a felony prosecution may proceed with a grand jury indictment or a preliminary
hearing; and
Whereas, A judge determines in such a hearing whether there is “sufficient
evidence to warrant the court in holding him [or her] for the action of a grand jury”;
and
Whereas, A preliminary hearing is an open hearing, unlike the grand jury
process, which is closed to public scrutiny; and
Whereas, Before more permanent reform is enacted by A.8364-A, prosecutors
should utilize preliminary hearings to provide the transparency sought in cases
involving civilian deaths and injuries resulting from police encounters; now,
therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the New York
State Legislature to pass, and the Governor to sign, A.8364-A, legislation relating to
the prosecution of cases involving civilian deaths and injuries by law enforcement
officers, and calls upon the Special Prosecutor and district attorneys to proceed with
such cases with preliminary hearings instead of grand juries until the passage of
A.8364-A.
Referred to the Committee on Public Safety.
Res. No. 909
Resolution calling on the United States Department of Housing and Urban
Development to support New York City's application for National Disaster
Resilience Competition funding.
By Council Members Chin, Treyger, Eugene, Gentile, Johnson, Richards and Rose
(by request of the Manhattan Borough President).
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Whereas, Superstorm Sandy hit New York on October 29, 2012 with
unprecedented force, causing record breaking water levels across much of the City
due to the storm’s size, low barometric pressure, westward trajectory and timing with
respect to tidal cycles; and
Whereas, Superstorm Sandy resulted in the deaths of 44 New Yorkers and
caused $19 billion in damages and lost economic activity within the City; and
Whereas, Superstorm Sandy’s impacts on the City were devastating, as 88,700
buildings were flooded; 23,400 businesses were impacted; subway tunnels were shut
down and flooded; 2,000,000 residents were left without power for weeks; and
severe gas shortages lasted for over a month; and
Whereas, The storm highlighted the City’s vulnerability to coastal storms and
projected impacts of climate change and rising sea levels; and
Whereas, The New York City Panel on Climate Change projects that by 2050,
in New York City, extreme weather events are likely to worsen: for example, heat
waves and heavy downpours are likely to increase in frequency, intensity, and
duration and coastal flooding is likely to increase in frequency, extent, and height;
and
Whereas, In the aftermath of Superstorm Sandy, the City launched the New
York City Special Initiative for Rebuilding and Resiliency which culminated in the
release of a comprehensive, actionable plan to rebuild communities impacted by the
storm and to increase the resilience of infrastructure citywide to prepare for the future
impacts of severe weather events; and
Whereas, In June 2015, the United States Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) invited several states and communities from across the country,
including New York City, to compete in the second and final phase of the National
Disaster Resilience Competition (NDRC), which is a two-phase competition that will
conclude with the awarding of nearly $1 billion in HUD Disaster Recovery funds to
successful competition applicants; and
Whereas, The NDRC encourages eligible communities to consider how they
can recover from a recent past disaster and also how they will avoid and mitigate
future losses due to disasters; and
Whereas, According to HUD, applicants to the NDRC are required to submit a
detailed proposal for a “resilience-enhancing disaster recovery or revitalization
project or program that addresses their identified risks, vulnerabilities, and
community development opportunities” tying their proposal to the disaster from
which they are recovering as well as demonstrating how they are reducing future
risks and advancing broader community development goals; and
Whereas, At the conclusion of the NDRC, HUD anticipates awarding grants to
multiple winning applicants in amounts ranging from $1 million to $500 million; and
Whereas, In October 2015, New York City submitted an application to the
NDRC seeking $500 million to complement $100 million that the City has already
committed for resiliency measures in Lower Manhattan and the Two Bridges area;
and
Whereas, HUD is currently reviewing all NDRC applications and will do so
until December 2015; and
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Whereas, HUD is expected to announce the successful proposals in January
2016; now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls on the United States
Department of Housing and Urban Development to support New York City's
application for National Disaster Resilience Competition funding.
Referred to the Committee on Recovery and Resiliency.
Preconsidered Int. No. 1004
By Council Members Cornegy, Miller, Williams, Johnson, Menchaca, Kallos,
Lander, Dromm, Levine, Lancman, Chin, Van Bramer, King, Cumbo, Torres,
Dickens, Eugene, Rosenthal and Richards.
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to requiring successor employers of buildings to retain eligible
employees for a transition employment period.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. Section 22-505 of chapter 5 of title 22 of the administrative code of
the city of New York is amended to read as follows:
§ 22-505 Displaced Building Service Workers. a. For purposes of this section[
only], the following terms shall have the following meaning:
[(1) “Building]Building service. The term “building service” means work
performed in connection with the care or maintenance of an existing building and
includes, but is not limited to, work performed by a watchman, guard, security
officer, fire safety director, doorman, building cleaner, porter, handyman, janitor,
gardener, groundskeeper, stationary fireman, elevator operator and starter, window
cleaner, and superintendents.
[(2) “Building]Building service contract. The term “building service contract”
means a contract let to any covered private employer or covered tenant employer for
the furnishing of building services, and includes any subcontracts for such services.
[(3) “Building]Building service contractor. The term “building service
contractor” means any person who enters into a building service contract.
[(4) “Building]Building service employee. The term “building service employee”
means any person employed as a building service employee by a covered private
employer or covered tenant employer who has been regularly assigned to a building
on a full or part-time basis for at least ninety days immediately preceding any
transition in employment subject to this section except for (i) persons who are
managerial, supervisory, or confidential employees, provided that this exemption
shall not apply to building superintendents or resident managers, and (ii) [persons
earning in excess of twenty-five dollars per hour from a covered employer, and (iii)]
persons regularly scheduled to work fewer than eight hours per week at a building.

4131

November 24, 2015

[(5) “City]City of New York. The term “city of New York” means any city,
county or borough, administration, department, division, bureau, board or
commission, or a corporation, institution or agency of government the expenses of
which are paid in whole or in part from the city treasury.
[(6) “Covered]Covered private employer. The term “covered private employer”
means any building service contractor and any person who hires or retains building
service employees or a building service contractor, including, but not limited to, a
lessee of commercial space; or a housing cooperative, condominium association,
building managing agent, or any other person who owns or manages real property,
either on its own behalf or for another person, within the [City] city of New York,
[including, but not limited to, housing cooperatives, condominium associations,
building managing agents, and any building service contractor,] provided, however,
that the requirements of this [subchapter] section [shall] does not apply [to] (i) to
residential buildings of less than 50 units, (ii) to commercial office, institutional or
retail buildings of less than 100,000 square feet, (iii) to any lessee of commercial
office space whose leasehold is less than 10,000 square feet, [any building in which
the city of New York and/or any governmental entity, the head or majority of
members of which are appointed by one or more officers of the city of New York,
occupies fifty percent or more of the rentable square footage], or (iv) to the extent
that such requirements conflict with title 11, section 162 of the state finance law.
Covered tenant employer. The term “covered tenant employer” means a lessee
of commercial office space who hires or retains building service employees or a
building service contractor within the City of New York, provided, however, that the
requirements of this subchapter shall not apply (i) to residential buildings of less
than 50 units, (ii) to commercial office, institutional or retail buildings of less than
100,000 square feet, or (iii) to the extent that such requirements conflict with title 11,
section 162 of the state finance law.
[(7) “Person”]Person. The term “person” means any individual, proprietorship,
partnership, joint venture, corporation, limited liability company, trust, association,
or other entity that may employ persons or enter into service contracts, but [shall] it
does not include the city of New York, the state of New York, and the federal
government or any other governmental entity, or any individual or entity managing
real property for a governmental entity.
[(8) “Successor]Successor employer. The term “successor means a covered
private employer or covered tenant employer that (i) has [been awarded] entered into
a building service contract to provide, in whole or in part, building services that are
substantially similar to those provided under a service contract that has recently been
terminated, [or] (ii) has been awarded a building service contract to provide building
services that had previously been performed by employees of a covered private
employer or covered tenant employer, (iii) intends to employ building service
employees to perform building services that are substantially similar to those
provided under a service contract that has recently been terminated; or (iv) has
purchased or acquired control of a property in which building service employees
were employed.
b. [(1)]1. No less than [fifteen] 15 calendar days before terminating any building
service contract, any covered private employer or covered tenant employer shall
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request the terminated building service contractor to provide to the successor
employer a full and accurate list containing the name, address, date of hire, and
employment occupation classification of each building service employee currently
employed at the site or sites covered by the terminated contract.
[(2)]2. No less than fifteen calendar days before transferring a controlling
interest in any [covered] building in which building services employees are
employed, any covered private employer or covered tenant employer shall provide to
the successor employer a full and accurate list containing the name, address, date of
hire, and employment occupation classification of each building service employee
currently employed at the site or sites covered by the transfer of controlling interest.
[(3)]3. No more than seven calendar days after notice that its building service
contract has been terminated, any covered private employer or covered tenant
employer shall provide to the successor employer a full and accurate list containing
the name, address, date of hire, and employment occupation classification of each
building service employee employed on the notice date at the site or sites covered by
the terminated building service contract.
[(4)]4. Upon entering into a building service contract for services that are being
performed by a covered private employer’s or covered tenant employer’s own
employees, any covered employer shall provide to the successor employer a full and
accurate list containing the name, address, date of hire, and employment occupation
classification of each building service employee who is currently performing those
services.
[(5)]5. [When providing the notice required under this subsection, each] Any
covered private employer or covered tenant employer that provides or receives
notice under this subsection shall ensure that a notice to building service employees
is posted setting forth the rights provided under this section and which includes a
copy of [the list provided under the preceding sections] any list provided pursuant to
paragraphs 1,2, and 3 of this subdivision, and that such notice is also provided to the
employees' collective bargaining representative, if any. The notice and list shall be
posted in the same location and manner that other statutorily required notices to
employees are posted at the affected building(s).
[(5)]6. A successor employer shall retain for a ninety (90) day transition
employment period at the affected building(s) those building service employee(s) of
the terminated building service contractor (and its subcontractors), or other covered
private employer or covered tenant employer, employed at the building(s) covered
by the terminated building service contract or owned or operated by the former
covered private employer or covered tenant employer.
[(6)]7. If at any time the successor employer determines that fewer building
service employees are required to perform building services at the affected
building(s) than had been performing such services under the former covered private
employer or covered tenant employer, the successor employer shall retain the
predecessor building service employees by seniority within job classification;
provided, that during such 90-day transition period, the successor employer shall
maintain a preferential hiring list of those building service employees not retained at
the building(s) who shall be given a right of first refusal to any jobs within their
classifications that become available during that period.
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[(7)]8. Except as provided in [part (6) of this subsection] paragraph 7 of this
subdivision, during such 90-day period, the successor [contractor] employer shall not
discharge without cause an employee retained pursuant to this section.
[(8)]9. At the end of the 90-day transition period, the successor employer shall
perform a written performance evaluation for each employee retained pursuant to this
section. If the employee's performance during such 90-day period is satisfactory, the
successor [contractor] employer shall offer the employee continued employment
under the terms and conditions established by the successor employer or as required
by law.
c. [(1)]1. A building service employee who has been discharged or not retained
in violation of this section may bring an action in [Supreme Court]supreme court
against a successor contractor and/or covered private employer or covered tenant
employer for violation of any obligation imposed pursuant to this section.
[(2)]2. The court shall have authority to order preliminary and/or permanent
injunctive relief to prevent or remedy a violation of any obligation imposed pursuant
to this section.
[(3)]3. If the court finds that by reason of a violation of any obligation imposed
pursuant to [subsection] subdivision b, a building service employee has been
discharged or not retained in violation of this section, it shall award:
[(i)](a) Back pay, and an equal amount as liquidated damages, for each day
during which the violation continues, which shall be calculated at a rate of
compensation not less than the higher of (a) the average regular rate of pay received
by the employee during the last three years of the employee’s employment in the
same occupation classification; or (b) the final regular rate received by the employee.
Back pay shall extend from the date of the original refusal-to-hire or termination
through the effective date of any offer of instatement or reinstatement.
[(ii)](b) Costs of benefits the successor employer would have incurred for the
employee under the successor [contractor’s or ]employer’s benefit plan(s).
[(iii)](c) Instatement or reinstatement.
(d) The building service employee’s reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs of suit.
[(4)]4. In any such action, the court shall have authority to order the [terminated
contractor or former employer] predecessor covered private employer or covered
tenant employer to provide the successor employer with the information required
pursuant to [subsection] subdivision b of this section.
d. The provisions of this section [shall]do not apply (i) to any successor
employer that, on or before the effective date of the transfer of control from a
predecessor covered private employer to the successor employer or the
commencement of services by a successor building service contractor, agrees to
assume, or to be bound by, the collective bargaining agreement of the predecessor
covered private employer covering building service employees, provided that the
collective bargaining agreement provides terms and conditions for the discharge or
laying off of employees; or (ii) where there is no existing collective bargaining
agreement as described in subsection (i) above, to any successor employer that
agrees, on or before the effective date of the transfer of control from a predecessor
covered private employer to the successor employer or the commencement of
services by a successor building service contractor, to enter into a new collective
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bargaining agreement covering its building service employees, provided that the
collective bargaining agreement provides terms and conditions for the discharge or
laying off of employees; or (iii) to any successor employer whose building service
employees will be accreted to a bargaining unit with a pre-existing collective
bargaining agreement, provided that the collective bargaining agreement provides
terms and conditions for the discharge or laying off of employees; or (iv) any covered
private employer that obtains a written commitment from a successor employer that
the successor employer's building service employees will be covered by a collective
bargaining agreement falling within subparts (i), (ii), or (iii) above.
§ 2. This local law takes effect immediately.
Referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Labor (preconsidered but laid
over by the Committee on Civil Service and Labor).
Int. No. 1005
By Council Members Crowley, Mealy, Cumbo, Rosenthal, Cornegy, Chin, Gentile,
King, Koslowitz, Rose and Wills.
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to requiring agency minority and women-owned business
enterprise utilization plans to be published online.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. Paragraph 1 of subdivision g of section 6-129 of the administrative
code of the city of New York is amended to read as follows:
(1) Beginning May 15, 2006, and on April 1 of each year thereafter, each agency
which, during the fiscal year which ended on June 30 of the preceding year, has
made procurements in excess of five million dollars, without counting procurements
that are exempt pursuant to paragraph two of subdivision q of this section, shall
submit an agency utilization plan for the fiscal year commencing in July of the year
when such plan is to be submitted to the commissioner. Upon approval by the
commissioner, such plan shall be submitted to the speaker of the council, and shall
be published on the division’s website. Each such plan shall, at a minimum, include
the following:
(a) the agency’s participation goals for MBEs, WBEs and EBEs for the year,
provided however, that when setting its goals, each agency shall consider the
citywide goals, the size and nature of its own procurement portfolio (excluding
contracts described in paragraph two of subdivision q of this section), and the
availability of MBEs, WBEs and EBEs with the capacity to perform the specific
types and scale of work for which the agency anticipates it will solicit procurements
during the year;
(b) An explanation for any agency goal that is different than the participation
goal for the relevant group and industry classification as determined pursuant to
subdivision d of this section;
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(c) A list of the names and titles of agency personnel responsible for
implementation of the agency utilization plan;
(d) Methods and relevant activities proposed for achieving the agency's
participation goals; and
(e) Any other information which the agency or the commissioner deems relevant
or necessary.
§ 2. This local law shall take effect immediately upon enactment.
Referred to the Committee on Contracts.
Int. No. 1006
By Council Members Espinal and Johnson.
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to repealing licensure of operators of motion-picture projecting
machines.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. Section 24-423 of chapter 4 of title 24 of the administrative code of
the city of New York is REPEALED.
§ 2. The department shall promulgate such rules and regulations and shall repeal
any previously promulgated rules and regulations, as necessary to implement this
local law.
§ 3. This local law takes effect immediately.
Referred to the Committee on Consumer Affairs.
Res. No. 910
Resolution calling on the State Legislature to pass and the Governor to sign a
law amending the Electronic Equipment Recycling and Reuse Act to allow
the City to collect electronic waste for recycling.
By Council Members Espinal, Johnson, Koslowitz, Rose and Wills.
Whereas, On May 28, 2010, New York State enacted the Electronic Equipment
Recycling and Reuse Act (the “Recycling Act”).
Whereas, Pursuant to the Recycling Act, manufacturers are required to provide
electronic waste (“e-waste”) recycling to consumers in New York State; and
Whereas, The Recycling Act requires that collection methods be “convenient to
consumers” and provides that these methods can include mail or ship-back return
programs; manufacturer collection events; fixed acceptance locations; partnerships
with local governments, stores, sales outlets and not-for-profit organizations to
provide collection facilities; and community collection events; and
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Whereas, Pursuant to the Recycling Act, as of January 1, 2015, no individual or
household is allowed to place e-waste for collection which is intended for disposal at
a solid waste management facility; and
Whereas, Although New York City has a number of programs to recycle ewaste, including e-cycleNYC, in which residential buildings larger than 10 units can
apply for e-waste bins; SAFE Disposal Events where residents can discard their ewaste, and NYC Stuff Exchange, which allow residents to donate, sell, buy, rent, or
repair gently used materials, including electronics, these programs all require
residents to carry or otherwise transport their e-waste to these locations; and
Whereas, Many older electronics, especially televisions and computers, are
very heavy and difficult or impossible to carry even short distances; and
Whereas, These materials could be put out for collection and ultimately be
recycled by the New York City Department of Sanitation (DSNY) if authorized by
state law; now therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the State
Legislature to pass and the Governor to sign a law amending the Electronic
Equipment Recycling and Reuse Act to allow the City to collect electronic waste for
recycling.
Referred to the Committee on Sanitation and Solid Waste Management.
Int. No. 1007
By Council Members Ferreras-Copeland, Eugene, Cumbo and Deutsch (by request
of the Mayor).
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to authorizing an increase in the amount to be expended annually
in the Metrotech Area business improvement district, an extension of the
Metrotech Area business improvement district, and a change in the method
of assessment upon which the district charge in the Metrotech Area
business improvement district is based.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
§ 1. Subdivision a of section 25-421.1 of the administrative code of the city of
New York, as amended by local law number 133 for the year 2005, is amended to
read as follows:
a. The city council having determined, pursuant to subdivision b of section
25-410 of chapter four of this title, that it is in the public interest to authorize an
increase in the amount to be expended annually in the Metrotech Area business
improvement district beginning on July 1, [2005] 2015, and the council having
determined further that the tax and debt limits prescribed in section 25-412 of chapter
four of this title will not be exceeded by such increased expenditure, there is hereby
authorized in such district an annual expenditure of [two million six hundred twenty-
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four thousand four hundred ninety-two dollars ($2,624,492)] three million six
hundred twenty-four thousand four hundred ninety-two dollars ($3,624,492).
§ 2. Section 25-421.3 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as
added by local law number 35 for the year 2002, is amended to read as follows:
§ 25-421.3 Metrotech Area business improvement district; extension of district.
a. The city council having determined, pursuant to section 25-407 of chapter four of
this title: that notice of hearing for all hearings required to be held was published and
mailed as required by law and was otherwise sufficient; that, except as otherwise
provided in section 25-403 of chapter four of this title, all the real property within the
boundaries of the district will benefit from the extension of the district; that all the
real property benefited is included within the limits of the district; and that the
extension of the district is in the public interest; and the council having determined
further that the requisite number of owners have not objected as provided in section
25-406 of chapter four of this title, the Metrotech Area business improvement district
in the borough of Brooklyn is hereby extended. Such district is extended in
accordance with the amended district plan of 2015 required to be filed with the city
clerk pursuant to subdivision b of this section.
b. Immediately upon adoption of this local law by the council, the council shall
file with the city clerk the amended district plan of 2015 upon which the Metrotech
Area business improvement district, and the extension thereof, is based.
c. The amended district plan of 2015 shall not be further amended except in
accordance with chapter four of this title.
§ 3. Section 25-421.4 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as
added by local law number 92 for the year 2005, is amended to read as follows:
§ 25-421.4 Metrotech Area business improvement district; amendment of the
district plan. a. The city council having determined, pursuant to subdivision b of
section 25-410 of chapter four of this title, that it is in the public interest to authorize
a change in the method of assessment upon which the district charge in the
Metrotech Area business improvement district is based, and the council having
determined further that the tax and debt limitations prescribed in section 25-412 of
chapter four of this title will not be exceeded by such change, there is hereby
authorized in such district such change as is set forth in the amended district plan of
2015 required to be filed with the city clerk pursuant to subdivision b of this section.
b. Immediately upon adoption of this local law, the council shall file with the city
clerk the amended district plan of 2015 containing the change in the method of
assessment authorized by subdivision a of this section.
§ 4. This local law takes effect upon compliance with section 25-408 of chapter
4 of title 25 of the administrative code of the city of New York, provided that
sections one and three of this local law take effect immediately and are retroactive to
and deemed to have been in full force and effect as of July 1, 2015.
Referred to the Committee on Finance.
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Preconsidered Res. No. 911
Resolution authorizing an increase in the amount to be expended annually in
the Metrotech Area Business Improvement District in the Borough of
Brooklyn, an extension of the Metrotech Area Business Improvement
District, and a change in the method of assessment upon which the district
charge in the Metrotech Area Business Improvement District is based, and
setting the date, time and place for the public hearing of the local law
authorizing such changes as set forth in the amended District Plan of the
Metrotech Area Business Improvement District
By Council Members Ferreras-Copeland and Eugene.
Whereas, pursuant to the authority formerly granted by chapter 4 of title 25 of
the Administrative Code of the City of New York (“the Law”), the Board of
Estimate, by authorization dated November, 16, 1989, provided for the preparation of
a district plan (“the Original Plan”) for the Metrotech Area Business Improvement
District (“the District”) in the Borough of Brooklyn; and
Whereas, pursuant to Local Law No. 82 for the year 1990, the City Council
assumed responsibility for adopting legislation relating to Business Improvement
Districts; and
Whereas, pursuant to authority granted by the Law, the District was established
by Local Law No. 40 for the year 1991; and
Whereas, pursuant to Section 25-410(b) of the Law, an amendment to the
District Plan that provides for any change in the method of assessment upon which
the district charge is based or an increase in the amount to be expended annually may
be adopted by local law, provided that the City Council determines, after a public
hearing, that it is in the public interest to authorize such changes and that the tax and
debt limits prescribed in Section 25-412 of the Law will not be exceeded by such
changes; and
Whereas, the District wishes to increase the amount to be expended annually in
the District to $3,624,492, to extend the District, and to amend the District Plan in
order to change the method of assessment upon which the district charge is based;
and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the New York City
Department of Small Business Services (“SBS”) submitted an amended District Plan
(“the Amended Plan”) for the District to the City Planning Commission (“the CPC”)
on May 4, 2015; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted the
Amended Plan to the City Council on May 6, 2015; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted the
Amended Plan to the Council Members representing the council districts in which
the district is located on May 6, 2015; and
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Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted the
Amended Plan to Brooklyn Community Board 2 (the “Community Board” or “CB
2”), in which the proposed extended district is located, on May 5, 2015
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted the
Amended Plan to the Brooklyn Borough President on May 6, 2015; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the Community Board
notified the public of the Amended Plan in accordance with the requirements
established by the CPC; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the Community Board
conducted a public hearing on May 5, 2015; and
Whereas, on May 13, 2015, the Community Board voted to approve the
extension of the District; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC reviewed the
Amended Plan, held a public hearing and prepared a report certifying its unqualified
approval of the Amended Plan; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, the CPC submitted its report
to the Mayor, to the Brooklyn Borough President, to the City Council and to the
Council Members representing the council districts in which the district is located;
and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-405(c) of the Law, a copy of the CPC’s report,
the Original Plan, and the Amended Plan were transmitted for filing with the City
Clerk on July 16, 2015; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-406(a) of the Law, a copy of the Amended Plan
and the CPC’s report are annexed hereto and are made part of this Resolution; and
Whereas, pursuant to section 25-406(a) of the Law, the Amended Plan is on file
for public inspection in the Office of the City Clerk, 141 Worth Street, New York,
New York; and
Whereas, pursuant to Section 25-406(b) of the Law, any owner of real property,
deemed benefited and therefore within the proposed extended district, objecting to
the Amended Plan must file an objection at the Office of the City Clerk within thirty
days of the conclusion of the hearing held by the City Council, notice of which is
provided by this Resolution, on forms made available by the City Clerk; and
Whereas, pursuant to Section 25-406(b) of the Law, if owners of at least
fifty-one percent of the assessed valuation of all the benefited real property situated
within the boundaries of the District proposed for extension, as shown upon the latest
completed assessment roll of the City, or at least fifty-one percent of the owners of
benefited real property within the area included in the District proposed for
extension, file objections to the Amended Plan with the City Clerk within the thirtyday objection period, the District will not be extended; now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York, pursuant to Section 25-406
of the Law, hereby directs that December 7, 2015 is the date and 10:00 a.m. is the
time and the City Council Committee Meeting Room, 2nd Floor, City Hall is the
place for a public hearing (“the Public Hearing”) to hear all persons interested in the
legislation that would authorize an increase in the amount to be expended annually in
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the District, extension of the District, and a change in the method of assessment upon
which the district charge in the District is based; and be it further
Resolved, That the Metrotech Area District Management Association shall, not
less than ten nor more than thirty days before the date of the Public Hearing, mail a
copy of this Resolution or a summary thereof to each owner of real property within
the proposed extended district at the address shown on the latest City assessment roll,
to such other persons as are registered with the City to receive tax bills concerning
real property within the proposed extended district, and to the tenants of each
building within the proposed extended district; and be it further
Resolved, That SBS shall arrange for the publication of a copy of this
Resolution or a summary thereof at least once in the City Record or a newspaper in
general circulation in the City, the first publication to be not less than ten (10) nor
more than thirty (30) days before the date of the Public Hearing; and be it further
Resolved, That in the event that the Metrotech Area District Management
Association mails, or SBS arranges for the publication of, a summary of this
Resolution, such summary shall include the information required by section
25-406(c) of the Law; and be it further
Resolved, That on behalf of the City Council and pursuant to Section 25-410(b)
of the BID Law, the Metrotech Area District Management Association is hereby
authorized to publish in a newspaper having general circulation in the District, not
less than ten (10) days prior to the Public Hearing, a notice stating the time and place
of the Public Hearing and stating the increase in the amount to be expended annually
in the District.
Adopted by the Council (preconsidered and approved by the Committee on
Finance).
Preconsidered Res. No. 912
Resolution approving the new designation and changes in the designation of
certain organizations to receive funding in the Expense Budget.
By Council Members Ferreras-Copeland and Rose.
Whereas, On June 26, 2015 the Council of the City of New York (the “City
Council”) adopted the expense budget for fiscal year 2016 with various programs
and initiatives (the “Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget”); and
Whereas, On June 26, 2014 the Council adopted the expense budget for fiscal
year 2015 with various programs and initiatives (the “Fiscal 2015 Expense Budget”);
and
Whereas, On June 27, 2013, the Council adopted the expense budget for fiscal
year 2014 with various programs and initiatives (the “Fiscal 2014 Expense Budget”);
and
Whereas, The City Council is hereby implementing and furthering the
appropriations set forth in the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget by approving the new
designation and changes in the designation of certain organizations receiving local,
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aging, and youth discretionary funding, and by approving the new designation and
changes in the designation of certain organizations to receive funding pursuant to
certain initiatives in accordance therewith; and
Whereas, The City Council is hereby implementing and furthering the
appropriations set forth in the Fiscal 2016, Fiscal 2015, and Fiscal 2014 Expense
Budgets by approving new Description/Scope of Services for certain organizations
receiving local, aging, and youth discretionary funding and funding pursuant to
certain initiatives; now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving local discretionary funding in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 1; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and changes in
the designation of certain organizations receiving aging discretionary funding in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 2; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving youth discretionary funding in accordance with the
Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 3; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the AntiPoverty Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 4; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the
Borough-Wide Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set
forth in Chart 5; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Cultural
After School Adventure (CASA) Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016
Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 6; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the
Neighborhood Development Grant Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016
Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 7; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Parks
Equity Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 8; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the change in the designation of a
certain organization receiving funding pursuant to the NYC Digital Inclusion and
Literacy Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 9; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Healthy
Aging Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 10; and be it further
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Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the NYC
Support Our Seniors Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget,
as set forth in Chart 11; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation of certain
organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Adult Literacy Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 12; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the NYC
Cleanup Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 13; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Cultural
Immigrant Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth
in Chart 14; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation of certain
organizations receiving funding pursuant to the HIV/AIDS Faith Based Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 15; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves a change in the designation of a
certain organization receiving funding pursuant to the A Greener NYC Initiative in
accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 16; and be it
further
Resolved, That the City Council approves sets forth the change in the
designation of the administering agency receiving funding pursuant to the Bail Fund
Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart
17; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation of a certain
organization receiving funding pursuant to the Speaker’s Initiative to Address
Citywide Needs in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 18; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Hepatitis
B/C Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in
Chart 19; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the changes in the designation of
certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Senior Centers for Immigrant
Populations Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set
forth in Chart 20; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Asthma
Control Program Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set
forth in Chart 21; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the change in the designation of a
certain organization receiving funding pursuant to the Cancer Initiative in accordance
with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 22; and be it further
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Resolved, That the City Council approves the new designation and the changes
in the designation of certain organizations receiving funding pursuant to the Infant
Mortality Reduction Initiative in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as
set forth in Chart 23; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new description for the
Description/Scope of Services for certain organizations receiving local, aging, and
youth discretionary funding and funding for certain initiatives in accordance with the
Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 24; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new description for the
Description/Scope of Services for certain organizations receiving local and aging
discretionary funding in accordance with the Fiscal 2016 Expense Budget, as set
forth in Chart 25; and be it further
Resolved, That the City Council approves the new description for the
Description/Scope of Services for a certain organization receiving local discretionary
funding in accordance with the Fiscal 2014 Expense Budget, as set forth in Chart 26.
Adopted by the Council (preconsidered and approved by the Committee on
Finance; for Exhibits, please see the attachment to the resolution following the
Report of the Committee on Finance for Res No. 912 printed in these Minutes).
Int. No. 1008
By Council Members Levine and Gentile.
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to the use of near field communication technology for payments to
the city.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. Chapter 1 of title 11 of the administrative code of the city of New
York is amended by adding a new section 11-138 to read as follows:
§ 11-138 Contactless transactions. a. As used in this section, the following terms
shall have the following meanings:
Contactless transaction. The term “contactless transaction” means a
communication between two devices, separated by 20 centimeters or less, in which a
short range radio signal is used to transmit transaction data from payee to recipient.
Municipal payment. The term “municipal payment” means a payment of a fine,
civil penalty, tax, fee, rate, rent, charge or other amount to the city.
Municipal point of transaction device. The term “Municipal point of transaction
device” means a terminal, kiosk or other device used to accept or process an inperson credit card transaction for a municipal payment.
b. No later than January 1, 2017, any municipal point of transaction device shall
either be capable of conducting contactless transactions or be co-located with a
municipal point of transaction device capable of conducting contactless transactions.
Such contactless transaction features may be used for transactions involving the
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communication of credit card information or any other form of payment authorized
under law and accepted by the city. The provisions of this section shall not apply to
any existing municipal point of transaction device for which the installation of a
contactless transaction feature, replacement with a contactless transaction
municipal point of transaction device, or co-location with a contactless transaction
municipal point of transaction device would be cost prohibitive or technologically
unfeasible, provided that, upon the replacement of such device, it shall be replaced
with a municipal point of transaction device capable of conducting contactless
transactions.
§ 2. This local law shall take effect immediately.
Referred to the Committee on Technology.
Int. No. 1009
By the Public Advocate (Ms. James) and Council Members Chin and Kallos.
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to an online database for registered dwellings.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. Chapter 2 of title 27 of the administrative code of the city of New
York is amended by adding a new section 27-2109.2 to read as follows:
27-2109.2 Online database for registered dwellings. The department shall
maintain a publicly accessible database on each dwelling required to be registered
with the department pursuant to section 27-2097 of the administrative code on its
website. Such database shall include but not be limited to (i) the identification
information of each owner of each registered dwelling; (ii) the address of each
registered property owned by such registered owner; (iii) the current number of each
outstanding violation of the housing maintenance code and building code for each
registered property; (iv) a list of any tax lien attached to each registered property
and whether such property has been placed into receivership; and (v) a list of any
complaints filed against each owner for tenant harassment with the department for
each registered property.
§ 2. This local law takes effect 180 days after it becomes law.
Referred to the Committee on Housing and Buildings.
Int. No. 1010
By Council Members Reynoso, Cabrera, Chin, Gentile, Johnson, King, Rose and
Wills.
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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
after school athletics.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. The administrative code of the city of New York is amended by
adding a new chapter 4 to title 21-A to read as follows:
Chapter 4. After School Athletic Funding
§ 21-954 After school athletic funding. a. For the purposes of this section,
“athletics” shall mean interscholastic competition for public high school students.
b. Not later than November 1, 2015, and no later than November 1st annually
thereafter, the department shall submit to the council and post on the department’s
website a report regarding information on the amount of funding provided to each
school for after school athletics for the prior school year. Such report shall include,
but not be limited to, funding for coaches, referees, athletic directors, equipment,
uniforms, and transportation. Such report shall include demographic information for
each school including, but not limited to, gender, race, ethnicity, number of English
language learners, number of students with special education status, number of
overaged students, and percentage of students eligible for free and reduced price
lunch.
b. 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 the category contains between 0 and 9 students, or
allows another category to be narrowed to be between 0 and 9 students, the number
shall be replaced with a symbol.
§ 2. This local law shall take effect immediately upon enactment.
Referred to the Committee on Education.
Res. No. 913
Resolution calling upon the New York City Department of Education (DOE) to
ensure that all students have equitable access to after-school athletic
activities and associated funding.
By Council Members Reynoso, Cabrera, Chin, Eugene, Gentile, Johnson, Rose and
Wills.
Whereas, According to DOE and Public Schools Athletic League (PSAL) data
collected by the Small Schools Athletic League (SSAL), PSAL’s current funding
methods disproportionately affect high schools with high rates of poverty, students of
color, and English Language Learners (ELL), leaving some high schools with a
disparate or even a complete lack of access to after-school athletic activities; and
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Whereas, In an effort to provide after-school athletics opportunities to smaller
schools that received no PSAL funding, the Small Schools Athletic League (SSAL)
was created in 2011with the individual financial commitments of eight small schools,
and has since grown to include nearly 40 high schools and field 100 teams in four
sports; and
Whereas, PSAL’s financing practices have been the subject of a recent civil
rights complaint by advocates to the United States Department of Education’s Office
for Civil Rights (OCR), claiming that students of color in New York City public high
schools do not have equitable access to high school interscholastic sports; and
Whereas, The complaints used statistical data provided by the DOE and PSAL
to find that high schools where most of the students of color and ELL students have
the lowest number of interscholastic teams, and that 70% of students who attend
schools with mostly white students have access to more than 20 teams when only
15% of students who attend a school where most of the students are students of color
access to more than 20 teams; and
Whereas,
In an October 2014 “Dear Colleague Letter” on Resource
Comparability, the OCR stated that “Chronic and widespread disparities in access to
rigorous courses, academic programs, and extracurricular activities… further hinder
the education of students of color today.”; and
Whereas, As reported in the Wall Street Journal, in February 2015, the OCR
had found that for years, the NYC DOE had been violating Title IX provisions of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 for failing to provide girls with equal opportunities to play
high school sports; and
Whereas, As reported in the New York Times, PSAL’s method of budget
allocation does not offer extracurricular athletics programs to students who attend
schools that do not meet the required level of interest at the school, have sufficient
coaches available, or enough students who could satisfy the league’s academic
eligibility rules, among other criteria; and
Whereas, The New York Times reported that it was a “statistical delusion” that
the DOE’s representation that 90 percent of NYC students attend a school with
access to PSAL programs; and
Whereas, While the support of funding from the New York City Council has
facilitated the merging of the DOE and SSAL the FY 2015, there remain serious
concerns as to the continued financing of the SSAL; and
Whereas, The importance of extracurricular athletics for students is widely
accepted to benefit academic performance, enhance interpersonal skills, social skills,
mental wellness, a defined sense of community, and to decreases in juvenile arrests,
teen births, school dropout, drug use, depression and suicide; now, therefore be it
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the New York
City Department of Education to ensure that all students have equitable access to
after-school athletic activities and associated funding.
Referred to the Committee on Education.
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Res. No. 914
Resolution calling upon the State Legislature to pass, and for the Governor to
sign, legislation to allow bicycles to treat stop signs and red lights as yield
signs.
By Council Members Reynoso and Koslowitz.
Whereas, New York State Vehicle and Traffic Law (“VTL”) section 1231
requires bicyclists to obey all traffic laws and regulations, including stopping and
yielding signs and signals; and
Whereas, Over the past decade, New York City’s transportation infrastructure
has become increasingly diversified; and
Whereas, In addition to traditional means of transportation, such as motor
vehicles and public transit, a growing number of City residents and businesses are
using bicycles for pleasure, work and as a commuting alternative; and
Whereas, The growing popularity of bicycles has prompted some cities and
states to reevaluate their traffic laws; and
Whereas, In 1982, Idaho adopted section 49-720 (the “Idaho stop”), which
allows bicycles to treat stops signs as yield signs and to proceed through a red light,
but only when it is safe to do so; and
Whereas, Instead of making a full stop at a stop sign, bicyclists in Idaho are
allowed to slow down, and if necessary, to stop; and
Whereas, According to the League of American Bicyclists, in addition to Idaho,
Arizona, Colorado, Illinois, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Utah, Virginia, Washington, and Wisconsin, have adopted some version
of the Idaho statute; and
Whereas, According to the New York Times, San Francisco is currently
debating the adoption of its own version of the “Idaho stop”; and
Whereas, The adoption of the “Idaho stop” would have no impact on a
pedestrian’s right of way, because bicyclists would still have to slow down in order
to insure that the intersection is clear of pedestrians, vehicles and other bicycles; and
Whereas, Moreover, riding a bicycle raises distinct safety needs and
requirements; and
Whereas, Individuals who ride bicycles do not pose the same safety hazards to
pedestrians because bicycles generally travel at a slower speed and bicyclists have
the ability to more quickly see and respond to surrounding traffic; therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the State
Legislature to pass, and for the Governor to sign, legislation to allow bicycles to treat
stop signs and red lights as yield signs.
Referred to the Committee on Transportation.
Preconsidered Int. No. 1011
By Council Members Rodriguez, Chin, Eugene, Lancman, Miller and Van Bramer.
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A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to expanding the protections given to displaced building service
workers to include displaced food service workers.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. Section 22-505 of the administrative code of the city of New York is
amended to read as follows:
§ 22-505 Displaced Building Service Workers. a. For purposes of this section[
only], the following terms shall have the following meaning:
[(1) “Building]Building service. The term “building service” means work
performed in connection with the care or maintenance of an existing building or with
the food service provided pursuant to a contract in an existing building and includes,
but is not limited to, work performed by a watchman, guard, doorman, building
cleaner, porter, handyman, janitor, gardener, groundskeeper, stationary fireman,
elevator operator and starter, window cleaner, food service worker and
superintendents.
[(2) “Building]Building service contract. The term “building service contract”
means a contract let to any covered private employer for the furnishing of building
services, and includes any subcontracts for such services.
[(3) “Building]Building service contractor. The term “building service
contractor” means any person who enters into a building service contract.
[(4) “Building]Building service employee. The term “building service employee”
means any person employed as a building service employee by a covered private
employer who has been regularly assigned to a building on a full or part-time basis
for at least [ninety]90 days immediately preceding any transition in employment
subject to this section except for (i) persons who are managerial, supervisory, or
confidential employees, provided that this exemption shall not apply to building
superintendents or resident managers[, (ii) persons earning in excess of twenty-five
dollars per hour from a covered employer, and (iii)] and (ii) persons regularly
scheduled to work fewer than eight hours per week at a building.
[(5) “City]City of New York. The term “city of New York” means any city,
county or borough, administration, department, division, bureau, board or
commission, or a corporation, institution or agency of government the expenses of
which are paid in whole or in part from the city treasury.
[(6) “Covered]Covered private employer. The term “covered private employer”
means any building service contractor and any person who hires or retains building
service employees or a building service contractor, including, but not limited to, a
lessee of commercial space; or a housing cooperative, condominium association,
building managing agent, or any other person who owns or manages real property,
either on its own behalf or for another person, within the [City]city of New York,
[including, but not limited to, housing cooperatives, condominium associations,
building managing agents, and any building service contractor, provided,
however,]except that the requirements of this [subchapter shall]section do not apply
[to] (i) to residential buildings of less than 50 units, (ii) to commercial office,

4149

November 24, 2015

institutional or retail buildings of less than 100,000 square feet, (iii) to any lessee of
commercial office space whose leasehold is less than 10,000 square feet[any
building in which the city of New York and/or any governmental entity, the head or
majority of members of which are appointed by one or more officers of the city of
New York, occupies fifty percent or more of the rentable square footage], or (iv) to
the extent that such requirements conflict with title 11, section 162 of the state
finance law.
Food service. The term “food service” means work performed pursuant to a
contract for the preparation, delivery, serving and clean-up of food to persons.
Food service worker. The term “food service worker” means any person whose
primary work function is to provide food service.
[(7) “Person”]Person. The term “person” means any individual, proprietorship,
partnership, joint venture, corporation, limited liability company, trust, association,
or other entity that may employ persons or enter into service contracts, but [shall]it
does not include the city of New York, the state of New York, and the federal
government or any other governmental entity, or any individual or entity managing
real property for a governmental entity.
[(8) “Successor]Successor employer. The term “successor employer” means a
covered private employer that (i) has been awarded a building service contract to
provide, in whole or in part, building services that are substantially similar to those
provided under a service contract that has recently been terminated, [or] (ii) has been
awarded a building service contract to provide building services that previously had
been performed by employees of a covered private employer, or [(ii)](iii) has
purchased or acquired control of a property in which building service employees
were employed.
b. [(1)]1. No less than [fifteen]15 calendar days before terminating any building
service contract, any covered private employer shall request the terminated building
service contractor to provide to the successor employer a full and accurate list
containing the name, address, date of hire, and employment occupation classification
of each building service employee currently employed at the site or sites covered by
the terminated contract.
[(2)]2. No less than [fifteen]15 calendar days before transferring a controlling
interest in any [covered ]building in which building services employees are
employed, any covered private employer shall provide to the successor employer a
full and accurate list containing the name, address, date of hire, and employment
occupation classification of each building service employee currently employed at
the site or sites covered by the transfer of controlling interest.
[(3)]3. No more than seven calendar days after notice that its building service
contract has been terminated, any covered private employer shall provide to the
successor employer a full and accurate list containing the name, address, date of hire,
and employment occupation classification of each building service employee
employed on the notice date at the site or sites covered by the terminated building
service contract.
[(4)]4. When providing the notice required under this [subsection]paragraph,
each covered private employer shall ensure that a notice to building service
employees is posted setting forth the rights provided under this section and which
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includes a copy of [the list provided under the preceding sections]any list provided
pursuant to paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 of this subdivision, and that such notice is also
provided to the employees' collective bargaining representative, if any. The notice
and list shall be posted in the same location and manner that other statutorily required
notices to employees are posted at the affected building(s).
[(5)]5. A successor employer shall retain for a ninety (90) day transition
employment period at the affected building(s) those building service employee(s) of
the terminated building service contractor (and its subcontractors), or other covered
private employer, employed at the building(s) covered by the terminated building
service contract or owned or operated by the former covered private employer.
[(6)]6. If at any time the successor employer determines that fewer building
service employees are required to perform building services at the affected
building(s) than had been performing such services under the former covered private
employer, the successor employer shall retain the predecessor covered private
employer’s building service employees by seniority within job classification;
provided, that during such 90-day transition period, the successor employer shall
maintain a preferential hiring list of those building service employees not retained at
the building(s) who shall be given a right of first refusal to any jobs within their
classifications that become available during that period.
[(7)]7. Except as provided in [part (6) of this subsection] paragraph 6 of this
subdivision, during such 90-day period, the successor [contractor]employer shall not
discharge without cause an employee retained pursuant to this section.
[(8)]8. At the end of the 90-day transition period, the successor employer shall
perform a written performance evaluation for each employee retained pursuant to this
section. If the employee's performance during such 90-day period is satisfactory, the
successor [contractor]employer shall offer the employee continued employment
under the terms and conditions established by the successor employer or as required
by law.
c. [(1)]1. A building service employee who has been discharged or not retained
in violation of this section may bring an action in [Supreme Court]supreme court
against a successor [contractor]employer and/or covered private employer for
violation of any obligation imposed pursuant to this section.
[(2)]2. The court shall have authority to order injunctive relief to prevent or
remedy a violation of any obligation imposed pursuant to this section.
[(3)]3. If the court finds that by reason of a violation of any obligation imposed
pursuant to [subsection]subdivision b, a building service employee has been
discharged or not retained in violation of this section, it shall award:
[(i)](a) Back pay for each day during which the violation continues, which shall
be calculated at a rate of compensation not less than the higher of (a) the average
regular rate of pay received by the employee during the last three years of the
employee's employment in the same occupation classification; or (b) the final regular
rate received by the employee.
[(ii)](b) Costs of benefits the successor employer would have incurred for the
employee under the successor [contractor's or ]employer's benefit plan(s).
[(iii)](c) The building service employee's reasonable attorneys fees and costs of
suit.
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[(4)]4. In any such action, the court shall have authority to order the [terminated
contractor or former employer]predecessor covered private employer to provide the
successor
employer
with
the
information
required
pursuant
to
[subsection]subdivision b of this section.
d. The provisions of this section [shall]do not apply (i) to any successor
employer that, on or before the effective date of the transfer of control from a
predecessor covered private employer to the successor employer or the
commencement of services by a successor building service contractor, agrees to
assume, or to be bound by, the collective bargaining agreement of the predecessor
covered private employer covering building service employees, provided that the
collective bargaining agreement provides terms and conditions for the discharge or
laying off of employees; or (ii) where there is no existing collective bargaining
agreement as described in subsection (i) above, to any successor employer that
agrees, on or before the effective date of the transfer of control from a predecessor
covered private employer to the successor employer or the commencement of
services by a successor building service contractor, to enter into a new collective
bargaining agreement covering its building service employees, provided that the
collective bargaining agreement provides terms and conditions for the discharge or
laying off of employees; or (iii) to any successor employer whose building service
employees will be accreted to a bargaining unit with a pre-existing collective
bargaining agreement, provided that the collective bargaining agreement provides
terms and conditions for the discharge or laying off of employees; or (iv) any covered
private employer that obtains a written commitment from a successor employer that
the successor employer's building service employees will be covered by a collective
bargaining agreement falling within subparts (i), (ii), or (iii) above.
§ 2. This local law takes effect immediately.
Referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Labor (preconsidered but laid
over by the Committee on Civil Service and Labor).
Res. No. 915
Resolution calling upon the New York State Legislature to introduce and pass,
and the Governor to sign, a law that would provide a property tax
abatement to owners of small buildings who rent apartments to eligible lowand moderate-income tenants at below market rate.
By Council Members Williams, Chin, Eugene, Gentile, Rose and Wills.
Whereas, The City and State of New York offer a number of property tax
abatements, which reduce certain property owners’ taxes by applying credits to the
amount of taxes they owe; and
Whereas,
Such property tax abatements include the Cooperative and
Condominium Tax Abatement, which addresses disparities in tax burdens between
owners of apartments and owners of one-, two-, and three- family homes, the Green
Roof Tax Abatement, for property owners who install green roofs, and the Solar
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Electric Generating System Tax Abatement, for property owners who use solar
power; and
Whereas, The City and State of New York have recognized the benefits of
going green and have passed legislation to reward property owners who install green
roofs and use solar power; and
Whereas, Property owners of small buildings who rent apartments to eligible
low- and moderate-income tenants at below market rate should also be rewarded; and
Whereas, According to the most recent New York City Housing and Vacancy
Survey, approximately 68.1 percent of households in the City are renter households;
and
Whereas, Of the City’s approximately 2,105,000 renter households, 61 percent
or 1,293,000 are living in accommodations that are rent regulated by some form of
federal, state, or city law or regulation; and
Whereas, Rent regulation, including rent control and rent stabilization, offers
tenants a number of protections against illegal rent increases, unlawful harassment
and unwarranted evictions; and
Whereas, The remaining 39 percent or 812,000 renter households live in
unregulated units where they do not enjoy the same legal protections as rent
regulated households and where their rents are based on current market rates; and
Whereas, According to a brief by the NYU Furman Center entitled, “Profile of
Rent Stabilized Units and Tenants in New York City,” at least 55.7 percent of market
rate tenants are rent burdened, which means they spend more than 30 percent of their
income on rent, and at least 30.8 percent of market rate tenants are severely rent
burdened, which means they spend more than 50 percent of their income on rent; and
Whereas, A property tax abatement for owners of small buildings, including
one- to four-family homes, would allow and encourage such owners to rent to
eligible low- and moderate-income tenants at below market rates, thereby alleviating
certain rent burdened and severely rent burdened tenants; and
Whereas, Eligible low- and moderate-income tenants are those whose gross
income does not exceed 85 percent of the median income of their census tract, whose
annual rent is at least 30 percent of the household’s net income, and who have
resided in the same apartment for at least one year; 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, a law that would
provide a property tax abatement to owners of small buildings who rent apartments to
low- and moderate-income tenants at below market rate.
Referred to the Committee on Housing and Buildings.
Preconsidered L.U. No. 304
By Council Member Ferreras-Copeland:
Jamaica Crossing 147-18 Archer Avenue, Block 9998, Lots 83, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90,
91, and part of 95; Queens, Community District No. 12, Council District No.
27.
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Adopted by the Council (precondidered and approved by the Committee on
Finance).
Preconsidered L.U. No. 305
By Council Member Ferreras-Copeland:
Jamaica Crossing 148-02 Archer Avenue, Block 9998, Lots 101 and part of 95;
Queens, Community District No. 12, Council District No. 27.
Adopted by the Council (precondidered and approved by the Committee on
Finance).
L.U. No. 306
By Council Member Greenfield:
Application No. 20165223 HAM submitted by the New York City Department
of Housing Preservation and Development pursuant to Section 577 of the
Private Housing Finance Law for an amendment to a previously approved
real property tax exemption property located at 304-306 East 8th Street,
Borough of Manhattan, Community Board 3, Council District 2.
Referred to the Committee on Land Use and the Subcommittee on Planning,
Disposition and Concessions.
L.U. No. 307
By Council Member Greenfield:
Application No. C 150339 PPK submitted by the New York City Department of
Citywide Administrative Services pursuant to Section 197-c of the New
York City Charter for disposition of two City-owned properties located at
Block 3186, Lot 144, and Block 3438, Lot 63, Borough of Brooklyn,
Community Board 4, Council Districts 34 and 37.
Referred to the Committee on Land Use and the Subcommittee on Planning,
Disposition and Concessions.
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At this point the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito) made the following
announcements:

ANNOUNCEMENTS:
Monday, November 30, 2015
Committee on CULTURAL AFFAIRS, LIBRARIES & INTERNATIONAL
INTERGROUP RELATIONS jointly with the
Subcommittee on LIBRARIES ................................................................ 10:00 A.M.
Oversight - Six Day Service at Public Libraries
Committee Room – City Hall .................................... James Van Bramer, Chairperson
............................................................................................ Andrew King, Chairperson
Committee on PUBLIC HOUSING ........................................................ 10:00 A.M.
Off-site Hearing - Oversight – Examining the Mayor's Plan to Address Violent Crime
in Public Housing
Location: The Johnson Community Center
1833 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10029 ........................................................ Ritchie Torres, Chairperson
Committee on YOUTH SERVICES ........................................................ 10:00 A.M.
Int 554 - By Council Members Eugene, Arroyo, Chin, Gentile, Gibson, Koo,
Mendez, Rodriguez and Menchaca - A Local Law to amend the administrative code
of the city of New York, in relation to training for certain employees of the city of
New York on runaway and homeless youth and sexually exploited children.
Int 993 - By Council Members Levin, Eugene and Dickens - A Local Law to amend
the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to changing the date of
an annual report related to sexually exploited children.
Council Chambers – City Hall ....................................... Mathieu Eugene, Chairperson

 Deferred
Committee on ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT .......................................1:00 P.M.
Agenda to be announced
Committee Room – City Hall ..................................... Daniel Garodnick, Chairperson
Committee on RECOVERY AND RESILIENCY ....................................1:00 P.M.
Oversight - The Resiliency of NYC’s Electricity Transmission and Distribution
Systems
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Floor ................. Mark Treyger, Chairperson

Tuesday, December 1, 2015
Subcommittee on ZONING & FRANCHISES .......................................... 9:30 A.M.
See Land Use Calendar
Committee Room – 250 Broadway, 16th Floor ........... Donovan Richards, Chairperson
Subcommittee on LANDMARKS, PUBLIC SITING
& MARITIME USES ............................................................................... 11:00 A.M.
See Land Use Calendar
Committee Room – 250 Broadway, 16th Floor .........................Peter Koo, Chairperson
Subcommittee on PLANNING, DISPOSITIONS
& CONCESSIONS ......................................................................................1:00 P.M.
See Land Use Calendar
Committee Room – 250 Broadway, 16th Floor .................... Inez Dickens, Chairperson

Wednesday, December 2, 2015

Committee on ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT .................................... 10:00 A.M.
Int 128 - By Council Members Cabrera, Barron, Dickens, Gentile, King, Koo, Miller,
Palma, Rose, Rosenthal and Arroyo - A Local Law to amend the New York city
charter, in relation to requiring that community planning boards receive an annual
report submitted to the mayor with regard to projected and actual jobs created and
retained in connection with projects undertaken by a certain contracted entity for the
purpose of the creation or retention of jobs
Committee Room – 250 Broadway, 16th Floor ........... Daniel Garodnick, Chairperson

 Note Topic Change and Additions
Committee on PUBLIC SAFETY ............................................................. 10:00 A.M.
Oversight - NYPD Oversight of School Crossing Guards
 Int 983 - By Council Members Gibson, Lander, Chin, Constantinides, Eugene and
Gentile - A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to an advisory board on crossing guard deployment.
 Int 992 - By Council Members Lander, Gibson, Chin, Eugene, Lancman, Rose
and Wills - A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York,
in relation to reporting on crossing guard deployment.

November 24, 2015

4156

Council Chambers – City Hall .................................. Vanessa L. Gibson, Chairperson

 Note Location Change
Committee on TRANSPORTATION ...................................................... .10:00 A.M.
Int 219 - By Council Members Mendez, Barron, Cabrera, Eugene, Johnson, Levine,
Rosenthal and Menchaca (by request of the Manhattan Borough President) - A Local
Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to creating
a bicycle safety task force.
Int 603 - By Council Members Van Bramer, Rodriguez, Chin, Gibson, Koo, Lander,
Mendez, Richards, Rose, Vallone, Rosenthal, Williams, Kallos, Reynoso, Menchaca,
Torres, Cabrera, Cohen, Levine, Constantinides, Koslowitz, Ferreras-Copeland,
Greenfield, Levin, Espinal, Cumbo and Ulrich - A Local Law to amend the
administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to increasing civil penalties
for leaving the scene of an incident without reporting.
Int 604 - By Council Members Van Bramer, Rodriguez, Chin, Gibson, Koo, Lander,
Mendez, Rose, Vallone, Rodriguez, Williams, Kallos, Reynoso, Menchaca,
Richards, Torres, Cabrera, Levine, Constantinides, Koslowitz, Ferreras-Copeland,
Greenfield, Levin, Espinal, Cumbo, Miller and Ulrich - A Local Law to amend the
administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to reporting information
related to leaving the scene of an incident without reporting.
Int 696 - By Council Members Rodriguez, Chin, Koo and Rosenthal - A Local Law
to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to reporting on
bicycle related fatalities.
Int 787 - By Council Members Lander, Reynoso, Menchaca, Rosenthal, Williams,
Kallos, Levin, Levine, Chin, Arroyo, Cumbo, Johnson and Dromm - A Local Law to
amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to the seizure of
abandoned bicycles.
Int. 863 - By Council Members Rosenthal, Mendez and Menchaca - A Local Law to
amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to identifying
garments worn by those operating a bicycle used for commercial purposes.
 Committee Room – City Hall ..................................Ydanis Rodriguez, Chairperson

 Note Time Change
Committee on SANITATION
AND SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT. ............................................. 1:00 P.M.
Int 76 - By Council Members Koslowitz, Arroyo, Dickens, King, Maisel, Reynoso,
Lancman, Gentile, Johnson, Levine, Torres, Constantinides, Cohen, Kallos, Koo,
Vallone, Cabrera, Crowley, Deutsch, Ferreras, Miller, Palma, Rose, Dromm, Espinal,
Cumbo, Rodriguez, Treyger, Gibson, Cornegy, Weprin, Van Bramer, Richards,
Wills, Eugene, Chin, Mendez, Levin, Menchaca, Ulrich and the Public Advocate
(Ms. James) - A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New
York, in relation to exempting licensed plumbers from registering with the business
integrity commission.
Committee Room – 250 Broadway, 14th Floor ........... Antonio Reynoso, Chairperson
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Thursday, December 3, 2015

Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS ................................................... 10:00 A.M.
Oversight - Supermarket Regulations: Ensuring Consumer Protections and
Regulatory Fairness
Int 436 - By Council Members Espinal, Arroyo, Barron, Chin, Eugene, Koo,
Koslowitz, Rodriguez and Ulrich - A Local Law to amend the administrative code of
the city of New York, in relation to allowing the commissioner of the department of
consumer affairs to issue warnings in lieu of monetary penalties for certain item
pricing violations.
Committee Room – 250 Broadway, 14th Floor ........... Rafael L. Espinal, Chairperson
Committee on LAND USE ........................................................................ 11:00 A.M.
All items reported out of the Subcommittees
AND SUCH OTHER BUSINESS AS MAY BE NECESSARY
Committee Room – City Hall ................................. David G. Greenfield, Chairperson

Committee on COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT .....................................1:00 P.M.
Int 838 - By Council Members Johnson and Koo - A Local Law to amend the New
York city charter, in relation to an urban agriculture advisory board.
Committee Room – 250 Broadway, 14th Floor
........................................................................ Maria del Carmen Arroyo, Chairperson

 Note Location Change
Committee on MENTAL HEALTH, DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITY,
ALCOHOLISM, SUBSTANCE ABUSE AND
DISABILITY SERVICES...........................................................................1:00 P.M.
Oversight - Alcohol Abuse in New York City
Committee Room – 250 Broadway, 16th Floor............ Andrew Cohen, Chairperson
Committee on PARKS AND RECREATION. ...........................................1:00 P.M.
Oversight - An Examination of the City's Parks Without Borders Intiative
Committee Room – City Hall ............................................. Mark Levine, Chairperson
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Friday, December 4, 2015

 Note Time Change
Committee on COURTS AND LEGAL SERVICES ............................ .1:00 P.M.
Int 958 - By Council Members Lancman, Arroyo, Gentile, Johnson, Koo, Palma and
Cohen - A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in
relation to client satisfaction surveys for city-funded indigent legal services.
Council Chambers – City Hall ........................................ Rory Lancman, Chairperson

Monday, December 7, 2015
Committee on FINANCE ......................................................................... 10:00 A.M.
Int 1007 - By Council Member Ferreras-Copeland (by request of the Mayor) - A
Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to in
relation to authorizing an increase in the amount to be expended annually in the
Metrotech Area business improvement district, an extension of the Metrotech Area
business improvement district, and a change in the method of assessment upon which
the district charge in the Metrotech Area business improvement district is based.
AND SUCH OTHER BUSINESS AS MAY BE NECESSARY
Committee Room – City Hall ....................... Julissa Ferreras-Copeland, Chairperson

Stated Council Meeting .............................................. Ceremonial Tributes – 1:00 p.m.
........................................................................................................Agenda – 1:30 p.m.
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MEMORANDUM

Monday, November 16, 2015
TO:

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS

RE:

OFF-SITE HEARING BY THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC
HOUSING Please be advised that all Council Members are
invited to attend an off-site hearing:

Oversight – Examining the Mayor's Plan to Address Violent Crime in Public
Housing

The Johnson Community Center 1833 Lexington Avenue New York, NY
10029
The off-site hearing will be held on Monday, November 30, 2015 beginning at
10:00 a.m. A van will be leaving City Hall at 8:30 a.m.

Council Members interested in attending should call Guillermo Patino at 212-7889056.

Hon. Ritchie Torres, Chairperson
Committee on Public Housing

Hon. Melissa Mark-Viverito
Speaker of the Council

Whereupon on motion of the Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), the
Acting President Pro Tempore (Council Member Gentile) adjourned these
proceedings to meet again for the Stated Meeting on Monday, December 7, 2015.
MICHAEL M. McSWEENEY, City Clerk
Clerk of the Council
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