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I. INTRODUCTION

	On January 22, 2020, the Committee on Civil and Human Rights, chaired by Council Member Mathieu Eugene, will hold a hearing on Proposed Introductory Bill Number 1314-A (Int. 1314-A), in relation to prohibiting discrimination based on one's arrest record, pending criminal accusations or criminal convictions, and Preconsidered Resolution Number__ (Res.__),  recognizing January 27, 2020 as Holocaust Remembrance Day and the week beginning on January 27, 2020 as a citywide week of Holocaust Education in New York City. The Committee has invited the New York City Commission on Human Rights (CCHR), religious groups, advocates, business representatives and other stakeholders to testify on the bill and resolution. 

II. BACKGROUND
Int. 1314-A
The barriers to employment for individuals with a criminal record present a myriad of public safety and equity concerns, which affect those who have been arrested or convicted of a crime, as well as their families and the general public. In the United States, more than 70 million people have a criminal record, which is approximately the same number who have a college degree.[footnoteRef:1] This number is so large that, if all these people were to form their own country, it would be the world’s 18th largest – larger than Canada and France, and three times the size of Australia.[footnoteRef:2] It is estimated that, by age 23, nearly one in three Americans will have been arrested.[footnoteRef:3] [1:  Tina Rosenberg “Have you ever been arrested? Check here”, New York Times, May 24, 2016, available at: https://www.nytimes.com/2016/05/24/opinion/have-you-ever-been-arrested-check-here.html. ]  [2:  Matthew Friedman “Just facts: As many Americans have criminal records as college diploma”, Brennan Center for Justice, November 17, 2015, available at: https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/analysis-opinion/just-facts-many-americans-have-criminal-records-college-diplomas. ]  [3:  Id. ] 

In New York State there were nearly 260,000 arrests in 2017, including both adults and those under 18, according to data from the FBI.[footnoteRef:4] For these individuals, an arrest record can have devastating effects on trying to access housing, education or employment.  [4:  FBI “2017 crime in the United States”, table 69, available at: https://ucr.fbi.gov/crime-in-the-u.s/2017/crime-in-the-u.s.-2017/tables/table-69. ] 

These issues are more problematic for communities of color as data consistently show that, despite similar offence rates, people of color are arrested at much higher proportions than their white peers.[footnoteRef:5] In 2016, for instance, black Americans represented nearly a third of all individuals arrested in the Country, which is double their share of the population.[footnoteRef:6] Meanwhile, in analysis of recent arrests for marijuana possession in New York City, research showed that 93 percent of people arrested in January-March 2018 were people of color.[footnoteRef:7]  [5:  Elizabeth Hinton, LeShae Henderson and Cindy Reed “An unjust burden: The disparate treatment of black Americans in the criminal justice system”, Vera Institute of Justice, May 2018, available at: https://storage.googleapis.com/vera-web-assets/downloads/Publications/for-the-record-unjust-burden/legacy_downloads/for-the-record-unjust-burden-racial-disparities.pdf. ]  [6:  The Sentencing Project “Report of The Sentencing Project to the United Nations Special Rapporteur on Contemporary Forms of Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia, and related Intolerance: Regarding racial disparities in the United States criminal justice system”, March 2018, available at: file:///C:/Users/lskrzypiec/Downloads/UN-Report-on-Racial-Disparities.pdf. ]  [7:  “Racial disparities evident in New York City arrest data for marijuana possession”, Innocence Project, May 14, 2018, available at: https://www.innocenceproject.org/racial-disparities-in-nyc-arrest-data-marijuana-possession/. ] 

Studies have consistently shown that unemployment and recidivism are closely linked.[footnoteRef:8] However, research also shows that employers are less inclined to hire someone with an arrest record. One seminal study showed that employers were 50 percent less likely to call back a white applicant for an entry-level job once they found out that the applicant served time for drug possession with intent to distribute. For black applicants, employers were 64 percent less likely to call them back.[footnoteRef:9] [8:  “Executive summary: Research supporting employment as an important component of evidence-based practices,” U.S. Probation Office, Eastern District of Missouri, January 20, 2009, available at: https://s3.amazonaws.com/static.nicic.gov/Library/028146.pdf. ]  [9:  Tina Rosenberg “Have you ever been arrested? Check here”, New York Times, May 24, 2016, available at: https://www.nytimes.com/2016/05/24/opinion/have-you-ever-been-arrested-check-here.html. ] 

In order to create more equitable hiring practices, the New York City Council enacted the Fair Chance Act in 2015. Under this law, New York City employers are prohibited from inquiring about a job applicant’s criminal history, prior to making a conditional offer of employment. These ‘ban the box’ laws, as they are commonly referred to, exist in 35 states and 150 cities across the Country.[footnoteRef:10] Since the NYC law was enacted, the City’s Commission on Human Rights (CCHR) has conducted 1614 investigations and filed 520 complaints against employers accused of violating the law, and collected nearly $790,000 in damages for victims.[footnoteRef:11]  Despite the fact that the New York City’s law is considered one of the toughest in the country,[footnoteRef:12] there is still room for improvement.  [10:  Margaret Barthel “Employers are still avoiding former inmates”, The Atlantic, November 5, 2019, available at: https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2019/11/are-states-complying-ban-box-laws/601240/. ]  [11:  Mirela Iverac “New York cracks down on employers who unfairly reject workers with criminal histories”, Gothamist, May 6, 2019, available at: https://gothamist.com/news/new-york-cracks-down-on-employers-who-unfairly-reject-workers-with-criminal-histories. ]  [12:  Id. ] 

Under the City’s current fair chance law, employers are prohibited from inquiring about a person’s criminal record prior to making an offer of employment. If the employer decides to rescind the offer, based on the applicant’s criminal history, the employer must provide a written explanation for the decision, as well as copies of the information used to determine the record, and the applicant will then have three days to respond. Additionally, any reasoning for the revocation must be in compliance with the State’s Correction Law Article 23-A, which sets strict criteria in assessing whether there is a direct relationship between the criminal offence and the job being offered. In spite of these requirements, there still currently exist a number of loop holes that allow employers to discriminate, and which Int. 1314-A aims to close. To begin with, Int. 1314-A will extend the list of protections to include: pending adjournments in contemplation of dismissal (ACDs); youthful offender adjudications; non-pending arrests and criminal accusations; and unsealed violations, in addition to arrests and convictions currently included as categories that may not be inquired about prior to an employment offer. If enacted, Int. 1314-A will also ensure that these fair chance procedures be followed by and applied to current employees as well as prospective. Int. 1314-A also clarifies what factors employers are to consider when conducting the analysis regarding pending arrests and criminal accusations. Lastly, 1314-A aims to minimize the barriers to obtaining a license or permit (exempting those issued by the Business Integrity Commission), by prohibiting discrimination for prior violations. 
Res___
On November 1, 2005, the United Nations General Assembly adopted a resolution to designate January 27 as International Day of Commemoration in memory of the victims of the Holocaust.[footnoteRef:13] This date represents the day that Auschwitz-Birkenau, one of the largest of the 40 concentration camps that comprised the Auschwitz complex,[footnoteRef:14] was finally liberated.[footnoteRef:15] By assigning an international day of remembrance, the United Nations aims to reaffirm “that the Holocaust, which resulted in the murder of one third of the Jewish people, along with countless members of other minorities, will forever be a warning to all people of the dangers of hatred, bigotry, racism and prejudice.”[footnoteRef:16] [13:  United Nations General Assembly, A/RES/60/7, 21 November, 2005, available at: http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/60/7. ]  [14:  Memorial and Museum Auschwitz-Birkenau “Auschwitz II-Birkenau”, available at: http://auschwitz.org/en/history/auschwitz-ii/. ]  [15:  United States Holocaust Memorial Museum “International Holocaust Remembrance Day”, available at: https://www.ushmm.org/information/exhibitions/online-exhibitions/special-focus/international-holocaust-remembrance-day. ]  [16:  United Nations General Assembly, A/RES/60/7, 21 November, 2005, available at: http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/60/7.] 

The genocide of six million Jewish people and the killing crusade that resulted in the deaths of thousands of homosexuals and Jehovah’s Witnesses, hundreds of thousands of people with disabilities, Gypsy (Roma) heritage, and Serbian civilians, and millions of non-Jewish Polish and Soviet civilians and prisoners of war,[footnoteRef:17] at the hands of Nazi soldiers remains one of the most inhumane periods of modern history. Although there were millions of victims of Nazism who were not Jewish, anti-Semitism formed the basis of Nazi ideology that climaxed with the Holocaust. This brutal killing spree was referred to as the “Final Solution of the Jewish Question in Europe’ and its objective was total Jewish ethnic cleansing.[footnoteRef:18] [17:  Jewish Virtual Library “Documenting numbers of victims of the Holocaust and Nazi persecution”, available at: https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/documenting-numbers-of-victims-of-the-holocaust; and “The Holocaust: Facts and figures”, Haaretz, July 24, 2013, available at: https://www.haaretz.com/jewish/holocaust-remembrance-day/.premium-the-holocaust-facts-and-figures-1.5298803.]  [18:  Dr. Steve Paulsson “A view of the Holocaust”, BBC, February 17, 2011, available at: http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/worldwars/genocide/holocaust_overview_01.shtml. ] 

In spite of clear evidence of Nazi forced labor camps, prisons and death camps, of which there were nearly 40,000 across Germany and its occupied territories,[footnoteRef:19] there are still people who are ignorant of or willfully deny the facts of the Holocaust. For example, a recent survey conducted by the Conference on Jewish Material Claims Against Germany found that many Americans (41%) were unaware of the Auschwitz death camps. The survey also found that 41% of millennials believed that the Holocaust resulted in the deaths of less than two million Jews (the figure is actually more than six million), and 22% of millennials surveyed reported they had not even heard of the Holocaust.[footnoteRef:20]  [19:  “The Holocaust: Facts and figures”, Haaretz, July 24, 2013, available at: https://www.haaretz.com/jewish/holocaust-remembrance-day/.premium-the-holocaust-facts-and-figures-1.5298803. ]  [20:  Scott Simon “The startling statistics about people’s Holocaust knowledge”, NPR, April 14, 2018, available at: https://www.npr.org/2018/04/14/602443782/the-startling-statistics-about-peoples-holocaust-knowledge. ] 

These findings are shocking considering the enormous devastation caused by the Holocaust. However, more shocking are those that choose to deny or downplay the genocide. According to the Southern Poverty Law Center, Holocaust deniers, who sometimes refer to themselves as “historical revisionists,” deny the effects of the Holocaust in a number of ways. Some deny the existence of death camps and gas chambers, while others say the casualties were caused by disease, poverty or general war, rather than a targeted, anti-Semitic, Nazi assault.[footnoteRef:21] These groups rely on anti-Semitic stereotypes and hatred to “build on the claim that the Holocaust was invented or exaggerated by Jews as part of a plot to advance Jewish interests,” and such views mirror the “hateful charges that were instrumental in laying the groundwork for the Holocaust.”[footnoteRef:22] [21:  Southern Poverty Law Center “Holocaust denial”, available at: https://www.splcenter.org/fighting-hate/extremist-files/ideology/holocaust-denial. ]  [22:  United States Holocaust Memorial Museum “Holocaust denial and distortion”, available at: https://www.ushmm.org/confront-antisemitism/holocaust-denial-and-distortion. ] 

In addition to the lack of awareness or deliberate denial of the Holocaust, America has seen an increase in anti-Semitic rhetoric and hate crimes in recent years. According to FBI data, there was a 17% increase of total hate crimes between 2016 and 2017, and incidents that specifically targeted Jewish people and institutions increased by 37%. These statistics also showed that more than half (58.1%) of the religious-based hate crimes were anti-Semitic.[footnoteRef:23] Similar trends were reported by the Anti-Defamation League (ADL). According to their data, there were nearly 2,000 cases of anti-Semitic harassment, vandalism, and physical assault in 2017, the highest number of incidents since 1994.[footnoteRef:24] [23:  Erin Donaghue “New FBI data shows rise in anti-Semitic hate crimes”, CBS News, November 13, 2018, available at: https://www.cbsnews.com/news/fbi-hate-crimes-up-new-data-shows-rise-in-anti-semitic-hate-crimes/. ]  [24:  Oliver Holmes “Antisemitic incidents in US soar to highest levels in two decades”, The Guardian, February 27, 2018, available at: https://www.theguardian.com/society/2018/feb/27/antisemitism-us-rises-anti-defamation-league. ] 

Anti-Semitic incidents have also dramatically increased across New York since the 2016 Presidential election. In 2017, anti-Semitic incidents in New York City increased by 90% compared to 2016, according to the ADL.[footnoteRef:25] In 2019, meanwhile, there were 234 anti-Semitic crimes, which is a 26 percent increase from 2018, according to data from NYPD.[footnoteRef:26] Increases have also been recorded at the New York State level, which saw a 90 percent increase in 2017, compared to 2016.[footnoteRef:27] During the 2018 midterm elections, ADL also reported that anti-Semitic harassment increased on social media and that two-thirds of this was driven by people, not bots.[footnoteRef:28] [25:  Anti-Defamation League, “Anti-Semitic incidents surged in New York State in 2017, according to new ADL report”, February 26, 2018, available at: https://nynj.adl.org/news/anti-semitic-incidents-surged-in-new-york-state-in-2017-according-to-new-adl-report/.]  [26:  Craig McCarthy and Tina Moore “Anti-Semitic hate crimes spiked by more than 25 percent in 2019”, New York Post, January 6, 2020, available at: https://nypost.com/2020/01/06/anti-semitic-hate-crimes-spiked-by-more-than-25-percent-in-2019/. ]  [27:  Anti-Defamation League, “Anti-Semitic incidents surged in New York State in 2017, according to new ADL report”, February 26, 2018, available at: https://nynj.adl.org/news/anti-semitic-incidents-surged-in-new-york-state-in-2017-according-to-new-adl-report/.]  [28:  Erin Donaghue “New FBI data shows rise in anti-Semitic hate crimes”, CBS News, November 13, 2018, available at: https://www.cbsnews.com/news/fbi-hate-crimes-up-new-data-shows-rise-in-anti-semitic-hate-crimes/.] 

Given the current climate of anti-Semitic activity, the lack of evidence-based knowledge regarding the facts of the Holocaust and its eternal relevance to the dangers of hate-driven ideology, now is a timely moment for the City of New York to officially recognize Holocaust Remembrance Day. Furthermore, dedicating a week to Holocaust education will help dispel some of the myths and denials about the Holocaust, which is in line with the United Nations resolution to use education “in order to help to prevent future acts of genocide.”[footnoteRef:29]   [29:  United Nations General Assembly, A/RES/60/7, 21 November, 2005, available at: http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/60/7.] 


III. BILL ANALYSIS 
Int. 1314-A
	Section one of the bill adds two new definitions to section 8-102 of the Administrative Code for the terms “public agency” and “relevant fair chance factors.” The term “public agency” is defined as “the state or any local subdivision thereof, or any state or local department, agency, board or commission.” “Relevant fair chance factors” means:
i) With respect to arrests or convictions preceding employment, other than arrests or criminal accusations pending at the time of application for employment, the factors set forth in section 753 of the correction law.
ii) With respect to arrests or criminal accusations pending at the time of an application for employment and arrests or convictions that have occurred during employment:
(a) the policy of the city, as expressed in this chapter, to overcome stigma toward and unnecessary exclusion of persons with criminal justice involvement in the areas of licensure and employment;
(b) the specific duties and responsibilities necessarily related to the employment held by the person;
(c) the bearing, if any, of the criminal offense or offenses for which the employee was convicted, or that are alleged in the case of pending arrests or criminal accusations, on the employee’s fitness or ability to perform one or more such duties or responsibilities;
(d) the seriousness of such offense or offenses; and
(e) the legitimate interest of the public agency or private employer in protecting property, and the safety and welfare of specific individuals or the general public; and
(f) in the case of employees, any additional information produced by the employee, or produced on their behalf, in regards to their rehabilitation or good conduct, including history of positive performance and conduct on the job or in the community, or any other evidence of good conduct. 

Since section three of the bill repeals § 8-107(9)(a)(5), section two of the bill reinstates this provision by moving it into § 8-107(9)(a)(4), thereby maintaining that it is an unlawful discriminatory practice for any person to make “any inquiry in writing or otherwise” regarding an arrest or criminal accusation in the issuance of a license, registration or permit. 
Section three of the bill prohibits any person from inquiring about or denying a license, registration or permit, unless required by law, because an applicant: 1) has been convicted of a violation as defined in section 10.00 of the Penal Law; 2) has been convicted of a non-criminal offense as defined by a law of another state; or 3) has an arrest or criminal accusation followed by an order adjourning a criminal action in contemplation of dismissal or conviction for a violation or non-criminal offense. This section of the bill does not apply to licenses, registrations, or permits issued by the Business Integrity Commission.
Section four of the bill changes the title of subdivision 10 of § 8-107 from “Criminal conviction; employment” to “Employment actions based on pending arrests and criminal accusations, and criminal convictions preceding and during employment.” Section 8-107(10)(a) is amended to have a new title: “Actions prohibited by state law concerning criminal convictions preceding employment.” A new paragraph (b) is added titled “Criminal convictions during employment.” New paragraph (b) prohibits employers or their agents from taking an adverse employment action against an employee because such person was convicted of one or more criminal offenses or finding that such employee lacked “good moral character” because of such convictions, unless the employer, after considering the relevant fair chance factors, concludes that (i) there is a direct relationship between the criminal conviction and the employment held by the person; or (ii) the continuation of the employment would involve an unreasonable risk to property, or to the safety or welfare of specific individuals or the general public. A new paragraph (d) is added to permit employers to put employees on unpaid leave for a reasonable time while they undertake the analysis required by new paragraph (b). A new paragraph (e) is added to clarify that a criminal action that has been adjourned in contemplation of dismissal is not considered a pending action unless the order to adjourn in contemplation of dismissal is revoked and the case is restored to the calendar for further prosecution. Old paragraph (b) is relettered to paragraph (f) and amended to clarify that these provisions do not apply to applicants for employment or persons employed as police officers or peace officers or other law enforcement personnel as listed in subdivisions 33 and 34 of section 1.20 of the Criminal Procedure Law and article 23-A of the Correction Law. 
A new paragraph (g) is added to clarify that employers are permitted to take an adverse employment action where an applicant or employee is found to have made misrepresentations regarding their arrest or conviction history, provided that such adverse action is not based on the failure to divulge information that the applicant or employee was not required to share by law. In this scenario, before taking the adverse action, employers are required to provide the applicant or employee with a copy of the documents that the employer relied on to conclude that a misrepresentation was made, and the employer must give the applicant or employee sufficient time to respond. New paragraph (h) clarifies that the prohibition on discrimination against those with pending arrests or criminal accusations or convictions that occur during employment do not apply to public agencies taking adverse action against an employee where such employee is entitled to a disciplinary process pursuant to the Civil Service Law, or where the public agency follows a disciplinary process set forth in agency rules or as required by law. New paragraph (i) also excludes from the application of these provisions certain collateral consequences of criminal proceedings including mandatory forfeiture, disability or a bar to employment imposed by law unless an executive pardon, certificate of relief from disabilities or a certificate of good conduct has been issued.
Section five of the bill amends the title of § 8-107(11) from “Arrest record; employment” to “Non-pending arrests and criminal accusations, and dispositions of charges that an employer may not consider.” Paragraph (a) is amended to add a new title: “Non-pending arrests and criminal accusations; adjournments in contemplation of dismissal’ youthful offender adjudications; convictions sealed pursuant to certain sections of the criminal procedure law.” Paragraph (a) is also amended to clarify that “any inquiry in writing or otherwise” about or denial of employment due to an arrest or criminal accusation is prohibited. Paragraph (b) is amended to add a new title: “Violations and non-criminal offenses that have not been sealed.” Paragraph (b) is amended to prohibit employers from taking any adverse action against an employee or applicant because of (i) a conviction for a violation as defined in section 10.00 of the Penal Law or (ii) a conviction for a non-criminal offense, as defined by the law of another state. In addition, it is an unlawful discriminatory practice for an employer to take an adverse action against an employee or applicant based on an arrest or criminal accusation that was followed by a conviction for a violation or non-criminal offense. These provisions do not apply to: 1. police officers or peace officers or other law enforcement personnel as listed in subdivisions 33 and 34 of section 1.20 of the Criminal Procedure Law and article 23-A of the Correction Law; and 2. mandatory forfeiture, disability or a bar to employment imposed by law unless an executive pardon, certificate of relief from disabilities or a certificate of good conduct has been issued. New subparagraph (5) of paragraph (b) of subdivision 11 of § 8-107 permits the enforcement of these provisions against a public agency through an Article 78 proceeding.
Section six of the bill amends § 8-107(11-a) to incorporate the relevant fair chance factors into the process employers are required to follow after an offer of employment is made and an applicant is found to have an arrest or conviction record. The bill amends § 8-107(11-a) to require employers, prior to taking any adverse employment action against a current employee due to a criminal conviction or pending arrest or criminal accusation, to carry out the following:
1. Request from the employee information relating to the relevant fair chance factors;
2. Perform an analysis of the relevant fair chance factors and make a determination as to whether there is a direct relationship between the criminal conviction and the employment, or that the continuation of employment would result in an unreasonable risk to the property, safety or welfare of specific individuals or the general public.
3. Provide a written copy of the analysis in writing to the employee; and
4. Provide sufficient time after the analysis is provided for the employee to respond.
Section 8-107(11-a) is also amended to require the Department of Citywide Administrative Services to provide a written analysis of the relevant fair chance factors to any applicant or employee prior to taking any adverse action. 
The prohibition against discrimination based on arrest or criminal records does not apply where any federal, state or local law requires criminal background checks for employment purposes or bars employment based on criminal history, and includes any self-regulatory organization as defined in the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. 
	Section seven of the bill requires the CCHR to conduct outreach and education directed at public and private employers, and the general public. 
	If passed, this bill would become law 200 days after its enactment. 

	Res.___
	If passed, this resolution would recognize January 27, 2020 as Holocaust Remembrance Day. The resolution will also create a city-wide week of Holocaust education that would begin on January 27, 2020. 



 Proposed Int. No. 1314-A

By the Public Advocate (Mr. Williams) and Council Members Adams and Lancman (by request of the Mayor)

..Title
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to prohibiting discrimination based on one’s arrest record, pending criminal accusations or criminal convictions
..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:

Section 1.  The definition of “employer” in section 8-102 of title 8 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 98 for the year 2018, is amended, and new definitions of “public agency” and “relevant fair chance factors” are added to appear in alphabetical order, to read as follows:
Employer.  For  purposes  of  subdivisions  1,  2,  3, 10,  11-a,  and 22, paragraph b of subdivision 11, subparagraph 1 of paragraph a of subdivision  21,  and  paragraph  e  of   subdivision  21  of  section 8-107, the term "employer" does not include   any employer with  fewer  than  four  persons  in  the  employ  of  such   employer,   provided   however,   that   in   an   action  for  unlawful   discriminatory practice based on  a  claim  of  gender-based  harassment   pursuant  to subdivision one of section 8-107, the term "employer" shall   include any employer,  including those with fewer than  four  persons  in   their  employ. For purposes of this definition, natural persons employed as independent contractors to carry out work in furtherance of an employer’s business enterprise who are not themselves employers shall be counted as persons in the employ of such employer.  
Public agency. The term “public agency” means the state or any local subdivision thereof, or any state or local department, agency, board or commission. 
Relevant fair chance factors.  The term “relevant fair chance factors” means:
(i)  With respect to arrests or convictions preceding employment, other than arrests or criminal accusations pending at the time of application for employment, the factors set forth in section 753 of the correction law. 
(ii)  With respect to arrests or criminal accusations pending at the time of an application for employment and arrests or convictions that have occurred during employment: 
(a) the policy of the city, as expressed in this chapter, to overcome stigma toward and unnecessary exclusion of persons with criminal justice involvement in the areas of licensure and employment;
(b) the specific duties and responsibilities necessarily related to the employment held by the person; 
(c) the bearing, if any, of the criminal offense or offenses for which the employee was convicted, or that are alleged in the case of pending arrests or criminal accusations, on the employee’s fitness or ability to perform one or more such duties or responsibilities;
(d) the seriousness of such offense or offenses; and
 (e) the legitimate interest of the public agency or private employer in protecting property, and the safety and welfare of specific individuals or the general public; and
(f) in the case of employees, any additional information produced by the employee, or produced on their behalf, in regards to their rehabilitation or good conduct, including history of positive performance and conduct on the job or in the community, or any other evidence of good conduct. 
§ 2. Subparagraph (4) of paragraph (a) of subdivision 9 of section 8-107 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 63 for the year 2018, is amended to read as follows: 
(4) For any person to make any inquiry in writing or otherwise about, or deny any license, registration or permit to any applicant, or act adversely upon any holder of a license, registration or permit by reason of such applicant or holder having been arrested or accused of committing a crime, when such inquiry, denial or adverse action is in violation of subdivision 16 of section 296 of article 15 of the executive law.
§ 3.  Subparagraph (5) of paragraph (a) of subdivision 9 of section 8-107 of the administrative code of the city of New York is REPEALED and a new subparagraph 5 is added to read as follows:
(5)  Unless specifically required by law, for any person to make any inquiry in writing or otherwise about, or deny any license, registration or permit to any applicant, or act adversely upon any holder of a license, registration or permit by reason of:
 (i) such applicant or holder having a conviction for a violation as defined in section 10.00 of the penal law; 
(ii) such applicant or holder having been convicted of a non-criminal offense, as defined by a law of another state; or
(iii) an arrest or criminal accusation which was followed by an order or conviction described in this subparagraph.
 (iv) This subparagraph does not apply to any license, registration, or permit issued by the business integrity commission. 
§ 4. Subdivision 10 of section 8-107 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 63 for the year 2015, paragraphs (a) and (c) as amended by local law number 63 for the year 2018, is amended to read as follows: 
[bookmark: _Hlk15633661]10. [Criminal conviction; employment] Employment actions based on pending arrests and criminal accusations, and criminal convictions preceding and during employment. (a)  Actions prohibited by state law concerning criminal convictions preceding employment. It shall be an unlawful discriminatory practice for any employer, employment agency or agent thereof to deny employment to any person or take adverse action against any employee by reason of such person or employee having been convicted of one or more criminal offenses, or by reason of a finding of a lack of "good moral character" which is based on such person or employee having been convicted of one or more criminal offenses, when such denial or adverse action is in violation of the provisions of article [23-a] 23-A of the correction law.
 (b) Criminal convictions during employment.  It shall be an unlawful discriminatory practice for any employer, employment agency or agent thereof to take adverse action against any employee by reason of such person having been convicted during their employment of one or more criminal offenses, or by reason of a finding of a lack of "good moral character" which is based on such person having been convicted during their employment of one or more criminal offenses unless, after considering the relevant fair chance factors, the employer determines that either (i) there is a direct relationship between the criminal conviction and the employment held by the person; or (ii) the continuation of the employment would involve an unreasonable risk to property, or to the safety or welfare of specific individuals or the general public. 
(c) Pending arrests and criminal accusations preceding and during employment.  It shall be an unlawful discriminatory practice for any employer, employment agency or agent thereof to take adverse action against any applicant or employee based on an arrest or criminal accusation that is pending, or by reason of a finding of a lack of “good moral character” that is based on such an  arrest or criminal accusation  unless, after considering the relevant fair chance factors, such employer has made a determination that either (i) there is a direct relationship between the alleged wrongdoing that is the subject of the pending arrest or criminal accusation and the employment sought or held by the person; or (ii) the granting or continuation of the employment would involve an unreasonable risk to property or to the safety or welfare of specific individuals or the general public.
(d) For purposes of paragraphs (b) and (c), placing an employee on unpaid leave for a reasonable time while the employer takes the steps described in such paragraphs and subdivision 11-a shall not be deemed to be an adverse action. 
(e)  For purposes of this subdivision, an action that has been adjourned in contemplation of dismissal shall not be considered a pending action unless the order to adjourn in contemplation of dismissal is revoked and the case is restored to the calendar for further prosecution.
([b]f) [For purposes of this subdivision, "employment" shall not include membership in any law enforcement agency.] The provisions of this subdivision shall not apply to an applicant for employment or a current employee employed (i) as a police officer or peace officer, as those terms are defined in subdivisions 33 and 34 of section 1.20 of the criminal procedure law, respectively, or (ii) at a law enforcement agency as that term is used in article 23-A of the correction law.
[bookmark: _Hlk15632055] (g)  Nothing in this section shall prevent an employer from taking adverse action against an applicant or employee who is found to have made misrepresentations regarding their arrest or conviction history, provided that such adverse action is not based on a failure to divulge information that a person may not be required to divulge, as provided in subdivision 16 of section 296 of article 15 of the executive law and in subdivision 11 of this section, and provided further that the employer provides the applicant or employee with a copy of the documents that formed the basis of the determination that a misrepresentation was made and gives the person a reasonable time to respond.
(h) Paragraphs (b) and (c) shall not apply to public agencies taking adverse action against an employee based upon a pending arrest or criminal accusation that preceded or arose during employment, or convictions that occurred during employment, where the employee is entitled to a disciplinary process as set forth in section 75 of the civil service law, or where the public agency follows a disciplinary process set forth in agency rules or as required by law.  
(i)  The provisions of this subdivision shall not apply where a mandatory forfeiture, disability or bar to employment is imposed by law and has not been removed by an executive pardon, certificate of relief from disabilities or certificate of good conduct.
([c]j) [Pursuant to section 755 of the correction law, the] The provisions of this subdivision shall be enforceable against public agencies by a proceeding brought pursuant to article 78 of the civil practice law and rules, and the provisions of this subdivision shall be enforceable against [private] other employers by the commission through the administrative procedure provided for in this chapter or as provided in chapter 5 of this title. [For purposes of this paragraph only, the terms "public agency" and "private employer" have the meaning given such terms in section 750 of the correction law.] 

 § 5. Subdivision 11 of section 8-107 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 63 for the year 2018, is amended to read as follows: 
11. [Arrest record; employment] Non-pending arrests and criminal accusations, and dispositions of charges that an employer may not consider.  (a) Non-pending arrests and criminal accusations; adjournments in contemplation of dismissal; youthful offender adjudications; convictions sealed pursuant to certain sections of the criminal procedure law.  It shall be an unlawful discriminatory practice, unless specifically required or permitted by any other law, for any person to[: (a) Deny] make any inquiry in writing or otherwise about, or deny employment to, any applicant or act adversely upon any employee by reason of an arrest of or criminal accusation [of] against such applicant or employee when such inquiry, denial or adverse action is in violation of subdivision 16 of section 296 of article 15 of the executive law[; or].
(b) [Make any inquiry in writing or otherwise, regarding any arrest or criminal accusation of an applicant or employee when such inquiry is in violation of subdivision 16 of section 296 of article 15 of the executive law.]  Violations and non-criminal offenses that have not been sealed.  (1) It shall be an unlawful discriminatory practice for any employer, employment agency or agent thereof to deny employment to any person or take adverse action against any employee based on the applicant or employee having:
 (i) been convicted of a violation as defined in section 10.00 of the penal law; or 
(ii) been convicted of a non-criminal offense, as defined by a law of another state.
(2)  It shall be an unlawful discriminatory practice for any employer, employment agency or agent thereof to deny employment to any person or take adverse action against any employee based on an arrest or criminal accusation that was followed by an order or conviction described in subparagraph (1) of this paragraph.
(3)  The provisions of this paragraph shall not apply to an applicant for employment or a current employee employed (i) as a police officer or peace officer, as those terms are defined in subdivisions 33 and 34 of section 1.20 of the criminal procedure law, respectively, or (ii) at a law enforcement agency as that term is used in article 23-A of the correction law.
(4)  The provisions of this paragraph shall not apply where a mandatory forfeiture, disability or bar to employment is imposed by law and has not been removed by an executive pardon, certificate of relief from disabilities or certificate of good conduct.
(5) The provisions of this paragraph shall be enforceable against public agencies by a proceeding brought pursuant to article 78 of the civil practice law and rules, and the provisions of this subdivision shall be enforceable against other employers by the commission through the administrative procedure provided for in this chapter or as provided in chapter 5 of this title. 
§ 6. Subdivision 11-a of section 8-107 of the administrative code of the city of New York, as amended by local law number 63 for the year 2018, is amended to read as follows: 
11-a. Arrest and conviction records preceding and during employment; employer inquiries and fair chance process. (a) In addition to the restrictions in [subdivision] subdivisions 10 and 11 of this section, it shall be an unlawful discriminatory practice for any employer, employment agency or agent thereof to: 
(1) Declare, print or circulate or cause to be declared, printed or circulated any solicitation, advertisement or publication, which expresses, directly or indirectly, any limitation, or specification in employment based on a person's arrest or criminal conviction; 
(2) Because of any person's arrest or criminal conviction, represent that any employment or position is not available, when in fact it is available to such person; or 
(3) Make any inquiry or statement related to the pending arrest or criminal accusation, or criminal conviction record of any person who is in the process of applying for employment with such employer or agent thereof until after such employer or agent thereof has extended a conditional offer of employment to the applicant. For purposes of this subdivision, with respect to an applicant for temporary employment at a temporary help firm as such term is defined by subdivision 5 of section 916 of article 31 of the labor law, an offer to be placed in the temporary help firm's general candidate pool shall constitute a conditional offer of employment. For purposes of this subdivision, "any inquiry" means any question communicated to an applicant in writing or otherwise, or any searches of publicly available records or consumer reports that are conducted for the purpose of obtaining an applicant's criminal background information, and "any statement" means a statement communicated in writing or otherwise to the applicant for purposes of obtaining an applicant's criminal background information regarding: (i) an arrest record; (ii) a conviction record; or (iii) a criminal background check. 
(b) After extending an applicant a conditional offer of employment, an employer, employment agency or agent thereof may inquire about the applicant's arrest or conviction record if before taking any adverse employment action based on such inquiry, the employer, employment agency or agent thereof: 
([i]1) Provides a written copy of the inquiry to the applicant in a manner to be determined by the commission;
(2) Requests from the applicant information relating to the relevant fair chance factors; 
([ii]3) Performs an analysis [of the applicant under article 23-a of the correction law] as required by paragraphs (a) and (c) of subdivision 10; 
(4) [and provides] Provides a written copy of such analysis to the applicant in a manner to be determined by the commission, which shall include but not be limited to supporting documents that formed the basis for an adverse action based on such analysis and the employer's or employment agency's reasons for taking any adverse action against such applicant; and 
 ([iii]5) After giving the applicant the inquiry and analysis in writing [pursuant to subparagraphs (1) and (2) of this paragraph], allows the applicant a reasonable time to respond, which shall be no less than three business days and during this time, holds the position open for the applicant. 
(c) Before taking any adverse employment action against a current employee based on a criminal conviction, or pending arrest or criminal accusation, the employer, employment agency or agent thereof shall:
(1) Request from the employee information relating to the relevant fair chance factors;
(2) Perform an analysis as required by paragraphs (b) and (c) of subdivision 10;
(3) Provide a written copy of such analysis to the employee in a manner to be determined by the commission, which shall include but not be limited to supporting documents that formed the basis for an adverse action based on such analysis and the employer's or employment agency's reasons for taking any adverse action against such employee; and 
(4) After giving the employee the inquiry and analysis in writing, allow the employee a reasonable time to respond before taking adverse action. 
([c]d) Nothing in this subdivision shall prevent an employer, employment agency or agent thereof from taking adverse action against any employee or denying employment to any applicant for reasons other than such employee or applicant's arrest or criminal conviction record. 
([d]e) An applicant shall not be required to respond to any inquiry or statement that violates paragraph (a) of this subdivision and any refusal to respond to such inquiry or statement shall not disqualify an applicant from the prospective employment. 
[(e) This subdivision shall not apply to any actions taken by an employer or agent thereof pursuant to any state, federal or local law that requires criminal background checks for employment purposes or bars employment based on criminal history. For purposes of this paragraph federal law shall include rules or regulations promulgated by a self-regulatory organization as defined in section 3(a)(26) of the securities exchange act of 1934, as amended.] 
(f) This subdivision shall not apply to any actions taken by an employer or agent thereof with regard to [an applicant for employment]: 
(1) [As] An applicant for employment or a current employee employed as a police officer or peace officer, as those terms are defined in subdivisions 33 and 34 of section 1.20 of the criminal procedure law, respectively, or at a law enforcement agency as that term is used in article [23-a] 23-A of the correction law, including but not limited to the police department, the fire department, the department of correction, the department of investigation, the department of probation, the division of child protection and the division of youth and family [services] justice of the administration for children’s services, the business integrity commission, and the district attorneys' offices; or 
(2)  An applicant for employment or a current employee employed in any position listed  in  the  determinations  of  personnel  published  as   a   commissioner's calendar item and listed on the website of the department   of   citywide  administrative  services  upon  a  determination  by  the   commissioner of  citywide  administrative  services  that  the  position involves law enforcement, is susceptible to bribery or other corruption, or  entails the provision of services to or safeguarding of persons who,   because of age, disability, infirmity or other condition, are vulnerable   to abuse. If the [department] employer takes adverse action against  any  applicant or employee based  on the [applicant's] person’s arrest or criminal conviction record, it shall  provide to the person a written copy, [of such analysis performed under article 23-a  of   the  correction  law  to  the  applicant]  in  a  form  and  manner to be determined by the department, of an analysis considering the relevant fair chance factors and concluding that either (i) there is a direct relationship between criminal history or alleged wrongdoing and the employment sought or held by the person; or (ii) the granting or continuation of the employment would involve an unreasonable risk to property or to the safety or welfare of specific individuals or the general public; or
 (3) An applicant for employment or a current employee employed in a position for which any federal, state or local law requires criminal background checks for employment purposes or bars employment based on criminal history. For purposes of this paragraph federal law shall include rules or regulations promulgated by a self-regulatory organization as defined in section 3(a)(26) of the securities exchange act of 1934, as amended.
(g) The provisions of this subdivision shall be enforceable against public agencies by a proceeding brought pursuant to article 78 of the civil practice law and rules, and the provisions of this subdivision shall be enforceable against private employers by the commission through the administrative procedure provided for in this chapter or as provided in chapter 5 of this title. [For purposes of this paragraph only, the terms "public agency" and "private employer" shall have the meaning given such terms in section seven hundred fifty of the correction law.] 
§ 7. The commission on human rights shall engage in outreach and education efforts regarding the rights of current and prospective employees, and the responsibilities of employers, established by this local law. Such outreach and education shall be directed at public and private employers, and the general public.
§ 8. This local law shall take effect 200 days after its enactment, provided, however, that the commissioner shall take any actions necessary prior to such effective date for the implementation of this local law including, but not limited to, the adoption of any necessary rules.
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Res. No.
..Title
Resolution recognizing January 27, 2020 as Holocaust Remembrance Day and the week beginning on January 27, 2020 as a citywide week of Holocaust Education in New York City
..Body
By Council Member Deutsch
Whereas, The Holocaust was the systematic, bureaucratic, and state-sponsored persecution and murder of six million Jews by the Nazi regime and its collaborators; and
Whereas, In addition to wiping out a third of the global Jewish population, the Nazi regime also undertook the targeted murder of minority groups, opposition forces and specific ethnic populations; and, 
Whereas, In total this killing resulted in the deaths of millions and included: homosexuals, people with disabilities, Jehovah’s Witnesses, resistance and opposition members, academics, and Gypsy (Roma), Serbian, non-Jewish Polish and Soviet civilians; and,  
Whereas, While all of these groups were deliberately targeted by the Nazi eugenics program or for their political opposition, the Holocaust, which occurred from 1933 to 1945, was due to the intense anti-Semitism and hatred toward the Jewish people that were living in Nazi Germany; and
Whereas, In efforts to exterminate the Jewish population, the Nazi regime established concentration camps, such as Aushwitz-Birkenau and Majdanek, of which Jewish men, women and children, as well as opponents to the Nazis, were herded into, to experience terrible living conditions, inhumane medical experimentation, torture and mass killings; and
Whereas, Due to the atrocities committed by the Nazi regime during the Holocaust, there is no way in which the Jewish people and world can ever fully recover, however, in efforts to partially rectify the past, every possible positive effort should be made to ensure that all those who suffered as a result of the Holocaust be remembered and future generations learn from the past to prevent a similar event from ever occurring again; and 
Whereas, In efforts to ensure this, dedicating January 27, 2020 as Holocaust Remembrance Day and the week beginning on January 27, 2020 as a citywide week of Holocaust Education in New York City would: commemorate the six million Jewish people who died during the Holocaust, effectively teach City residents about the past, encourage empathy towards others and ultimately improve the City’s future; and 
Whereas, Recognizing January 27, 2020 as Holocaust Remembrance Day in New York City would also show international solidarity and encourage the preservation of humanity worldwide, as International Holocaust Remembrance Day occurs on the same day; and 
Whereas, In addition, a citywide week of Holocaust Education beginning on January 27, 2020 throughout New York City’s schools would foster empathy between City residents, beginning with the children themselves, through the learning of this important historical event and the impacts it has had on the present-day world; and 
Whereas, As there are about 40,000 Holocaust survivors living in New York City and Long Island, according to Selfhelp Community Services Inc., a nonprofit that cares for older adults through a specific Holocaust Survivor program, it is important to those survivors that the history Holocaust, specifically those who died as a result of this event, is remembered and taught within New York City; and
Whereas, Recognizing January 27, 2020 as Holocaust Remembrance Day and the week beginning January 27, 2020 as a citywide week of Holocaust Education in new York City would help make the city a better place by valuing humanity above all else, remembering those who have died and survived in the Holocaust and preventing similar event from ever happening again; now therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York recognizes January 27, 2020 as Holocaust Remembrance Day and the week beginning on January 27, 2020 as a citywide week of Holocaust Education in New York City
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