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July 29, 2024

The Honorable Michael McSweeney
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
141 Worth Street

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mr. McSweeney:

On behalf of the New York City Charter Revision Commission and pursuant to Section
36(5)(b) of the Municipal Home Rule Law, please find a proposal for amendments to
the New York City Charter for filing with your office.

Also included are: ballot proposals to be submitted to the New York City voters at the
next general election scheduled for November 5, 2024; abstracts describing the
revisions of the Charter and how they should be effectuated; translations of the ballot
proposals and recommended abstracts; the final report of the 2024 New York City
Charter Revision Commission describing the proposals and the work of the
Commission; and the Resolution of the Charter Revision Commission directing the
Office of the City Clerk to prepare for the proposed amendments to be submitted to
New York City voters on November 5, 2024,

Please contact the Commission’s General Counsel, Edward Kiernan, with any
questions related to this submission.

erely,

Enclosures:

Resolution of the 2024 Charter Revision Commission, dated July 25, 2024,
Five ballot proposals and recommended abstracts for each question;
Translations of ballot questions and recommended abstracts for each question;
Memorandum of Notice to the City Clerk;

Proposed amendments to the New York City Charter; and

Adopted Final Report of the 2024 New York City Charter Revision Commissicn
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Dear Mr. McSweeney:

On behalf of the New York City Charter Revision Commission and pursuant to Section
36(5)(b) of the Municipal Home Rule Law, please find a proposal for amendments to
the New York City Charter for filing with your office.

Also included are: ballot proposals to be submitted to the New York City voters at the
next general election scheduled for November 5, 2024; abstracts describing the
revisions of the Charter and how they should be effectuated; translations of the ballot
proposals and recommended abstracts; the final report of the 2024 New York City
Charter Revision Commission describing the proposals and the work of the
Commission; and the Resolution of the Charter Revision Commission directing the
Office of the City Clerk to prepare for the proposed amendments to be submitted to
New York City voters on November 5, 2024.

Please contact the Commission’s General Counsel, Edward Kiernan, with any
questions related to this submission.
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1. Resolution of the 2024 Charter Revision Commission, dated July 25, 2024;
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Resolution of the
New York City Charter Revision Commission



Charter Revision Commission

RESOLUTION OF
THE NEW YORK CITY CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION

dated July 25, 2024, in relation to the filing with the City Clerk of proposals
revising the city charter and questions therefor for the purpose of having the same
submitted to the electors of the City at the general election held November fifth,

two thousand and twenty-four, and the adoption of a report relating thereto.

Resolved; that pursuant to Section 36 of the Municipal Home Rule Law, five
proposals to amend the charter of the City of New York with the appropriate ballot
questions and the amendments to be effected upon the approval of such questions
are attached hereto, to be filed with the City Clerk of the City of New York on or

before September twenty-ninth, two thousand and twenty-four; and be it further

Resolved, that the City Clerk of the City of New York shall take such action
as may be required by law to provide for the submission of the said revisions to the
electors of the City of New York at the general election to be held on November

fifth, two thousand and twenty-four; and be it further

Resolved, that the Commission hereby adopts the report that is attached
hereto; and be it further



Resolved, that the Commission hereby authorizes and delegates to the Chair,
the Executive Director and other staff, and the Office of the Corporation Counsel the
duty and power to take all necessary and/or appropriate actions to effectuate the
placement of the questions on the ballot in accordance with section 36 of the
Municipal Home Rule Law, including but not limited to the consolidation of
amendments and changes presented to the Commission today into the relevant text,
inclusion of non-substantive technical changes to the documents attached hereto, the
finalization of ballot abstracts pursuant to law, substantially in the form attached
hereto, the preparation of other material to be appended to the final report including
documentation memorializing the proceedings of the commission, and other
materials relevant to the Commission's deliberations, and the defense or
commencement of litigation to effectuate such placement on the ballot, and to
provide for such publication and other publicity as may be appropriate to ensure that
the public is adequately informed about the proposals, including in reliance on the

resources of the Office of the Mayor and other City agencies.

The foregoing resolution was adopted by the New York City Charter Revision

by a vote of in favor, ()  opposed, with | not present.
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Ballot Questions and Recommended Abstracts



Ballot Questions

Ballot Question 2

Cleaning Public Property
This proposal would amend the City Charter to expand and clarify the
Department of Sanitation’s power to clean streets and other City property and require

disposal of waste in containers.

Voting “Yes” will expand and clarify the Department of Sanitation’s power
to clean streets and other City property and require disposal of waste in containers.

Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.

Ballot Question 3
Additional Estimates of the Cost of Proposed Laws and Updates to Budget Deadlines

This proposal would amend the City Charter to require fiscal analysis from
the Council before hearings and votes on laws, authorize fiscal analysis from the

Mayor, and update budget deadlines.

Voting “Yes” would amend the City Charter to require additional fiscal
analysis prior to hearings and votes on local laws, and update budget deadlines.

Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.



Ballot Question 4
More Notice and Time Before Votes on Public Safety Legislation

This proposal would require additional public notice and time before the City
Council votes on laws respecting the public safety operations of the Police,

Correction, or Fire Departments.

Voting “Yes” will require additional notice and time before the Council votes
on laws respecting public safety operations of the Police, Correction, or Fire

Departments. Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.

Ballot Question 5

Capital Planning

This proposal would amend the City Charter to require more detail in the
annual assessment of City facilities, mandate that facility needs inform capital
planning, and update capital planning deadlines.

Voting “Yes” would require more detail when assessing maintenance needs of
City facilities, mandate that facility needs inform capital planning, and update capital

planning deadlines. Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.



Ballot Question 6

Minority and Women-Owned Business Enterprises (MWBEs), Film Permits, and

Archive Review Boards

This proposal would amend the City Charter to establish the Chief Business
Diversity Officer (CBDO), authorize the Mayor to designate the office that issues

film permits, and combine archive boards.

Voting “Yes” would establish the CBDO to support MWBESs, authorize the
Mayor to designate the office that issues film permits, and combine two boards.

Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.



Abstracts
Ballot Question 2: Cleaning Public Property

The Department of Sanitation (DSNY) is responsible for the cleanliness of
New York’s streets and the disposal of waste. The current Charter grants the DSNY
Commissioner the power to adopt regulations relating to the use of sidewalks for
disposal of refuse and to issue violations for failure to comply with such regulations
punishable by fine, imprisonment, or civil penalty. The Charter currently does not
expressly set forth any requirement to containerize refuse—even though DSNY has
issued several rules that limit the amount of time that non-containerized refuse
spends on City streets. The current Charter also does not provide DSNY with
jurisdiction over certain property, such as parks and highway medians. Additionally,
while the Office of Street Vendor Enforcement 1s housed within DSNY, the Office
does not have the authority to enforce vending on certain City properties, such as in

parks.

The proposed amendments would clarify that DSNY has jurisdiction to clean
all City property at the Mayor’s direction. The proposed changes would also clarify
that DSNY has the authority to ensure that street vendors comply with sanitation
requirements not just on the streets but on other City-owned properties. Lastly, this
proposal would expressly recognize DSNY’s authority to regulate the proper
placement of bags of refuse on the sidewalk, including by requiring that waste be

placed in containers.



Ballot Question 3: Additional Estimates of the Cost of Proposed Laws
and Updates to Budget Deadlines

This proposal would require additional analysis of the fiscal impacts of

proposed local laws. The proposal would also update certain budget timelines.

First, the amendment would require the Council to estimate the cost of
proposed laws prior to a public hearing by a Council committee and prior to a full
vote of the Council. It would also require the Council to provide an opportunity for
the Mayor’s Office of Management and Budget to submit its own estimate in a timely

manner.

Currently, the Charter requires a Fiscal Impact Statement before a vote on a
local law by a Council Committee and before a vote by the full Council. It does not
specify who should develop those Statements, but in practice the Council formulates
them. This amendment would codify the Council’s role. It would also move the
Fiscal Impact Statement requirement earlier in the legislative process by requiring
them before public hearings. Further, as noted above, the amendment would ensure
that the Mayor, acting through the Office of Management and Budget, has an
opportunity to submit financial estimates. As a result, Fiscal Impact Statements
would, with this amendment, generally contain two estimates: one from the Council
itself, and one from the Mayor. Specifically, the amendment would require that the
Council give eight days’ notice to the Mayor (unless the Mayor waives the notice)
before holding a public hearing or a full Council vote on a proposed local law,
allowing the Office of Management and Budget to provide its own financial
estimate. However, if that office has not responded at least three days before the

hearing or vote, the Council could still move forward with such hearing or vote.



Second, this amendment would update several budget-related deadlines in the
Charter, with the intention of reflecting modern practices. In particular, it would give
new mayoral administrations more time to compose a preliminary budget by
extending the deadline for the preliminary budget from January 16" to February 1%
in years following a mayoral election. There is precedent for this: recognizing that
the existing January 16" deadline can be difficult for a new administration to meet,
on past occasions the City Council has passed local laws that extend the deadline for
submitting the preliminary budget when a new Mayor enters office. The proposed
amendment would similarly update related budget deadlines to accommodate the
new preliminary budget deadline: in years following a mayoral election, the deadline
for the Mayor to submit a preliminary certificate on capital debt and obligations
would be extended from January 16™ to February 1%, and the deadline for the
Independent Budget Office to report on revenues and expenditures would be

extended from February 1% to February 15%.

Likewise, with the intention of promoting a more accurate executive budget,
this amendment would extend the deadline for submitting the executive budget from
April 26™ to May 1. The Charter presently requires the Mayor to submit an
executive budget on April 26™. That date falls shortly after the April 15" tax
deadline, which gives the City relevant information about tax collections. A short
extension of the executive budget deadline—to May 1%—would give the Office of
Management and Budget more time to determine likely revenue. The amendment
would accordingly extend the deadline for Borough President recommendations on

the executive budget from May 6™ to May 13™.



Ballot Question 4: More Input on Public Safety Legislation

This amendment would establish additional procedural requirements before
the Council votes on proposed local laws respecting the public safety operations of
three City agencies: the Police Department, Department of Correction, or Fire

Department.

Prior to a vote by the full Council on a covered public safety proposal, the
Council would be required to give an additional notice to the public, the Mayor, and
the commissioner of each affected agency at least 30 days in advance of such vote.
The Mayor and affected agencies could use the period between such notice and such
vote to hold one or more additional public hearings on the proposal in order to solicit
additional public input. The Mayor could waive the additional procedures imposed

by this amendment.



Ballot Question 5: Capital Planning

The City engages in regular capital planning to determine how to invest in its
infrastructure. As part of that assessment, information about the City’s infrastructure
is collected and shared through several documents, including the annual Citywide
Statement of Needs, the annual inventory of city facilities, and the bi-annual Ten-
Year Capital Strategy. All three documents provide information about the City’s
existing infrastructure and planned investments. However, the Charter does not
explicitly require the City, when developing the Statement of Needs, to look at
maintenance and repair. Nor does it require the City, its Ten-Year Capital Strategy,

to consider its official facility inventory or Statement of Needs.

The proposed amendments would require that the City, when assessing
significant City facility expansions and reductions in its annual Statement of Needs,
also collect information related to maintenance needs, like the condition, function,
and estimated useful life of all City facilities, to the extent practicable. The
amendments would also require that the Department of City Planning and the Office
of Management and Budget, when developing the Ten-Year Capital Strategy,
consider City facility conditions and maintenance needs, together with other factors
such as geographic distribution, impact on resiliency, and the importance of facilities
for agency operations. The amendments would change the date that the Ten-Year
Capital Strategy is due from November 1% to align with the date for the City’s
preliminary budget, which is currently January 16", The amendments would
similarly change the date for the public hearing associated with the Ten-Year Capital

Strategy to accommodate the later date for the initial submission.



Ballot Question 6: Minority and Women-Owned Business Enterprises

(MWBEs), Film Permits, and Archive Review Boards
This amendment would revise several provisions in the Charter.

First, to support minority and women-owned business enterprises (MWBEs),
this amendment would establish the Chief Business Diversity Officer (CBDO) in the
Charter. It would also provide that the CBDO will serve as the point of contact for
MWBEs, evaluate the efficacy of the City’s policies to address disparities in

procurement, and propose needed changes to city policy.

Second, this amendment would empower the Mayor to give the office that
processes film permits—the Mayor’s Office of Media and Entertainment
(MOME)—the power to issue those permits. At present, the City Charter only gives
the power to issue permits for film and television to the Department of Small
Business Services. As a result, to discharge its film permitting duties and perform its
mission to strengthen New York City’s creative economy, the Commissioner of
MOME is an employee of the Department of Small Business Services. Other MOME
employees do not have the ability to grant film and television permits if the
Commissioner is unable to fulfill their duties or if the position is temporarily vacant.
The proposed amendment would empower the Mayor to designate another City
agency to grant these permits, allowing the Mayor to designate MOME and ensure

other MOME employees can exercise this authority when appropriate.

Third, this amendment would combine two Charter-created boards that focus
on review of municipal archives. Under the current Charter, the City must maintain
both the Archival Review Board and the Archives, Reference and Research Advisory
Board. These boards have similar missions and annual reporting mandates. This

proposed amendment would combine the Archival Review Board and the Archives,



Reference and Research Board into one body, the Municipal Archives and Library
Advisory Board, in an effort to promote efficiency and save City resources. This

proposed amendment would take effect immediately.



m

Charter Revision Commission

Section 3

Translations of Ballot Questions and
Recommended Abstracts

Arabic
Bengali
Chinese (Simplified)
Chinese (Traditional)
French
Haitian Creole
Italian
Korean
Polish
Russian
Spanish
Urdu
Yiddish

Certificates of Translation



m

Charter Revision Commission

Arabic
Translations of Ballot Questions

and Recommended Abstracts



&1 Y )

Lale) cilSlicall Caikiiy

W e 5 g ol sl Cadats & ddlaill 5 )la) dndla mida gy aos s o Al (Ble = il 138 Jazaus
b gl A cllal) e palisl) Gllaty g Aaal) Giklias g

QilSlian (pe la e 5 g ) pdl) ot 8 d8Uaill 3] Ana muia sy a8 (S ariy o Gy guaill
o 093 (il Bl 3 (Y oy el Lal Ol glall 8 il e paliil) clillaia s Al

Ballot Question 2 — Arabic



aﬁu‘ Q1 S!.- n ~..). ot L')Q ‘};ﬁ

Gl ey A e galdill g & gan gl sh Al e Agsue (DSNY) adlaill 500 223
Dhaal s ddaill o aliiill diea HY1 aladcinly daleiall g0 5l Slaie) ddabe A8l 3 )y (2 sie sl
o Y Al Lgaall 5 el 5 del el Lale ey 1 sl aded JUGY) ane] i
38 48kl 553 of e a2 ) e - dgal) 8 ddladll paca gl byl gl e e IS W Sl
Ao pnge e Al ol el A Aaladll 4 A8 Al Gl laie e 2ad 2ol @ B Gl
Gilaall Jie dipme clSliae o dadlall didaill 5 la) Wayl el Gluel xiey ¥ LS 4l
il saiall Cuailll ol 8 M) S e O (e a2 DU e el ) AilaYl day pud) k) cililaiag
Jie diaa) ClSliee Gary o all ool 8 38 Ladla 4l el oSl o8 sl 5 ey ay
Gilasl)

a5 Gle aly dpad) clSlies A8S Calaiil A dlall 43Ul 5 jla) sl ()l da yEall COLasil) i s
Oshsaiall deldl a3l o Gl & ddabud) Ld A8l 3 510 ol da i) & sl i g LS Baend)
G yins ol poal s Anadll o gas ) o AN ClSliadl b Lail g & ) sl 8 daid (pud daUill culllatag
Loy hia,¥) e nli JS50 Al ST paa g alati 3 483l 500 Alaliy 3al joa - i) 13
el il a8 Al g g ol il olly

Ballot Question 2 Abstract — Arabic



£ 18

L) jaall Ll il 8 olEan Ty o hal il sl IS Ll ) il e 5o

el L] ol U (ol (o Ll SUlas ey s sl e 7 sl 13 Jom
A 50l Bl s sl i Btenl (3 (e I s s (1 ) e

Ji s glain¥) clula U8 Lala) Lile Sidas Gl Cuny L) (e ot (Jay qpaiy = Sy gosil
Gl sl 08 Yy oy aail) Lol Al el Al s gal) Edag s cddaall il 8 oy guail

BTINSEY

Ballot Question 3 — Arabic



i) el sl & cliaailly ds el il gall Aalal A@lay) il e s se
Euanty Ll o sl o by Aa itall ddaall il 8l Alal) S0 Tilia) Sdas - jidall 138 allaions
A aall i 3l Jglaad) (e

Ll U8 (e ddall plain¥) duds J8 ds jiad) ol gl 380S5 5008 (sl (e Jpaedl) ko Y
Baanll il dua ) dall) udaall (o Jpaxdll il LS Galaall JalSll gy gl 5 (alaall
cmtmlial) ¢ ) & Aala) a3l il A0 el 5 5 lad

S8 Calaal) Dial U8 e o 5l gl o cypeaill J8 )l gly Gl Gl Llls
O alall a1y lad) 138 i O it A dgall 2any Y sa s At JalSy (alaall g
Ol Gl e s 4l WS cgulaall 50 plaiy of Qi) 13 (L ey o laaly alaall o8y
Glada 8 a4 bl 8 JUS (e Apmg il Aleall e JSae iy (B ey Gy Ll
31Y) iy Sliae Baeadl U () el Ganaps oDle Jan o LS5 celld e 3 0le Aalall g laias|
DA e ple J ) il Gl i oA Aagy Al ol il 085 da i (A jaall
G daaadl) Gl cxaatll aa g ey saeall (o JAY) 5 cdads Galaal) e Laaaald 1o s Jaaetll 138
gl duds die Jd (LladY! oo saeadl 5L Al L) saeall 1) ol Al saad 1 5la] Gulaall aniy
2238 A Saal) 5 310Y) S ey Lae o e (e 058 (gl e alaall JalSI oy uail) 51 alal
s plaial) Auls e JBYI e AU1 A0 08 il 13 3y a) 1) cclld aa s Aalal) Alall as) s
il g lainl) Auls A G il Gulaall (SGL R iy sl

Mad daly @lldg (Gliall (A A jaddl Alaie Al ue)ge s Cpaat Gl 13 o ghan Ll
Al e aoda st sl (e 13y 30 Bpaad) dpalid) Sl oY) miegn (e padd) day oy Apaad) il laall
i Al gidl (B i 1 Y b 16 e Y Al aall (Sl ae sall daai J3A (e A
35l 16 4 el Sl ae sall of Aaall Gadas (e &) 1elld A8 Gllia 5 dalll cilany)
e gall dadi Agdae (il 8 Al Cilanlia 8 1 28y Ll saaad) 3l e craall e o5
ye) gall el Jiaadll Edaga (Jidllyy Avaio 2ia Biae s Ladie 40 6¥) 4 jaall sl Jilgal
Ciad A il A A jaall aaall Sl ae sal) el Al jally dlall culd Al
Adlansl Ll el 330 5 ¢ saall ol A0 of 3algid Baead) apaiil el ae sall myaad ats (dyald) cillay)

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Arabic



s gRYL Juia) 4l jaall (S aldl Jledll ae gall dad g <l pd 1 Y b 16 e

815 Gl d 1 e Sl 5 bl Y
Al aal) il i) ae sall 2aap ol 138 0l Ay ST 4,005 A jae et Chagry cJilae JSi
ol 26 (8 L A e i Baeall e Wl Gl ey 3) ¢ ile 1 ) danl 26 (e Al
Lpall miay (535 «Jal 15 8 Ay pall el 2o gall (o juad iy ey a4l ) 12a Canbiay g
i - Aaail) 4 Haall Jledll e sall juadll yadil) ) | uall Juast Jsa diall @ld Gila slal)
Sle 2lys Aldadl clol ¥ aaadl b g e 13 e Al el s 3 lY1 (e it - sibe (e JY)
il 13 G e 6 (e bl Al el Gl Al Qi) a5l leill e gall Jawil) daps el

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Arabic



&) BV J) s
Laladl Dl Cilay it Gadle ey puaill 8 Jghal < g5 Sla) e

e Al udae oy gea i Jghal Bl g ila) ple lad) elac) ) 5EY) 138 (s
clalay) o cbadayl of dda pal) el jlay dabad) Ladlad) cillasy Aalatiall (il o)

orlaall Sy gt 8 Jshl G55 ilia) ple jladt) slac) o) 8Y) Maad oy guclll (o s
aludl o cilbiaSlay) sl dda il Lgy a5l daladl adall Cililars Aaleiall il 5l e
D O 53 Ol sl & MY el e ladaY)

Ballot Question 4 — Arabic



Aalad) Al Cilay i Gadle e Cypeaill 8 Jgal ci g Sla) e

Ol Al e Galaall g J8 dilia) 40 ) Cladlaie Jaedl) 138 auiay
51 Al & OIS 5 O Aalal) L) illee o yind Al s il dladll
clalay) 5 1) of eculaadall s o) sl cdda i),

Gl o sadiall dalalldadld) & jiia Ao 4% JalSy Gulaall oy gt 8
e G AIS 5 JS (i sa g Apalill Gt )5 ) sgendl ) jlad] el (ulaall(ge
VIS 5l Bl padiin O (Say .y gaaill 138 o BV o a2 30 Ji g sumgally
oliy ST 5l ddla) dale ¢ L) Al 8al g gualll g LY (8 il 5 5 uiaiall
e JUE alil) G )l a5 Adla) dde @A e Jgeanll dal (e 1 B
(Jeanill 138 Lgm 5y 31 ALY le) yaY)

Ballot Question 4 Abstract — Arabic



&1 Y )

Jall () Lol

ooty Anaall 3 el (g piall aail) 8 Jraliil) (e T je el Annal) (Gl ) 138 Japn
Al Gl Jadadal Aaledl) v gall Enaai s Jlall uly Jashads 8 331 el cilalialy La iuY)

ol il 5 dipaall (38 jal Dlpall Glalial o vie Jualdll o 3 el Gl ey @azin o Gy szl
Ll Jlall Gl el d0leill ) sall oty Jlall Gl Jagads 8 (380 jall Clalgialy ol yiuY)
oS O30 Ol Al (308 (Y o Sy el

Ballot Question 5 — Arabic



Ul il daidads e 3o 9e

138 e ¢3Sy Al Wiy 4 L) 4 apaadl Jlall Gl )l aliisall Jagaddll & dpaall o jlis
Obe el (8 Lay (3l 32 JAA (e LS jliie s dpaall 4adil) Al Jsa Slaslaall pan oy il
il JLl (al ) dag) sl 5 A5aall 381 el (g gl 2 jall s Ainall (5 e o (g gl ClalpaYl
ey 5 Al Adlad) Agaill Al Jsa laglaa EOAI G paes a2y Ay il Caial
s die ZOuaYls Dluall L8 dnadl i of dal e =i Y @l Gl ) gay L) il
A el Jlall Gl ) Al i) 8 Jlie W) Guey 34l o daall (e da iy Y 4l LS cclaliial ol
labia¥) oy sl gl 38l s L Aalal)

O o3 Aiaall (380 el 35l ilizadidl) 5 Claas i) i die Al a8 ) Aa el Ol bl
ALl eall s dads gl Alall Jie dlpall claloaly dilaiadl Gleglaadl gany o siall clalgay)
Lagass 5 o) lan of Leal @bl allats LS Glee cSaall aall L cdiaadl 38 50 aeal il
Lpaall 3850 Ala 8 Ll Gl ) Ay il dadl ) auay die il Jaall 5 3 laY) iia s Al
Lanly Digoal o il Soaal gl Jie oAl dalse s ) diluall e Lelalial
Oe Apdall Jlal Gl Aaal il GBlaaiul sl Ol psie gl cllead Lually 331l
o (Jialhs iy 16 Wla 5oy cdinall Y Al el ol pe B b (e JsY)
GO Zo ) o) i A el Jladl (el 5 Apagl iy ddadi el dalall ¢ Lain¥) dula 2o ga @iBandll
(shsY1 allall sl

Ballot Question 5 Abstract — Arabic



&1 58y J) s

daalpo pullaag 226Y) s jlais (MWBE) ¢ luill 5 Ll 48 slaad] 4y lail] Ciliss sall Ge s sa
i)Yl

«(CBDO) suladll g sl ilhge nS cuaie ol &b Cusy Aadl Gl il 1 Jans
i V) dae zad s @MY sl jaay Al CiSall (e Baeall (o s g

LB AS slaall 4y jlail) il all aedl (g lail) ¢ sl ik ge paS Gt i qpain o Cy sl
o Cypaill Ll Gaalaall zeds (Y] il jaiay o) Sl Gail Baaall (o siig celusill

om0 ol Al 848 YWy

Ballot Question 6 — Arabic



28N o juais (MWBE) sluall s il 48 glaall 4 jladll cilisssall e S 5a
Cand )Y Axal ye Gl
(il (8 alSal 3ac Jaail) 138 Jiepn

& sl il se € Cuaie Jaoadll 13a i celuaill s LI S glaall Ay jladl) il sl peal (Y
Jlusi) Adas 4lay (g jlall g5l il € oS0 O o (a3l & (CBDO) ¢ tadll
b bl Aallaad Aaal) Clulps ddled a2 iy ()l 5 eloall 5 LI AS glaall 4 lail) a3l
Aaal) Ll A 3O ) &) 585 il jidiall

Ao M saend) (aiSa - DY) el juay A S e (e Baendl Juaedll 13 R (LS
Dl ddals Al (3l miey ¢ gualall Ci gl 8 il o3 ol dlalu - (MOME) 44 il
Dzl ciliad g bl G5 el A 5yl Je Y1 ciledd 510y dadh ¢ 5 58l 5 Laipd) ey
Baanll (e agie Ol ) gsn Aipda B oo laY) SLaBY) G el Lgtege ool g aDUDU oyl
Cia AN (sl sall aidiy Y 5 peall JleeY) @ilad 350 4 Calga a4 il 5 e
sl o HalE e Goasdall S 1Y) g 38kl 5 2DV sl mie o 38l 48 5ill 5 2dle 3 Saeal)
s e A A (e (e Baeall i) Joamill (Rap Bga 3 eld dida gl cil€ 1)l 4l
O (o 2SN 5 48 51l g Dl DU Baandl (S (ia sia Cpadty Blexd] prany Las (g laaill 228 zial digadll
ey vie Ladlall o3a A jlas agiSay (Sl 13a 0 AV (pals sl

G Al Cadl daal e e O3S0 Bl el cpadae g Jaaadl 138 s LG
Cand V) alaa s Caid Y dxal e Gdae e JS 2ga e Anad) Badlas o sy e Jlad) @l
O el Jaanil) 138 ganan A g )85 alga s Al plen Cpulaall (el a5 anl all 5
B E< FEREN P SN P I SU BN P SN EW PR T3 | R COPRE T [ PN EPERER:
Joail) 138 Jadans Anaall 3l se b gig 5Ll 3y e A glae & Gl g cclai€all 5 Candi 3 aldl

58 e 2amll G - iRl

Ballot Question 6 Abstract — Arabic



m

Charter Revision Commission

Bengali
Translations of Ballot Questions

and Recommended Abstracts



CUGIACERAE
TGN ZING VTHIT BT

A2 B IR ABT I NI *=(ID AN A TR FAE Gy
SO R el HHR® G =T FACO 92 A Tl (Feld
G5 G BB ST A |

SINCO*N IO el IO 472 ASBT I AN AR
SRS AR PR G "=I"-(S (S5 (RSN ] AT VAT (FeAF (7w
=% FACO ATAGH 2| "I FRIAR (16 MATe W2 AT A1 I 1

Ballot Question 2 — Bengali



SO AT TSR HFHE s
G 2T ABF AT 72 IGY NS G fGAHT6 =]

STfTEN (DSNY) WA ISV GO DSNY FNHNAE FOATS
WRGA (TR RTT AT ARG A=Y FAR A7 GIRINEI, FRMS A
(RO NTVACS AR YR AR A (N TGN FAEA *ME 9N S
HNO! AV FE| IO B WA NTARK FCORNRAIRG B G
(FNS ATAGNTOl *ATONI OrEY FA [FG DSNY (@ Fg fIW TifF
PER (IR AT BT FEOARIRGS IR W FAE Y96 FAE
STNIE HN© FE | IOV GIORIG [RION AP I8 28T NGI= N
fRfiE fFR ZMN BT DSNY-(F LS M FE N | JRTTS, TN WfEH
W] FRE (OOF INCHIING DSNY-IF N AS9S 2, N g
AT *=R TS, (TN AF (S AT FAR W (F2

ABIRIS JLTHNLRT =T FAI (T (VAR NI DSNY-GF *I=(I 57
ANH AR FAF T WY AB[O ARION WES 18 FAW (T
STNIGN ATITGNITOT (NN 5o O [N*6® FAE G DSNY-IF IOF
AR OH (TS, AR AVRIG FOATS (WA (FeA A5 AdF BNA
AN [NTFT FA G0 DSNY-IF FOGLF TN (W11 NHE Fa1
NG (FAR FIP1S (R

Ballot Question 2 Abstract — Bengali



IO
FFO H2AF YT WG AN J7¢ IMGLHT STNTTNINT AVCH

ST BT

A2 AV *1R(J BI6IE HTNLN FAE RN QAN & (GG S
FIOHET WP R IO, (VR (A A0S R[{ewey
ST FA J32 TGO TATAN FATH6 FAK|

"R"-(S (16 MTeT *IRIF BIGIT FLTNLN FAT (S IO BT R0
@GN 8 (SN A AN WAF [CATER Ao [RAT 38
GG STNIAN FHGE FAT I "1 RO (16 AT WA Ao
FA I

Ballot Question 3 — Bengali



ABIRS WRF T AO[I@ g uT ¢ ATGLOT SHNTAN

Ao GG FAT
A2 HBIITS T WRAT WA 0FF AN [ROAICRT ATIGA

2| AVRIG TGOS [NIHE TATANS AATGE FAE|

AATS, FATNYNT TN FIO™e BINOF NN GAINNT ST
™S G FIGHCEF AT (OB AT FIOHAH AV WR(NF U6
AN FACO Q| (TIERT AHT T WICAGINDT 98 TG0 TNTNO
NGT WA Gl (RS G FIGHATP A5 RN FACO (S|

Y, TS FINOI NHITN ZINT F2A A (S16 (ST AT
32 AT FIGMTAT (OIBT ST GO Gy AF(0 o NS
CBOHING ATGH X A2 CHLIND AT AR ©f W FI 1, (53
IV PGl (T (OfF ST QR SN FIOMCeA Il [z
FEI A6 TIFIR QNNT T ATIGN AR W2 ATFAR S
fEFoTPIet BN CEBINCHH ATIGAITONFS AR (M| JRNG18, SHH
O RIS, (N, WANGLNT 8 IMSLOT NPT NN FGy PR,
WP WA G (RS ST AN [FAT ©F AL 60 FAQ|
IR e, el NG COBINCD, R TN A%, FKETS 7o
SN B B0 PIGHIEAT 5 (A A9 WA (IR 215 (AT |
RIS, STTMLNF TN (T FIOHe (NTIE W6 Mg (161 fre =1
@A™ [ (IFF (WO AOT=RF FAA) AR FAT WRAT BN ABI6
TGN QWHIN AR FIOHET (G160 (MOTR WY, WP |
TITNGCNH 3% TGO AW FAL WYNS Gy Ol [NGF WL F Soyq
RN TG =S | IS, (1R WeS I I A1 (ONGT A@© fod =

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Bengali



WY B&F N (M, OIR(AS FIGHMA 2 YITNT SN AT (6 T NF0!
ARCH [NT® S|

fFolTe, q3 SN IBAMRMO FAR NGATY, N7 (7 g
ATGO-THNFS AATAN WG FIR| [eogs, e (w97 =R
fNfo® ST IS STV 16 G (ATF | (FIIRT N AAF
JMCGOT TNTAN MG ANANF MGG 6 FAL G N9~ (VT
FISTNIF WS SINY (M| AR TR WS (IR W (ATF AT 16
G STAAA TGN 2FTSTNT ANTCF YT FAT O 20O A ©f FFF
FE, WCAT TS NZ(I FIOH N W2 AN BAR N JFG
TG (X AT AR ST AT 0GB Gl (HSVE STUTAN ARG
(M| VIR FATNA AP RSN @ ATANF TGO ST Syt
JRRE FARE G STHFO NGO TNAN FGE FA: (VTF
B 3T IRIVBACO, (I TAL AT 72 INALFOR [IT
GF6 AT MG G (RS STNIANT 16 SIS (A 1 (PPN
JIOIAT =(F A2 FIR TGO WFCTI AGF & FCIL [[RCANTCEI STNTANT 1
(AT 15 (PR S I =

JF2ONJ, WS [NGe AfFE0C ATTE AB I, g2 FLTNLNO
O (M8 TR (A2 TG STATANT 26 AT (AT 1 (T 21S IS 2|
JONMA BTG (VISP 26 AN W AFGG® ICSOG Gl Are =
*ZI(F BN AR TP APIHF O (T N W46 15 A
I TSINE *[°[R x| ARFFCOE ACGE STNISN SNy
JOMA—1 (W (AF—FBIF AGF VR T WA S WAGNG
3¢ ITGHLF NS TN AW FA1 20 | AT (AATOTHF AT Soyrsit

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Bengali



A3 SN 6 (X (A 13 (0 218 AfHAF O ITHE STHNTSNT IR
RE|

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Bengali



O] AN
GV @] Q2 (Public Safety Legislation) (OITGT QT WO/ (V5% 8

STNF
AT, STTNLN I T FGAOINCoT G2l IR [
SIS SO (OIE TS G2 ABIRL GV WS [Ae ATfTH (NIo*T 473

STNCIF ATIO XA
“ZGP* (OI6 MteT Afe™), STTMEN A TN fFGAHINCHT G NS

ATIG R | “q” (016 e |z WA [{I o AR |

Ballot Question 4 — Bengali



G NAINST W2V IEINE (Public Safety Legislation Abstract)
SNF® (OI6T WS WOHS (WG e TN
g2 SR fQeg foxe S aro™e oA er srferag

SLEPTE AV BINT AN FIOHEAF (ONGF W Nod& A7 ors
SIRAISTEAT AT FAW: AT fGAHGTND, SFtNew fSbrw5, I TR
GGG |

30 ABYS GRS AV o FOHEAI (N6 A
TEAINRY, (TH A3 A HeiRe qo™F FHRANREE 43 &S
(OB FAATTF 30 A7 ST FIOHAE AT JF6 (+o= fAre ([
(VTR 8 HOIR® UG QTAT AT AR 240 WA AL ERTE AV
R AT IF I JFMES STTYF L TGN FACO AR G (N6
32 AR O (NG NHIFE ANAEF FIOY A9MS AR (NI AR

STNYNIF NN WS WS TS NGO Rfeirs Fro e A |

Ballot Question 4 Abstract — Bengali



ENGICERAR
FBINAGIT 572 Zp1 & 2T

G2 AVRIG *IRIF IR TN FA (TN *IRIF YR AR
TETIIRCA WHS W AT =, R SRLE Gy FIHCIA SHFIS 2e
TS R RS BN HTFTS LTI AT DATGE FACO R(A|

RIS ST S EPTS FHNIHLV ATAGRITOIF eI BRI TN
"R (OT6 (METF T SIS AT [ TG =0, WSO (T R
PIHOE SIS AT TNICO (T A7 PIHACE SIS AT NI
ST SATTE FACS I | "I FROAR (16 e T2 ARION FA1 2
|

Ballot Question 5 — Bengali



S 51T amfae

= [NTGR AR I RN FI0© 2T ©f R FI0©
fNafie FNH0E amfae TS AHF| YT =g R, #2094
NFIPTSCAT ST(F BT AR FT *F, K N IR AP HGSNRG
CHEIN W] NG, *IXFF SRUR ARE SIferpr (1e 4-{F - IRR
PO SIS (SN [T THACHI W I F4T1 =71 fOxf6
GHINGR *RIT AN (ATF AP AP 4] 20 [N S Prs
ST OUT AW 91 2T | IS BTOIE TN *12EF ATAGRITO] TGS
COBING (OfF FA TANY TFMIHY ]S (VAN B AP NG (M AT
AS *IR(FAI W IR PIACET HEIS (PR, WIBOTI S
2NOGF T ATAGTOR RIS [RIEA FAR ATICH (F2

BRSO FLTNLN A G *RAIL SIHITAT 9 SGFIS R[0T
IO STF JRF ATAGNTOR (CHHIND A TN YN FAF
ST, THMIHOR ATAGRITOR AT TIPS 918 AR FAWE, (TN
SIS MREAT IR NI, FRFIEO] I AANFONI GIRIAAANA
IIRIACIIS S TG 01 | TH-IRII FIHOIE LIS (P11 (0fF
AR ST FRTNLNL G WS ATAGITS ST AR 21 Kooy
3¢ SRES T WICAGCNG WG IACGO, (OB T0, NANTOT GHAT
HOR I3 T FIRACE JT TG FADBNT G0 JRAT 9Py,
FRUTIAS WIZT A7 THFNIHNT ATAGRTOT (IO FII | ALTNLN
(AL ATIS GBS OIfFY 1 NOOFF O[T IR W IRQUI FIACIe
M (T AFISN B 16 GIIIR OIfFY ARION FA | AT

Ballot Question 5 Abstract — Bengali



JF2OII AT Ol (MSTF G NII6! SIFATH [NONG FAF G 7=
JRAT T (AT AN T AR QNG OIfFY Ao A

Ballot Question 5 Abstract — Bengali



ENGICERk
STeXIeTY G7¢ N2 NAEINITN JTIB TOIRATZCGT (MWBE), PITVNIT

MG G372 FBIZG BT VA (TG

g2 AVRID *1IF(IT GO TN FF ©F [GUaA TIReRMHD
WFAF (CBDO) AN FH(F, (VTP AN ARG 2 Fd I
HEH NANS FICO I P20 FAT [AME(F JHa© FAR FHNOl A0

PJ]I

"Zi" (OT6 Tl MWBE-(F TN FAK G+ CBDO AfSP® =3[, (T
QRESG AN ARG ) FE 12 WEE NNINS FAE G
(TACE WA (MR G32 F6 RIGTF GHhfqe FAE| " A (o6
AT SR AFISN 41 =

Ballot Question 6 — Bengali



YT ¢ N NARNAN IS JORATRG (MWBE),
PR ARG I8 NH12G FAT AT (@6 [Ty
2 ST BTG (I g T2 FTNEN FAK |

AYTS, ST YT ST A N NIABTHIN FIAA JOAATRG
(MWBEs) SN FIC®, 42 JNLAR 5ond foF [owas wrzerfo
WRFAR (CBDO) ATSH TR | A6 WS W FAW (T CBDO MWBE-GF
(NI P AL (FH RN IR FAE, (AfFCCN IS (I
FN FAO© (IT o7 FRAFIFO JAAN FAQ A2 (I Nforo
ATTGN A IIO FAF AV FAW

fForTe, 42 AN (NHAF AN ARG AT BE AN
APEACE — (VRS HPS W NG WIS JBRIGRINCNG (MOME)-(F
(512 ARG RTAI WOl (M IO, 6 B QYT (6 IIMH
AITT [RO19NF A ]2 (BFAfSNT G5 ATHNE 257 FHK F Vol
(M| FeT, SN ARG FAF AIAY NN IO A3 (NG 2TF 1A
fFrafow WYIGF Toge T TN, MOME 47 FRHNIEF 2@ (F6
T AT RO JFGH FAGIRA T FF ACF | I FARFEE
OIMF AITg AT FACS w1 ANIN M 2RI ATNRIOII 2 A SR
S MOME FNEIRIME S G312 (GAfe™ = ARG (M8uR o
(2| VIS ALTNLN (NI 2] ANAMND AAMAT G AN *R(IA
AUGAE WA FAE FAO (M, (VIS MOME N(AING FAE
NS (A ¢ BATF (A NI MOME FHEIAAT G2 FOF BIZF FACO
A ol A0 FA

Ballot Question 6 Abstract — Bengali



TOIN®, g2 SNYR 7fo Grord Ny (off @6t gFfae @ T
GRS SHFTRSF AACABATT (PP FA| FONN BTG 1],
RIS WINR WP [FSB (@6 A3 WHFIRSA, (FTIEH 43¢ 36
WITCOIRGF (AN SON2 G A4TO J | I35 [AMNGF JFH2 (AN [N
43¢ Y RNGe MITSH AR AR ABIR® FNLR WFRor [{fGS
RS I AFIRW, (THIEAH A1 6 QoTs, NEAHIe WFHRS 43¢
TRIR BAMY (@G, WHFORK B[ ¢ *RIII SN ALTHF A
JTO FAE | A2 ABIRO SRTNYN AT AT FT S|

Ballot Question 6 Abstract — Bengali



m

Charter Revision Commission

Chinese (Simplified)
Translations of Ballot Questions

and Recommended Abstracts



126 2% [ it
I T

X R B, LY KA RS S R i s A A T B
WAL, BRI 3 B AR

BE T B RN ) BT R U A A T R Ry, I
KBERFBEARS . BB MR RIUT R,

Ballot Question 2 — Chinese (Simplified)



(NIRRT 52

AL R (DSNY) Fsi#riEE AL YA B . BT I 28 J AL
DSNY Ja KMl € 5 NATIE 5 B A R IEN, TR R BEE 7 X ik AT
NAEVLTT R, AR RS AL T . AR, BWAT T 2 5 AR W R R e 4 9% 75 22
BNES, E DSNY CRAMZIHNE, BREIRENE GBI AEA T EE
E R BUAT BT ZE FIERIR T DSNY W 2ELemi/manl. (A1
BERREAT) MERR. thh, REENRE A EHIET DSNY, Hix
MR BT BV (A FED PAT /BRI SSE «

FEWHME LR AE DSNY ET K AR Mg i B kgt 17 iE
WA R AEIT IR IR DSNY A AU IR B Sk /NI AE B |-,
i1 HAEH AL T @k i sy BAE R K. fa, XTSRRI i An]
DSNY AU E B R ARLE NATE _EIEBIE, S5 ZRR BN B &1

Ballot Question 2 Abstract — Chinese (Simplified)



18 5% 1)
XIFELRIEAE LA TS e T AR TS 11 [ R 119 %
X IRERAB T T, FORAENIE S A BOE R e 2 j i il 2
BAT A BU AT, ST KT B SR B, TSR P AL
R RBETE R, EORAENIE S M BGEH R 2 JT BT A4k
HI B, IR HEAOE . &% “&7 WMRSFBUTIER A,

Ballot Question 3 — Chinese (Simplified)



CRHRASEE B A OSN3 D B T 1 IR0 S )

I 58 SR 7 VR B HEAT AN B B e o Al . iR R IE TR
T O R N TR K

B, WEIERKERTTWSET NS R SHAT AFFUriE S Z #i LA
FMAERARTT WS IR Z AL BOR R A . B E R T a 5T KE
HEWMEPAENE, INFRZH BT ESD.

HAl, WRFEERAET IS T DS 3AT % 52 2 5 bR AE 4
RTINS IR AT, LRI B e Ul B, (I 2R B R L el v SR i) 5
IXULR R, SEhR Ol TS . 1248 IE ZK IR I HH T I S A X
— A, TERR A R W Ul B R AT B A R E R, BIAEA
THWRIE S Z AT . MAh, i BRrid, 2B IE R s iRT KA Sm i E H S
A ZRTEH WM SAGE . Ht, fEHZIERT, B i —ok
BEMAMER: — kAT EAS, H—IkAnK. BEmMs, Bk
ZNG R TS TELAT A T I e 2 8O S 7 VAR AT AR R 2L 2 A1
PR/ REMT K (BRIETKEAE , EEESMESAERTED
5 AG . (HR2, WIS A B R BEAE I IE 2 B 22 2 B Al 2220 = RAE
IR, T AT AT 4k st AT i ik <> B 22 .

W, B R R E R E T IEAMECEIE H I, DUk
AT SEbn s . BART S, 128 SR AHHE — Jm T BUR A 5 2 I [A] kil E 41
PR, FETTRIE 2 5 R R 2 TR a0 HIHA T A 16 HiEKE 2 H
1 Ho XML A % BRAPATE 1 A 16 AL H XT3 E 1T BUN
1M & AT REARMEIA B, Tl & G i K FARRN @ 748, E R
WA TR A T o 2 B AE 1 244 S0 B 35 A 5 1R 99 50 e el 1 O

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Chinese (Simplified)



DARCA B D T AU B R KIE 28 5 AR, KA AR 55
FAEWE BRI AP 1 Hle HEKZE2 H 1 H, Mg hAs
PSS RS Bt PR 2 A 1 HEK =2 H 15 Ho

FAUh, TR TEAER AT BN, 28 1E 0 IR A AT B Y
BHIEHMMN 4 H 26 HIEKE S H 1 H. BT R ER T KA 4 H 26 HiR
AEATERTIAR, ZHIATE 4 A 15 HIRBIBUE B2 AN, XA BUR e s 3k
A RBUUES ARG B BATBORE AL FRAERKE 5 A 1 H, ¥
P TR Ip A = A 5 2 BT PTREATUON o« DRG0 I 22 AH B H
AT B @ W ek IEH AN 5 H 6 Higk£ 5 H 13 H.

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Chinese (Simplified)



52 1]
WFELEIIE NI E AR

XK ERA TSN A RERE, LHBTE A2 ais
ISR T, TGS 2 1388 K AT T) R E o

R ORERTW S A REE., GHEGEAT A2 eis il
AR L AR AN H B AR FE . 3“7 WARFFOUTIRRAZL

Ballot Question 4 — Chinese (Simplified)



CORF 28 Hh 22 4 SRR AT B2 R IS S RN AR [R]) 4 22
B IE M AETT X K =AML CEZ)R . AU BB R
PIE IR BT IR BER AT, BOERSMIRE P 2R
TEH A AL L R B EMRBEE AT, TSR 30 REA
s T RABARAS 32 S AL ) R IR B NE A TN B2 S i AL R A
A FHMEE 0 38 936 52 1) 1) B ) 28 AT — IR B AN R A~ TR IE 2 AESK R
LRI TR AT DAFR G B2 IR S P LE B ME R o

Ballot Question 4 Abstract — Chinese (Simplified)



18 5% 1)
HAH

RIS R, EORAEF R BORAL RO E 2 A0Y,
53R A HF BBt T RGN BEAS LR, 5 St B A R A H A

B IR B EORAE VI T BUR I 4E 3 75 KN 4R AL E 2407, sk
B R RN GEARR], I ER AN 8o B, 8“5 WERFFIT
AL .

Ballot Question 5 — Chinese (Simplified)



CEEARRLD i 22

HAT, T BUGE SBEAT B AR, DA dn ) #5058 L At it . AR 9
PP A — 870, A I T S At Bt R 15 B 2 il SR Il 2 A SR IE
BIEFE (EWHRRUD) BT B AP — K (H R B
i) o XA SCHRERER A 1A S T DA R At st AN T R B AR R . AR,
BT AR P ER T BUGAESRE (FRUWMD) M EF4EF B EEN, B
REORTTBURLERIE (HEBEASN ) I =5 & H B 7 Woitiig s e (7 R i3
) .

TR IE SR ZORTTBUFEVEAG . (TR W) 21 H A 3
VO A9 AN gy, tBUSCER S 4D TR SRAHORIIME B, WP B s it
PRV THEEMBUTHE A 75 a5 (ERATHVERIND) o B 1RSI0 BRI A
KIFIIAEH SIE A AR E (HERARRER) I, 253 B rIR
DU oK, DL HAR D Z andth B o A o WO VE S Wi A i s T LA s 47
MR ENE, BIERRIE (HETASKS) A HIM 11 H 1 By 53
YIE TR HIA (HATN 1 H 16 HD) —3. BIERERKHPE NS
FRAHMG) MR ARMIUES HI], UGN IS 5228 H R R % .

Ballot Question 5 Abstract — Chinese (Simplified)



126 55 n] it
DI TR L TEPTEHIAEA (MWBE ) H5Z 4F i il il LR 58 7 B 25 3 2
R B, WWrEREmlk2uib® (CBDO) —HR, #%
BT KR & RIBCRFEFAER T A %, HFEIF R RE 2
B “ R KoL CBDO LIS MWBE, #AUTH K4 & KB SV AT HE
M nE, FEHFPANERS. B “B7 WERFIUTERAZE,

Ballot Question 6 — Chinese (Simplified)



COOFosE LA HEIRA R AN, (MWBE) BV R UEARN ) A2
AR ) M

BB IE SR B TT T S8 I T 45K

B, AR BORE KA R A (MWBED , B IESHAE
LR 2 tikE (CBDO) —H. CBDO ¥/E A MWBE B4
s VARG T BURE SR IG B RS 7 SE A A BB A R, IR 0 B BUR i
Az,

HR, B I R T K B A7 57 A0 3 S VR AT E (1 A BT K
BAR SRR A % (MOME) MR IR EEYFRIIE. HAT, 285 (UR T/l
HR 55 A PR A FELRLVE RIE BOA Ao (RIS, R B AT 3 e B T B 5 S HE B)
ALTTRIEZTF K E, MOME % G e /M RS JE R . iRzt
AR B AT IR S SR AL BT I 25, HoAth MOME 5 T JTE AU A L RS AT FELAIL T 7]
UE o SRV IE R T T A e A 7T BURF LG R X S8V AT IE AL T
KA LIEE MOME, JEfffRH A MOME Ji& 5 7E3E 550 o n] LAT A
XA

W=, WREIERBEIFH AT BUL LR R AR B
TR sr. MIEIATIRD, TBUR L ULERR T SRS S A2 5 2Rk
HR SR ERNERSHADT RS, IXEZ 52 FSL I fd iy AR R o 22
Ko RUMBIERKEGHIEMEHFEZASURME., SHERRSHAE
A=A, BB LR R SEPEERE LS, DR Y
B TR . A5 1 ZE s B 57 B AR A

<
=

“Lﬁ Y

8
o
W
o

i

Ballot Question 6 Abstract — Chinese (Simplified)



m

Charter Revision Commission

Chinese (Traditional)
Translations of Ballot Questions

and Recommended Abstracts



BETE ] H
NG R

ERERENTER - DR RNIRE R R A R E A T EY)
SERETT > ILESKGRHIIR R EAE R -

& T2 o R AR B R R o R A A At T PSRRI T I3
KR EEE AT © & "oy AIGRFFERITARAE -

Ballot Question 2 — Chinese (Traditional)



(AFLZFRYAER)

AATERRE (DSNY) SEHEFFENEYEE - RITHTEERE
DSNY E& Gl A TEFEENIARRRAR - W RAEE T EEAMRAITT
Fepa LS ~ BiZR BRI S o 2800 - BITHY M B R AR E R A 2
BARG - [E DSNY T3 2T » [REIRE A S SsHV A ATIEE
EAVIERERR] o RITAYEREEARIR T DSNY BPRE/EYE (WAL
HPmEETy ) HVETERE - [EOh - EEHENIGEIR A =5 & DSNY - {HE%
WA E IR T EYE (WAE) ST/ NMREHEBIRE -

R EIERE RN E DSNY fEii&iEn NEA @R E TS
BHVETERE - TERAVESTE RN DSNY SHEMECREI NIMEEEE
i HAERM M EYISE BB TR AR REK - f&ig - EIHEFE R R
DSNY FEHEREHIRRAE AT LIEMRE - SR EORRAI AR 2 -

Ballot Question 2 Abstract — Chinese (Traditional)



R [
BI1E A TEI AT M B LUK BT T B 1L H T E
BERFHENTEE > EOREREGNERARRAZ AR T HE
HEITBUIT - P R T B SRV B0 - ISR RO R H I -
¢ T E s MBI EE - ZORERRE G SR AR Z fiE T3S
ABU T - CEGH THERUE A - & T, AICRFPRRITARASE -

Ballot Question 3 — Chinese (Traditional)



(e ARSI ME B LU TER R H RIS ) %
Bt R B K R AVt T A B TRRI NS BURZ BT - iR EE

TR P I -

Bt EEERBERTRGETHRT R TTABTES & Z Al LA
KAE R sk G &R Z AT TR RER ARV - BB KT SRgGHETRE
FRELTHRUR N T - KRR S BTG R -

HAT > MEREIERETRGZ B GH T ARETRE 2RI A2
Ao TR G I AT ATE B BU B (B0 R D AR X e s A A
B - B EEEETEEHE - ZELEF RPN E BT ESREKIEE
— At WRHE M B R A ERIERT R 1A B R Y RS R - BIEL
FRESEE & Z A REAL > WI_EFTAL - X EIEFRFECR T R & il AR B B TH
B A=K H OB SR - NI - FEREEET - MEBR &SRk

BEamEGRE  —(ERETHREARS - S—EKETR - BRINE > ZE1E

ZERFEOK Tk G AR T A PRI ES G B R A T A T 2 R R A
fEpl/\CKEBEAIT R (FRIFTREREA) -~ DEFEBEEEERAERKEHC
B ESE - (HE - WRZIANEREETSS G SR Z Al £/ =R IE
BN - sk ) T T IR S B

H o EIEEREHEE RS T HEEMREEEH R - DI E
AIEIRCE - BAMS - S EIEFRHEHE—E T BUG A & 20 S E )
SHE - AT RERRIVEDRISTHEREERIE 1 H 16 HERE2 H
I H - iS5EETAE AR - FEEERTA 1 A 16 Hahut BT BUeT
M= AT RERERZELL - Tt EB R Y & LR A AR ERIER
I TARAVELE B - TEsRAY (S IR 28R (DU SO0 FH e R PR R AR el F 3D

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Chinese (Traditional)



PlBC & ¥R TR R HI - AE T REBEBREHIF) - T RECEAREH
HEEHEVELEEIRE 1A 16 HERE2 A 1 H > BUHEERAE
TESU AR S AL HER e 2 H 1 HIERZ2H 1S H -

MO > B 7 eE FEMNTTEORR » B IR RHE S TEFHER
EUEAMITE4 H 26 HERES H 1 H - HITHIHEEZ KT /A4 H 26 HiE
SATEFHR » sz HAE 4 A 15 Rt HIHZ A EETBUTRESIE
A BRI AR = - RHTBORE R OIS GE&E S B 1 H - %
{5 7E PR B TH SR /N 25 5 o SO P e mTRERYUL A » TAIIL - R4 (B IR ZRAH B AR
ERATECRR RV HRE S H o HERES H 13 H -

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Chinese (Traditional)



BT
I T AT N E S oK
EIRERERIE TR HAEREZE - BEEOHTEIF YA s 2 #
HYERFA Z AT TR EIEEEY MY AR IR R E -
& T2 . BEORTTER T AREZE - BEEOHEFI A2 2 EEN
R FEESRS MR MAIRR R E o 5 TE o AIPRFFFRITAEARE -

Ballot Question 4 — Chinese (Traditional)



(H AR TR TIEE Z BURYERS MERINIRFE] ) 7%
ZE LR E TR G B8 —E B CBERE - BEFZCHE)
NI R ENRERI T AR TRER AT > SO S NREFFEK
R S AL iR E 2R E AT - TR FEDieaT 30 REL
AR~ TR AR EHEZ 2 BN R DA NER] - RS2 2 EHs i 1] DL
Al IR 4B R 2 5 B R B PR B T — R S RS M A R RERE e > DIECKE
BN R, - TRk ] B R LB IEZE PR ERVERIMEF -

Ballot Question 4 Abstract — Chinese (Traditional)



e
BAHE]

BB ER - TR FE i Bt s Pl Pe it 5 2 4HEf
It KA AEAFAE] - NG R E AR B A E R HE -

B g R SRAE R T B M A S 7 K IRF P2 (1 B 25 4R - SRl
& T 5 AORRFRTT

A
EFTL
SRR A A AR 3 A AR -

ST -

Ballot Question 5 — Chinese (Traditional)



(EAHE]) %
H AT THBUN EBHETE RS > DS 0] & AR - 1F 5

L AG Y — 8B 7+ A BRI T B S it Y A B S SR I A 0 2l S =
BT (EMFTKEEH) ~ FREIR T EE BN — XY (HEEAR
&) o 1B =S TR B T BRI B A AR A E T B R A AR - 2R
R R AR KB ERIE (FFKER) REEGEEMEHEN > &
REORKHBUFAERIE (HHEEARRES ) 558 HE 7 hs B (F2KeR
HE) -
TRk A B IR ZR EOR T BURAE R S (FRoKERIH ) PRV E A
ARt e R A4 Ry - U SR B TR SIARR AV ] - AP TR A BT et
AR ~ DHREMITHEHE S s (ERTRVEEEIN ) - BIEFREE KM
HEF I EEEEEIR A EAHE (TEEARIE) I > BRI TEmAYIR
DURIHERE K - DU ZZ AN 04 ~ PR BRSO S i AR A T
VBN - BIEZERHE (THEACTHNES ) $E5CHY FIHGRE 11 H 1 H SR Eh
PP TR HIH (HATR 1 A 16 H) —2 - [BIEZEE R HER E N (+
FEARRN) M A RIS G B - DUBIEYI 125 H BIRVEH% -

Ballot Question 5 Abstract — Chinese (Traditional)



R [
DEIER R LEFEARIESE (MWBE ) ~ 25T Alg L & a2 A5
ERFERENTERE > LERILEREESILEE (CBDO) —# - #%
T RIEERWEZT A GHMAE  WaHfRIEEZEE -
& T2 R IICBDOLISFFMWBE » #HE TR 15 E # B #ET il5E
WA E > WETFREREE - & T 6o QIGRFERITARASE -

Ballot Question 6 — Chinese (Traditional)



<<//[\§QB§’E?%E@C‘@%7E Hy{3E (MWBE) ~ SERZET A SeNI/E SR ZE
FOLEY) HE
Iﬁtﬂ%EmHﬂﬂzaTﬁigﬁﬂPB’J%${%$k

Bt RS R PR RAEEAN % (MWBE) - IHEIEZERAE
BEPRILEFEMEEZITIEE (CBDO) —J - CBDO Ki{FE & MWBE HYH4E
o GG TH B SR BRI S A A E YA M - et BRI BUERER

Rt

HA REEE/RET T REERERBEE T G =0 &
BLAGELIRSE /e (MOME) MHEFELEET RS » HAT > EEER T/ MR
Al iR ss B FIBRARET Pl sEHIRE D - ML > B T H AR AT Al A I HEE)
Ay AR EEA RIS - MOME 5 S VAR NMEEIRBHIER - W% H
BRI TR S I 22 B Hoft MOME B TN B s FIER (AT Al
R o TEaRHY B IEFRAIR T i R 5 HLA v BURF RS AR S8 i L85 n] S8 HURE D
Erf A PifEE MOME » IGHEPREM MOME & SEE & F N e DI T{E
=il VA

» BEETEZERE & OF R (AR T B SRR R A Y ~ i a1

WZEE - RBHTESR > TBUTRAEREEEEFELZ B GNIEE

BRE S E R gWMEE S Y - B5% 8B ERER
20K - RENEBERRKE :

ZEg R {EE - BT BURE AR ZE

LTBUFEIR - sz B L& iR LRI ALY -

W

$
=
EE
Mk
Jrﬁ} Moo
ind
[t
A
A
g
Ned
5
i
viat
W
i
)iﬂ}_r‘
e
$
ok

Ballot Question 6 Abstract — Chinese (Traditional)



m

Charter Revision Commission

French
Translations of Ballot Questions

and Recommended Abstracts



Question sur Bulletin de Vote
Nettoyage des Propriétés Publiques

Cette proposition amenderait la Charte de la Ville afin d'étendre et de clarifier
le pouvoir du Département de I'Assainissement de nettoyer les rues et autres
propriétés de la Ville et d'exiger que I'élimination des déchets soient faite dans des
conteneurs.

Voter " Oui "'étendra et de clarifiera le pouvoir du Département de
I'Assainissement de nettoyer les rues et autres propri¢tés de la Ville et d'exiger que
I'élimination des déchets soient faite dans des conteneurs. Voter " Non " laisse les

lois inchangges.

Ballot Question 2 — French



Résumé sur le Nettoyage des Propriétés Publiques

Le Département de 1'Assainissement (DSNY) est responsable de la propreté
des rues de New York et de 1'élimination des déchets. La Charte actuelle confere au
Commissaire de la DSNY le pouvoir d'adopter des réglementations relatives a
l'utilisation des trottoirs pour I'¢limination des déchets et d'émettre des
contraventions pour non-respect de ces réglementations, passibles d'une amende,
d'une peine d'emprisonnement ou d'une sanction civile. Actuellement, la Charte ne
prévoit pas expressément l'obligation de conteneuriser les déchets - méme si le
DSNY a émis plusieurs régles qui limitent le temps que les déchets non
conteneurisés passent dans les rues de la Ville. La Charte actuelle ne confére pas non
plus au DSNY la compétence sur certaines propriétés, telles que les parcs et les terre-
pleins des autoroutes. En outre, bien que le Bureau de Controle des Vendeurs
Ambulants soit hébergé au sein du DSNY, le Bureau n'est pas habilit¢ a faire
respecter les régles relatives a la vente sur certaines propriétés de la ville, comme les
parcs.

Les amendements proposés préciseraient que le DSNY est compétent pour
nettoyer toutes les propriétés de la ville sur ordre du Maire. Les modifications
proposées préciseraient ¢galement que le DSNY est habilitée a veiller a ce que les
vendeurs ambulants respectent les exigences sanitaires non seulement dans les rues,
mais aussi sur d'autres propriétés appartenant a la Ville. Enfin, cette proposition
reconnaitrait expressément l'autorité de DSNY a réglementer le placement correct
des sacs de déchets sur le trottoir, y compris en exigeant que les déchets soient placés

dans des conteneurs.

Ballot Question 2 Abstract — French



Question sur Bulletin de Vote

Estimations Supplémentaires du Coiit des Lois Proposées et Mise A Jour des
Echéances Budgétaires

Cette proposition amenderait la Charte de la Ville pour exiger une analyse
fiscale du Conseil avant les audiences et les votes sur les lois, autoriser une analyse
fiscale du Maire, et mettre a jour les échéances budgétaires.

Voter " Oui " amenderait la Charte de la ville pour exiger une analyse fiscale
supplémentaire avant les audiences et les votes sur les lois locales, et pour mettre a

jour les échéances budgétaires. Voter " Non " laisse les lois inchangées.

Ballot Question 3 — French



Résumé sur les Estimations Supplémentaires du Cott des Lois
Proposées et Mise A Jour des Echéances Budgeétaires

Cette proposition exigerait une analyse supplémentaire de I'impact fiscal des
lois locales proposées. La proposition mettrait également a jour certaines €chéances
budgétaires.

Tout d'abord, 'amendement exigerait que le Conseil estime le cotlt des lois
proposées avant une audience publique par un comité du Conseil et avant un vote
complet du Conseil. Il exigerait également que le Conseil donne la possibilité au
Bureau de la Gestion et du Budget du Maire de soumettre sa propre estimation dans
les délais impartis.

Actuellement, la Charte exige une Déclaration d'Impact Fiscal avant le vote
d'une loi locale par un Comité du Conseil et avant le vote par le Conseil dans son
ensemble. Elle ne précise pas qui devrait ¢laborer ces déclarations, mais dans la
pratique, c'est le Conseil qui les formule. Cet amendement codifierait le role du
Conseil. Elle permettrait également d'avancer l'exigence de la déclaration d'impact
fiscal plus tot dans le processus législatif, en I'exigeant avant les auditions publiques.
En outre, comme indiqué ci-dessus, 'amendement garantirait que le Maire, agissant
par l'intermédiaire du Bureau de la Gestion et du Budget, ait la possibilité de
soumettre des estimations financicres. Par conséquent, les Déclarations d'ITmpact
Fiscal contiendraient généralement, avec cet amendement, deux estimations : une du
Conselil lui-méme et une du Maire. Plus précisément, I'amendement exigerait que le
Conseil donne un préavis de huit jours au Maire (2 moins que le Maire ne renonce
au préavis) avant de tenir une audience publique ou un vote complet du Conseil sur
une proposition de loi locale, permettant au Bureau de la Gestion et du Budget de
fournir sa propre estimation financiére. Toutefois, si ce bureau n'a pas répondu au
moins trois jours avant l'audience ou ce vote, le Conseil peut toujours procéder a

cette audience ou a ce vote.

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — French



Deuxiémement, cet amendement mettrait a jour plusieurs échéances
budgétaires de la Charte, dans le but de refléter les pratiques modernes. En
particulier, elle donnerait aux nouvelles administrations municipales plus de temps
pour ¢laborer un budget préliminaire en prolongeant I'échéance du budget
préliminaire du 16 janvier au 1° février dans les années qui suivent une élection
municipale. Il existe un précédent : reconnaissant que la date limite du 16 janvier
peut étre difficile a respecter pour une nouvelle administration, le conseil municipal
a adopté par le passé des lois locales prolongeant la date limite de présentation du
budget préliminaire lors de I'entrée en fonction d'un nouveau Maire. L'amendement
propos¢ mettrait également a jour les échéances budgétaires connexes pour tenir
compte de la nouvelle échéance du budget préliminaire : les années suivant une
¢lection municipale, la date limite a laquelle le maire doit soumettre un certificat
préliminaire sur les dettes et obligations en capital serait repoussée du 16 janvier au
1¢ février, et la date limite a laquelle le bureau du budget indépendant doit faire
rapport sur les recettes et les dépenses serait repoussée du 1¢ février au 15 février.

De méme, dans le but de promouvoir un budget exécutif plus précis, cet
amendement prolongerait la date limite de soumission du budget exécutif du 26 avril
au 1 mai. La Charte exige actuellement que le Maire présente un budget exécutif le
26 avril. Cette date tombe peu apres la date limite de paiement des impdts, fixée au
15 avril, ce qui permet a la ville de disposer d'informations pertinentes sur le
recouvrement des impdts. Une bréve prolongation de la date limite de dépot du
budget de I'exécutif, — jusqu'au 1 mai— donnerait au Bureau de la Gestion et du
Budget plus de temps pour déterminer les recettes probables. L'amendement
reporterait donc du 6 au 13 mai la date limite pour les recommandations de Président

de d'Arrondissement sur le budget exécutif.

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — French



Question sur Bulletin de Vote

Plus de Préavis et de Temps Avant les Votes sur la Législation Relative a la Sécurité
Publique

Cette proposition exigerait un préavis et un délai supplémentaires avant que
le Conseil Municipal ne vote sur des lois concernant les opérations de sécurité
publique de la Police, des Services Pénitentiaires ou des Pompiers.

Voter "Oui" exigera un préavis et un délai supplémentaires avant que le
Conseil ne vote sur des lois concernant les opérations de sécurité publique de la
Police, des Services Pénitentiaires ou des Pompiers. Voter " Non " laisse les lois

inchangées.

Ballot Question 4 — French



Résumé sur Plus de Préavis et de Temps Avant les Votes sur la Législation

Relative a la Sécurité Publique

Cette proposition €tablirait des exigences procédurales supplémentaires avant
que le Conseil ne vote sur des propositions de lois locales concernant les opérations
de sécurité publique de trois agences de la Ville : le Département de la Police, le
Département de ' Administration Pénitentiaire, ou le Département des Pompiers.

Avant un vote par l'ensemble du Conseil sur une proposition de sécurité
publique couverte, le Conselil serait tenu de donner un préavis supplémentaire au
public, au Maire et au commissaire de chaque agence concernée, au moins 30 jours
avant un tel vote. Le Maire et les agences concernées peuvent utiliser la période entre
cette notification et ce vote pour organiser une ou plusieurs auditions publiques
supplémentaires sur la proposition afin de solliciter d'autres contributions du public.
Le Maire pourrait renoncer aux procédures supplémentaires imposées par cet

amendement.

Ballot Question 4 Abstract — French



Question sur Bulletin de Vote
Planification du Capital

Cette proposition viserait a amender la charte de la Ville afin d'exiger plus de
détails dans 1'évaluation annuelle des installations de la Ville, d'exiger que les
besoins en installations soient pris en compte dans la planification de capital et
d'actualiser les délais de planification du capital.

Voter " Oui " exigerait plus de détails lors de 1'évaluation des besoins
d'entretien des installations de la ville, imposerait que les besoins des installations
soient pris en compte dans la planification de capital, et mettrait a jour les délais de

planification du capital. Voter " Non " laisse les lois inchangées.

Ballot Question 5 — French



Résumé de la Planification de Capital
La ville s'engage dans une planification réguliere du capital afin de déterminer

comment investir dans ses infrastructures. Dans le cadre de cette évaluation, des
informations sur l'infrastructure de la Ville sont collectées et partagées par le biais
de plusieurs documents, notamment la Déclaration annuelle des Besoins a I'échelle
de la Ville, I'inventaire annuel des installations de la Ville et la Stratégie du Capital
Décennale semestrielle. Ces trois documents fournissent des informations sur les
infrastructures existantes de la ville et sur les investissements prévus. Toutefois, la
Charte n'exige pas explicitement que la ville, lors de 1'élaboration de la Déclaration
des Besoins, se penche sur I'entretien et les réparations. Elle n'exige pas non plus que
la Ville, dans sa Stratégie de Capital Décennale, prenne en compte l'inventaire
officiel des installations ou la Déclaration des Besoins.

Les amendements proposés exigeraient que la Ville, lorsqu'elle évalue les
agrandissements et les réductions significatifs de ses installations dans sa
Déclaration annuelle des Besoins, recueille également des informations relatives aux
besoins d'entretien, comme 1'état, la fonction et la durée de vie utile estimée de toutes
les installations de la Ville, dans la mesure du possible. Les amendements
exigeraient également que le Département de 1'Urbanisme et le Bureau de la Gestion
et du Budget, lors de I'¢laboration de la Stratégie de Capital Décennale, prennent en
compte 1'état et les besoins d'entretien des installations de la Ville, ainsi que d'autres
facteurs tels que la distribution géographique, l'impact sur la résilience et
I'importance des installations pour les opérations de l'agence. Les amendements
viseraient 2 modifier la date a laquelle la Stratégie de Capital Décennale doit étre
présentée, a savoir le 1° novembre, afin de l'aligner sur la date du budget
préliminaire de la Ville, qui est actuellement le 16 janvier. Les amendements

modifieraient également la date de 1'audience publique associée a la Stratégie de

Ballot Question 5 Abstract — French



Capital Décennale afin de tenir compte de la date plus tardive de la soumission

initiale.

Ballot Question 5 Abstract — French



Question sur Bulletin de Vote
Entreprises Commerciales Appartenant A des Minorité et A des Femmes (MWBE),

Autorisations de Tournage et Commissions de Révision des Archives

Cette proposition modifierait la Charte de la Ville afin de créer le Responsable
de la Diversité des Entreprises (CBDO), d'autoriser le Maire a désigner le bureau
chargé de délivrer les permis de tournage et de regrouper les commissions
d'archivage.

Voter "oui" permettrait d'établir le CBDO pour soutenir les MWBE,
d'autoriser le Maire a désigner le bureau qui délivre les permis de tournage, et de

combiner deux commissions. Voter " Non " laisse les lois inchangées.

Ballot Question 6 — French



Résumé sur les Entreprises Commerciales Appartenant A des Minorité
et A des Femmes (MWBE), Autorisations de Tournage et Commissions
de Révision des Archives

Cet amendement réviserait plusieurs dispositions de la Charte.

Premicérement, pour soutenir les entreprises appartenant a des minorités et a
des femmes (MWBE), cet amendement établirait le Responsable de la Diversité des
Entreprises ( Chief Business Diversity Officer, CBDO) dans la Charte. Il prévoit
¢galement que le CBDO servira de point de contact pour les MWBE, ¢valuera
l'efficacité des politiques de la Ville pour remédier aux disparités en matiere de
marchés publics et proposera les changements nécessaires a la politique de la Ville.

Deuxiemement, cet amendement permettrait au Maire de donner au bureau
qui traite les autorisations de tournage, le Bureau du Maire pour les Médias et le
Divertissement (MOME), le pouvoir de délivrer ces autorisations. Actuellement, la
Charte de la Ville ne donne le pouvoir de délivrer des permis pour le cinéma et la
télévision qu'au Département des Services aux Petites Entreprises. Par conséquent,
pour s'acquitter de ses fonctions d'autorisation des films et remplir sa mission de
renforcement de I'économie créative de la ville de New York, le Commissaire du
MOME est un employé du Département des Services aux Petites Entreprises.
D'autres employés du MOME ne sont pas habilités a délivrer des permis de tournage
et de télévision si le commissaire n'est pas en mesure de remplir ses fonctions ou si
le poste est temporairement vacant. L'amendement proposé permettrait au Maire de
désigner une autre agence de la Ville pour accorder ces permis, permettant ainsi au
Maire de désigner le MOME et de s'assurer que d'autres employés du MOME
peuvent exercer cette autorité le cas échéant.

Troisiemement, cet amendement combinerait deux commissions créées par la
Charte qui se concentrent sur l'examen des archives municipales. En vertu de la

Charte actuelle, la Ville doit maintenir a la fois la Commission de Révision des

Ballot Question 6 Abstract — French



Archives et la Commission Consultatif des Archives, de la Référence et de la
Recherche. Ces commissions ont des missions et des mandats de rapport annuel
similaires. Cette proposition d'amendement fusionnerait la Commission de Révision
des Archives et la Commission des Archives, de Référence et de Recherche en un
seul organisme, la Commission Consultative des Archives et Bibliotheques
Municipales, dans un souci d'efficacité et d'économie des ressources de la Ville.

Cette proposition d'amendement prendrait effet immeédiatement.

Ballot Question 6 Abstract — French
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Kesyon Sou Bilten Vot
Netwayaj Pwopriyete Piblik

Pwopozisyon sa a t ap amande Konstitisyon Vil la pou elaji ep1 klarifye
pouvwa Depatman Vwari a pou netwaye lari ansanm ak 10t pwopriyete Vil la epi
egzije pou jete fatra nan resipyan.

Vote "Wi" ap elaji epi klarifye pouvwa Depatman Vwari a pou netwaye lari
ansanm ak 10t pwopriyete Vil la epi egzije pou jete fatra nan resipyan. Vote "Non"

kite lwa yo san okenn chanjman.

Ballot Question 2 — Haitian Creole



Rezime sou Netwayaj Pwopriyete Piblik Yo

Depatman Vwari a (DSNY) responsab pou kenbe lari Vil New York pwop epi
eliminasyon fatra. Konstitisyon ki an vige kounye a bay Komisyone DSNY la otorite
pou li adopte régleman ki gen rapo ak itilizasyon twotwa pou eliminasyon fatra epi
bay sila ki pa respekte régleman sa yo kontravansyon kote pinisyon an ka peye
amann,pran prizon oswa resevwa yon sanksyon sivil. Pou kounye a, Konstitisyon la
pa etabli kleman okenn egzijans pou mete fatra nan resipyan—menmsi DSNY te
pibliye plizye reg ki limite kantite tan fatra ki pa nan resipyan ka pase nan lari Vil
la. Nonplis tou, Konstitisyon ki an vige a pa bay DSNY pouvwa sou kék pwopriyete,
tankou pak ak medyan nan mitan otowout yo. Anplis de sa, malgre se DSNY ki ebeje
Biwo Ranfosman Machann nan Lari a, Biwo a pa gen otorite pou fe respekte
régleman lavant nan lokal kek pwopriyete Vil la, tankou nan pak yo.

Amannman ki pwopoze yo t ap klarifye pouvwa DSNY gen pou netwaye tout
pwopriyete Vil la sou 10d Majistra a. Chanjman ki pwopoze yo ta dwe presize tou
ke DSNY gen otorite pou asire ke machann nan lari yo respekte egzijans vwariyo
non s¢lman nan lari a men nan lot pwopriyete Vil la posede. Finalman, pwopozisyon
t ap rekonet kl¢é otorite DSNY pou kontwole plasman ki apwopriye sache fatra sou

twotwa a, tankou egzije pou mete fatra yo nan resipyan.

Ballot Question 2 Abstract — Haitian Creole



Kesyon Sou Bilten Vot
Estimasyon Adisyonel Kou Lwa ki Pwopoze yo ak Mizajou Dele Bidje a yo

Pwopozisyon sa a t ap amande Konstitisyon Vil la pou egzije analiz Konsey
la founi yon fiskal anvan seyans ak vot sou lwa, otorize Majistra a oftri analiz fiskal,
epi mete delé bidje yo ajou.

Vote "Wi" t ap amande Konstitisyon Vil la pou egzije analiz fiskal adisyonel
anvan seyans ak vot sou lwa lokal yo, epi mete dele bidje yo ajou. Vote "Non" kite

lwa yo san okenn chanjman.

Ballot Question 3 — Haitian Creole



Rezime Estimasyon Adisyonel Kou Lwa ki Pwopoze yo ak Mizajou
Dele¢ Bidje a yo

Pwopozisyon sa a t ap egzije plis analiz sou enpak fiskal lwa lokal ki pwopoze
yo. Pwopozisyon an t ap mete kek delé bidje a yo ajou.

Premyéman, amannman an t ap mande pou Konsey la estime kou Iwa ki
pwopoze yo anvan yon komite nan Konsey la fé¢ yon seyans piblik epi anvan yon vot
Konsey konple a. Li t ap egzije tou pou Konsey la bay Biwo Jesyon ak Bidjé Majistra
a yon opotinite pou soumet pwop estimasyon pa yo atan.

Kounye a, Konstitisyon an egzije yon Deklarasyon Enpak Fiskal anvan Yon
Komite Konsey la vote sou yon lwa lokal ak anvan Kons¢y Konple a vote. Li pa
presize ki moun ki ta dwe devlope Deklarasyon sa yo, men an pratik se Konsey la ki
fomile yo. Amannman sa a ta kodifye wol Kons¢y la. Li t ap deplase egzijans
Deklarasyon Enpak Fiskal la mete 11 p1 bone nan pwosesis lejislatif la pandan 11 oblije
pou li fét anvan odyans piblik yo. Anplis de sa, jan sa note pi wo a, amannman an t
ap garanti ke Majistra a, k ap aji atrave Biwo Jesyon ak Bidje a, gen yon opotinite
pou soumet estimasyon finansye. Kidonk, Deklarasyon Enpak Fiskal, avek
amannman sa a, ta dwe jeneralman gen de estimasyon ladan: youn ki soti nan Konsey
la 1i menm, ak youn ki soti nan men Majistra a. Pou plis presizyon, amannman an t
ap egzije pou Konsey 1 a ta dwe avize Majistra a ywit jou alavans (sof si Majistra a
renonse a preyavi a) anvan li f€ yon seyans piblik oswa yon vot Konsey konple a sou
yon pwopozisyon lwa lokal, ki pemet Biwo Jesyon ak Bidje a bay pwop estimasyon
finansye pa yo. Sepandan, si biwo a pa ta reponn omwen twa jou anvan seyans oswa
vot la, Konsey la ka toujou kontinye avek seyans oswa vot la.

Dezyémman, amannman sa a t ap mete ajou plizye dele pou bidje a nan
Konstitisyon an, ak entansyon pou reflete pratik modén yo. An patikilye, 1i t ap bay
nouvo administrasyon minisipal yo plis tan pou yo konpoze yon bidje prelimine le

yo pwolonje del¢ pou bidje prelimine a de 16 janvye a 17° fevriye nan ane apre yon
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eleksyon minisipal. Gen presedan pou sa: , Kons€y Minisipal la rekonét ke dele 16
janvye a kapab difisil pou yon nouvo administrasyon respekte, poutét sa li n konn
adopte lwa lokal ki pwolonje deleé pou soumet bidje prelimin¢ a 1¢ yon nouvo
Majistra antre an fonksyon. Amannman ki pwopoze a t ap mete ajou dele bidje ki
konekte yo tou pou akomode nouvo del¢ bidj¢ prelimin¢ a: nan ane apre yon
eleksyon minisipal, delé¢ pou Majistra a soumet yon setifika preliming sou det kapital
ak obligasyon t ap pwolonje soti 16 janvye rive 1%¢ fevriye, epi delé pou Biwo Bidje
Endepandan an f¢ rapo sou revni ak depans yo t ap pwolonje soti 17¢ fevriye rive 15
fevriye.

Menm jan an tou, nan yon efo pou ankouraje yon bidj¢ egzekitif ki pi egzak,
amannman sa a ta pwolonje dele¢ pou soumeét bidje egzekitif la de 26 avril a 17 me.
Pou kounye a, Konstitisyon an egzije pou Majistra a soumet yon bidje egzekitif 26
avril. Dat sa a vini touswit apre 15 avril ki se dat limit pou péman enpo, sa bay Vil
la enfomasyon enpotan sou rekouvreman enpo. Yon ekstansyon kout dat limit bidje
egzekitif la—a 1Y me—t ap bay Biwo Jesyon ak Bidj¢ a plis tan pou detémine revni
ki posib. Amannman t ap pwolonje delé pou rekomandasyon Prezidan Borough sou

bidje egzekitif la de 6 me a 13 me.
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Kesyon Sou Bilten Vot
Plis Preyavi ak Tan Anvan Vot sou Lejislasyon Sekirite Piblik

Pwopozisyon sa a t ap egzije plis preyavi piblik ak tan anvan Konsey
Minisipal la vote sou lwa ki konséne operasyon sekirite piblik Depatman Lapolis,
Koreksyon, oswa Ponpye.

Vote "Wi" t ap egzije plis tan anvan Konsey la vote sou lwa ki konséne
operasyon sekirite piblik Depatman Lapolis, Koreksyon, oswa Ponpye. Vote "Non"

kite lwa yo san okenn chanjman.
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Rezime sou Plis Preyavi ak Tan Anvan Vot sou Lejislasyon Sekirite Piblik

Pwopozisyon sa a t ap etabli egzijans pwosedi adisyon¢l anvan Konsey la vote
sou pwopozisyon Iwa lokal ki konseéne operasyon sekirite piblik twa ajans Vil la:
Depatman Lapolis, Depatman Koreksyon, oswa Depatman Ponpye.

Anvan Konsey konple a vote sou yon pwopozisyon sekirite piblik ki deja
adrese, Kons¢y la ta dwe bay piblik la, Majistra a, ak komisyone a nan chak ajans ki
afekte yo yon preyavi adisyon¢l omwen 30 jou alavans de vot sa aan kesyon an.
Majistra a ak ajans konseéne yo ka itilize peryod ant avi sa a ak vot sa a pou yo
oganize youn oswa plizy¢ seyans piblik anplis sou pwopozisyon an pou yo ka rekeyi
plis opinyon piblik la. Majistra a te kapab renonse a pwosedi adisyon¢l amannman

sa a enpoze yo.
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Kesyon Sou Bilten Vot
Planifikasyon Kapital

Pwopozisyon sa a t ap amande Konstitisyon Vil la pou egzije plis detay nan
evalyasyon anyel enstalasyon Vil la yo, enpoze pou planifikasyon kapital la
konsidere bezwen enstalasyon yo, epi mete dat limit planifikasyon kapital yo ajou.

Vote "Wi" t ap egzije plis detay 1¢ evalyasyon bezwen antretyen enstalasyon
Vil yo ap fet, t ap mande pou planifikasyon kapital la konsidere bezwen enstalasyon
yo, epi t ap mete dat limit planifikasyon kapital la ajou. Vote "Non" kite Iwa yo san

okenn chanjman.
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Rezime Planifikasyon Kapital

Vil la angaje nan planifikasyon kapital regilye pou detémine kijan pou 1
envesti nan enfrastrikti 1i yo. Nan kad evalyasyon sa a, yo reyini enfomasyon sou
enfrastrikti Vil la epi pataje yo atraveé plizyé dokiman, tankou Deklarasyon any¢l
Bezwen Vil la, envante anye¢l enstalasyon Vil la, ak Estrateji Kapital Sou Dizan de
fwa chak ane. Twa dokiman sa yo bay enfomasyon sou enfrastrikti ki egziste deja
nan vil la ak envestisman ki planifye. Sepandan, Konstitisyon an pa fe egzijans kle
pou Vil la pran an kont antretyen ak reparasyon l¢ 1 ap fomile Deklarasyon Bezwen
yo. Ni Li pa egzije pou Vil la, Estrateji Kapital Sou Dizan li an, konsidere envante
ofisy¢l enstalasyon li yo oswa Deklarasyon Bezwen yo.

Amannman ki pwopoze yo t ap egzije pou Vil la, Ie 1 ap evalye gwo
agrandisman ak rediksyon enstalasyon pou Vil la nan Deklarasyon Bezwen anyel la,
reyini enfomasyon ki gen rapo tou avek bezwen pou antretyen, tankou eta, fonksyon,
ak estimasyon dire vi itil tout enstalasyon Vil la yo, nan mezi sa posib. Amannman
yo t ap egzije tou pou Depatman Planifikasyon Vil la ak Biwo Jesyon ak Bidje¢ a, I¢
y ap devlope Estrateji Kapital Sou Dizan an, konsidere eta ak bezwen pou antretyen
enstalasyon Vil la yo, ansanm ak Iot fakte tankou distribisyon jeyografik, enpak sou
rezistans, ak enpotans enstalasyon yo pou fonksyonman ajans yo. Amannman yo t
ap chanje dat prezantasyon Estrateji Kapital Sou Dizan ki te 17 Novanm pou li ka
aliye ak dat bidje prelimine Vil la, ki 16 janvye pou kounye a. Menm jan an tou,
amannman yo t ap chanje dat pou seyans piblik ki asosye ak Estrateji Kapital Sou

Dizan an pou akomode dat premye soumisyon an ki vin pi ta.
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Kesyon Sou Bilten Vot
Antrepriz Komesyal Minorite ke Fanm Posede (MWBE), Pemi pou Tounaj Fim ak

Komisyon Revizyon Achiv

Pwopozisyon sa a t ap amande Konstitisyon Vil la pou etabli Responsab
Divesite Biznis (CBDO), otorize Majistra a pou li deziyen biwo ki bay peémi pou fim
yo, epi konbine komisyon achiv yo.

Vote "Wi" t ap etabli CBDO pou sipote MWBE yo, otorize Majistra a pou
deziyen biwo ki bay pémi pou fim yo, epi konbine de komisyon. Vote "Non" kite

Iwa yo san okenn chanjman.
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Rezime sou Antrepriz Komesyal Minorite ke Fanm Posede (MWBE),
Pemi pou Tounaj Fim ak Komisyon Revizyon Achiv

Amannman sa a ta revize plizye dispozisyon nan Konstitisyon an.

Premyéman, pou bay antrepriz komésyal minorite ke fanm posede (MWBE)
yo jaret, amannman sa a ta etabli Responsab pou Divésite Biznis (CBDO) nan
Konstitisyon an. Li t ap prevwa tou pou CBDO a sévi kom pwen kontak pou MWBE
yo, evalye efikasite politik Vil la pou adrese disparite nan pasasyon mache, epi
pwopoze chanjman ki nesese nan politik Vil la.

Dezyémman, amannman sa a ta pémét Majistra a bay biwo ki trete pémi pou
tounaj fim yo—Biwo Medya ak Divetisman Majistra a (MOME)—pouvwa pou bay
pemi sa yo. Kounye a, Konstitisyon Vil s€¢lman bay Depatman Sévis Ti Biznis
pouvwa pou bay pémi pou fim ak televizyon. Pa konsekan, pou ranpli fonksyon bay
pemi pou tounaj fim epi akonpli misyon li pou ranfose ekonomi kreyatif Vil New
York la, Komis¢ MOME nan se yon anplwaye Depatman Se¢vis Ti Biznis yo. Lot
anplwaye MOME pa gen kapasite pou bay pemi fim ak televizyon si Komise a pa
kapab ranpli konksyon li oswa si poOs la vakan tanporéman. Amannman ki pwopoze
a t ap pémét Majistra a deziyen yon 1ot ajans Vil la pou 1 bay pémi sa yo, sa ki t ap
pemet Majistra a deziyen MOME epi fé ansot 10t anplwaye MOME yo kapab egzése
otorite sa a 1¢ sa apwopriye.

Twazyémman, amannman sa a t ap konbine de konsey ke Konstitisyon an te
kreye ki fokis sou revizyon achiv minisipal yo. Dapre Konstitisyon ki an plas la, Vil
la dwe kenbe ni Komisyon Revizyon Achiv la niKomisyon Achiv, Referans ak
Rechech la. Komisyon sa yo gen misyon ak manda rapo anye¢l ki sanble. Amannman
ki pwopoze sa a t ap konbine Komisyon Revizyon Achiv la ansanm ak Komisyon
Achiv, Referans ak Rechech nan yon s¢l ko, Konsey Konsiltatif Achiv Minisipal ak
Bibliyotek la, nan yon efo pou ankouraje efikasite ak prezevasyon resous Vil la.

Amannman pwopoze sa a t ap pran efé imedyatman.
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Quesito sulla Scheda
Pulizia della proprieta pubblica

Questa proposta modificherebbe lo Statuto della Citta per ampliare e chiarire
il potere del Dipartimento della Sanita di pulire le strade e altre proprieta della citta

e di richiedere lo smaltimento dei rifiuti in contenitori.

Votando "Si" si amplia e si chiarisce il potere del Dipartimento della Sanita
di pulire le strade e altre proprieta della citta e di richiedere lo smaltimento dei

rifiuti in contenitori. Votando "No" si lasciano le leggi invariate.

Ballot Question 2 — Italian



Abstract sulla Pulizia dei Beni Pubblici
Il Dipartimento della Sanita (DSNY) € responsabile della pulizia delle strade

di New York e dello smaltimento dei rifiuti. L'attuale Statuto conferisce
all'Assessore del DSNY il potere di adottare regolamenti relativi all'uso dei
marciapiedi per lo smaltimento dei rifiuti e di imporre violazioni per il mancato
rispetto di tali regolamenti, punibili con multe, reclusione o sanzioni civili. Al
momento, lo Statuto non prevede espressamente 1'obbligo di containerizzare i
rifiuti, anche se il DSNY ha emanato diverse norme che limitano il tempo di
permanenza dei rifiuti non containerizzati sulle strade cittadine. L'attuale Statuto
non conferisce al DSNY la giurisdizione su alcune proprieta, come i parchi e gli
spartitraffico autostradali. Inoltre, sebbene 1'Ufficio per I'applicazione delle norme
sui venditori ambulanti sia inserito all'interno del DSNY, 1'Ufficio non ha l'autorita
di far rispettare le norme sui venditori ambulanti in alcune proprieta della citta,

come ad esempio nei parchi.

Le modifiche proposte chiariscono che il DSNY ha giurisdizione sulla
pulizia di tutte le proprieta della citta su indicazione del Sindaco. Le modifiche
proposte chiariscono inoltre che il DSNY ha l'autorita di garantire che 1 venditori
ambulanti rispettino 1 requisiti igienico- sanitari non solo sulle strade ma anche su
altre proprieta della citta. Infine, questa proposta riconoscerebbe espressamente
l'autorita del DSNY di regolamentare il corretto posizionamento dei sacchi di

rifiuti sul marciapiede, anche richiedendo che 1 rifiuti siano collocati in contenitori.
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Quesito sulla Scheda
Stime aggiuntive dei costi delle proposte di legge e degli aggiornamenti delle

scadenze di bilancio

Questa proposta modificherebbe lo Statuto della Citta e richiederebbe
un'analisi fiscale del Consiglio comunale prima delle udienze e delle votazioni
sulle leggi, un’autorizzazione dell'analisi fiscale da parte del Sindaco e un

aggiornamento delle scadenze di bilancio.

Votando "Si" si modificherebbe lo Statuto della Citta e si richiederebbe
un'analisi fiscale aggiuntiva prima delle udienze e delle votazioni sulle leggi locali,
oltre a un aggiornamento delle scadenze di bilancio. Votando "No" si lasciano le

leggi invariate.
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Abstract delle stime aggiuntive dei costi delle proposte di
legge e degli aggiornamenti delle scadenze di bilancio

Questa proposta richiederebbe un'analisi supplementare dell'impatto fiscale
delle leggi locali proposte. La proposta aggiornerebbe anche alcune scadenze di
bilancio.

In primo luogo, I'emendamento imporrebbe al Consiglio comunale di
stimare il costo delle leggi proposte prima di un'udienza pubblica tenuta da un
Comitato del Consiglio comunale e prima di una votazione da parte del Consiglio
comunale al completo. L'emendamento prevede inoltre che il Consiglio comunale
dia la possibilita all'Assessorato per la Gestione e il Bilancio di presentare
tempestivamente la propria stima.

Attualmente, lo Statuto richiede una Dichiarazione sull'impatto fiscale prima
del voto su una legge locale di un Comitato del Consiglio comunale e prima del
voto del Consiglio comunale al completo. Il testo non specifica chi debba elaborare
tali Dichiarazioni, ma in pratica ¢ il Consiglio comunale a formularle. Questo
emendamento codificherebbe il ruolo del Consiglio comunale. Inoltre, sposterebbe
il requisito delle Dichiarazioni sull'impatto fiscale all'inizio del processo
legislativo, richiedendolo prima di qualsiasi udienza pubblica. Inoltre, come gia
detto, I'emendamento garantirebbe che il Sindaco, attraverso 1'Ufficio per la
Gestione e 1l Bilancio, abbia la possibilita di presentare le stime finanziarie. Di
conseguenza, con questo emendamento, le Dichiarazioni sull'impatto fiscale
conterrebbero generalmente due stime: una del Consiglio comunale stesso e una
del Sindaco. In particolare, I'emendamento prevede che il Consiglio comunale dia
un preavviso di otto giorni al Sindaco (a meno che il Sindaco non rinunci al
preavviso) prima di un'udienza pubblica o di una votazione del Consiglio comunale

al completo su una proposta di legge locale, consentendo cosi all'Ufficio per la
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Gestione e 1l Bilancio di fornire una propria stima finanziaria. Tuttavia, se tale
ufficio non rispondera almeno tre giorni prima dell'udienza o della votazione, il
Consiglio comunale potra comunque procedere con l'udienza o la votazione.

In secondo luogo, questo emendamento aggiornerebbe diverse scadenze
relative al bilancio nello Statuto, con l'intento di rispecchiare le prassi piu
aggiornate. In particolare, si concederebbe alle nuove amministrazioni comunali
piu tempo per redigere un bilancio preliminare, estendendo la scadenza per il
bilancio preliminare dal 16 gennaio al 1° febbraio negli anni successivi all'elezione
del sindaco. C'¢ un precedente per questo: riconoscendo che la scadenza del 16
gennaio puo essere difficile da rispettare per una nuova amministrazione, in
passato il Consiglio comunale ha approvato leggi locali che prorogano il termine
per la presentazione del bilancio preliminare quando entra in carica un nuovo
sindaco. Allo stesso modo, I'emendamento proposto aggiornerebbe le relative
scadenze di bilancio per adeguarle alla nuova scadenza del bilancio preliminare:
negli anni successivi all'elezione del sindaco, il termine per la presentazione del
Certificato preliminare di indebitamento e obbligazioni in conto capitale da parte
del sindaco verrebbe esteso dal 16 gennaio al 1° febbraio, e il termine per la
presentazione della relazione sulle entrate e sulle spese da parte dell'Ufficio
indipendente del bilancio verrebbe esteso dal 1° febbraiostal 15 febbraio.

Allo stesso modo, con l'intento di promuovere un bilancio esecutivo piu
accurato, questo emendamento estenderebbe il termine per la presentazione del
bilancio esecutivo dal 26 aprile al 1° maggio. Attualmente lo Statuto prevede che
il Sindaco presenti il bilancio esecutivo il 26 aprile. Tale data ¢ di poco successiva
alla scadenza fiscale del 15 aprile, che fornisce al Comune informazioni importanti
sulle riscossioni delle imposte. Una breve proroga della scadenza del bilancio
esecutivo - al 1° maggio - darebbe all'Ufficio per la Gestione e il Bilancio piu

tempo per determinare le probabili entrate. L'emendamento estenderebbe quindi il
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termine per le raccomandazioni del Presidente del distretto sul bilancio esecutivo

dal 6 maggio al 13 maggio.
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Quesito sulla Scheda
Piu preavviso e piu tempo prima delle votazioni sulla legislazione in materia di

sicurezza pubblica

Questa proposta richiederebbe un ulteriore avviso pubblico e un tempo
supplementare prima che il Consiglio comunale voti su leggi che riguardano le
operazioni di pubblica sicurezza dei dipartimenti di polizia, di correzione o dei
vigili del fuoco.

Votando “Si” si richiederebbe un ulteriore avviso pubblico e un tempo piu
lungo prima che il Consiglio voti su leggi che riguardano le operazioni di
pubblica sicurezza dei Dipartimenti di Polizia, Correzione e Vigili del Fuoco.

Votando “No” le leggi rimarranno invariate.
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Abstract di piu preavviso e piu tempo prima delle votazioni sulla

legislazione in materia di sicurezza pubblica

Questo emendamento stabilirebbe ulteriori requisiti procedurali prima che il
Consiglio voti su proposte di leggi locali che riguardano le operazioni di pubblica
sicurezza di tre agenzie cittadine: il Dipartimento di Polizia, il Dipartimento di
Correzione e il Dipartimento dei Vigili del Fuoco.

Prima di una votazione da parte dell'intero Consiglio su una proposta di
sicurezza pubblica contemplata, il Consiglio sarebbe tenuto a dare un ulteriore
avviso al pubblico, al Sindaco e al commissario di ogni agenzia interessata almeno
30 giorni prima di tale votazione. Il Sindaco e le agenzie interessate potrebbero
utilizzare il periodo che intercorre tra tale avviso pubblico e il voto per tenere una o
piu udienze pubbliche aggiuntive sulla proposta, al fine di sollecitare ulteriori input
pubblici. Le procedure aggiuntive imposte da questo emendamento sono derogabili

da parte del Sindaco.
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Quesito sulla Scheda
Pianificazione del capitale

Questa proposta modificherebbe lo Statuto della Citta per richiedere un
maggior dettaglio nella valutazione annuale delle strutture cittadine, per imporre
che le esigenze delle strutture siano alla base della Pianificazione del capitale e per
aggiornare le scadenze della Pianificazione del capitale.

Votando "Si" si richiederebbero maggiori dettagli nella valutazione delle
esigenze di manutenzione delle strutture cittadine, si imporrebbe che le esigenze
delle strutture siano alla base della Pianificazione del capitale e si aggiornerebbero
le scadenze della Pianificazione del capitale. Votando "No" si lascerebbero le leggi

invariate.
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Abstract della Pianificazione del Capitale
La Citta si impegna in una regolare Pianificazione del capitale per

determinare come investire nelle proprie infrastrutture. Nell'ambito di questa
valutazione, le informazioni sulle infrastrutture della citta vengono raccolte e
condivise attraverso diversi documenti, tra cui la Dichiarazione annuale dei
bisogni della citta, I'Inventario annuale delle strutture cittadine e la Strategia
decennale in conto capitale con cadenza biennale. Tutti e tre 1 documenti
forniscono informazioni sulle infrastrutture esistenti della citta e sugli investimenti
pianificati. Tuttavia, lo Statuto non richiede esplicitamente alla Citta,
nell'elaborare la Dichiarazione dei bisogni, di tenere in considerazione la
manutenzione e la riparazione. Né richiede alla Citta, nella sua Strategia decennale
in conto capitale, di tenere in considerazione l'inventario ufficiale delle strutture o

la Dichiarazione dei bisogni.

Gli emendamenti proposti prevedono che la Citta, nel valutare le espansioni
e le riduzioni significative delle strutture cittadine nella sua annuale Dichiarazione
dei bisogni, raccolga anche informazioni relative alle esigenze di manutenzione,
come lo stato, la funzione e la vita utile stimata di tutte le strutture cittadine, per
quanto possibile. Gli emendamenti richiederebbero inoltre che il Dipartimento di
Urbanistica e I'Ufficio per la Gestione e il Bilancio, nello sviluppo della Strategia
decennale in conto capitale, prendano in considerazione le condizioni delle
strutture cittadine e le esigenze di manutenzione, insieme ad altri fattori come la
distribuzione geografica, 'impatto sulla resilienza e I'importanza delle strutture per
le operazioni dell'agenzia. Gli emendamenti modificherebbero la data di scadenza
della Strategia decennale in conto capitale del 1° novembre per allinearla alla data
del Bilancio preliminare della citta, che attualmente ¢ i1l 16 gennaio. Gli

emendamenti modificherebbero anche la data dell'udienza pubblica associata alla
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Strategia decennale in conto capitale, per rispettare la data in cui ¢ stata presentata

la domanda iniziale.
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Quesito sulla Scheda

Imprese commerciali di minoranza e a conduzione femminile (MWBE), Permessi

cinematografici e Comitati di revisione degli archivi

Questa proposta modificherebbe lo Statuto della Citta per istituire il
Direttore Responsabile della diversita aziendale (CBDO), per autorizzare il
Sindaco a designare l'ufficio che rilascia i permessi cinematografici e per unificare

1 Comitati d'archivio.

Votando "Si" si istituirebbe il CBDO per sostenere le MWBE, si
autorizzerebbe il Sindaco a designare l'ufficio che rilascia 1 permessi
cinematografici e si unificherebbero i1 due comitati. Votando "No" si lasciano le

leggi invariate.
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Abstract su imprese commerciali di minoranza e a conduzione
femminile (MWBE), permessi cinematografici e comitati di
revisione degli archivi

Questo emendamento prevede la revisione di diverse disposizioni dello
Statuto.

In primo luogo, per sostenere le imprese commerciali di minoranza e a
conduzione femminile (MWBE), questo emendamento introdurrebbe nello Statuto
la figura del Direttore responsabile della diversita aziendale (CBDO).
L'emendamento prevede inoltre che il CBDO funga da punto di contatto per le
MWRBE, valuti I'efficacia delle politiche della Citta per affrontare le disparita negli

appalti e proponga le modifiche necessarie alle politiche cittadine.

In secondo luogo, questo emendamento autorizzerebbe il Sindaco a
conferire all'ufficio che si occupa dei permessi cinematografici - I'Assessorato ai
Media e all'Intrattenimento (MOME) - la facolta di rilasciare tali permessi.
Attualmente, lo Statuto della Citta attribuisce solo al Dipartimento dei servizi per
le piccole imprese il potere di rilasciare 1 permessi per il cinema e la televisione.
Di conseguenza, per adempiere ai suoi compiti di rilascio dei permessi per il
cinema e per svolgere la sua missione di rafforzare 1'economia creativa della citta
di New York, I'Assessore del MOME ¢ un dipendente del Dipartimento dei Servizi
per le piccole imprese. Gli altri dipendenti del MOME non hanno la possibilita di
concedere permessi per il cinema e la televisione se 1'Assessore non ¢ in grado di
svolgere 1 propri compiti o se la posizione ¢ temporaneamente vacante.
L'emendamento proposto autorizzerebbe il Sindaco a designare un'altra agenzia
comunale per la concessione di questi permessi, consentendo al Sindaco di
assegnare questo compito al MOME e di garantire che altri dipendenti del MOME

possano esercitare questa autorita quando necessario.

Ballot Question 6 Abstract — Italian



In terzo luogo, questo emendamento unificherebbe due comitati creati dallo
Statuto che si occupano della revisione degli archivi comunali. In base allo Statuto
attuale, la Citta deve gestire sia il Comitato di revisione archivistica sia il Comitato
degli Archivi e di Referenza e Consulenza per la Ricerca. Questi comitati hanno
missioni simili e mandati di rendicontazione annuale. Questa proposta di modifica
unificherebbe in un unico organismo il Comitato di revisione archivistica, il
Comitato degli Archivi e di Referenza e Consulenza per la Ricerca e il Comitato
consultivo degli archivi e delle biblioteche comunali, nel tentativo di promuovere
'efficienza e risparmiare le risorse della Citta. Questa proposta di modifica

avrebbe effetto immediato.
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Pytanie na karcie do glosowania
Sprzgtanie mienia publicznego

Propozycja ta zmieniataby Statut Miasta w celu rozszerzenia i uscislenia
uprawnien Wydziatu Oczyszczania Miasta (Department of Sanitation) do sprzatania
ulic 1 innego mienia miejskiego oraz wprowadzenia wymogu usuwania odpadow
do pojemnikéw.

Glosowanie na ,,Tak” rozszerzy 1 u$cisli uprawnienia Wydziatu
Oczyszczania Miasta do sprzatania ulic 1 innego mienia miejskiego oraz bedzie
wymaga¢ usuwania odpadow do pojemnikéw. Glosowanie na ,,Nie” pozostawia

przepisy bez zmian.

Ballot Question 2 — Polish



Sprzatanie mienia publicznego - Streszczenie

Wydziat Oczyszczania Miasta (Department of Sanitation, DSNY) jest
odpowiedzialny za czysto$¢ ulic Nowego Jorku 1 wywo6z $mieci. Obecny Statut
przyznaje komisarzowi DSNY prawo przyjmowania przepisow dotyczacych
korzystania z chodnikow do usuwania $mieci oraz do wydawania mandatow za
nieprzestrzeganie takich przepisow, z karami grzywny, wiezienia lub karami
cywilnymi. Statut nie okresla obecnie wyraznie zadnego wymogu wktadania §mieci
do pojemnikéw — mimo ze DSNY wydato kilka przepisOw ograniczajacych ilos¢
czasu, jaki $mieci mogg pozostawa¢ na ulicach miasta bez pojemnikéw. Obecny
Statut nie daje réwniez uprawnien DSNY co do niektérych obiektéw mienia
publicznego, takich jak parki i pasy oddzielajace kierunki ruchu na drogach.
Ponadto, chociaz w obrebie DSNY miesci si¢ Biuro Nadzoru Sprzedawcow
Ulicznych (Office of Street Vendor Enforcement), nie ma ono uprawnien do nadzoru
sprzedawcow na niektorych terenach Miasta, np. w parkach.

Proponowane zmiany wyjasnialyby, ze w zakresie uprawnien DSNY jest
sprzatanie calego mienia miejskiego zgodnie z poleceniem burmistrza.
Proponowane zmiany wyjasnialyby rowniez, ze DSNY ma prawo egzekwowa¢ od
sprzedawcow ulicznych przestrzeganie wymogow higieny nie tylko na ulicach, ale
takze w innych miejscach bgdacych wlasnoscig miasta. I wreszcie, propozycja ta
jednoznacznie ustanawialaby uprawnienia DSNY do ustalania prawidtowych
sposobow umieszczania workow ze Smieciami na chodniku, w tym poprzez wymog

umieszczania odpadow w pojemnikach.

Ballot Question 2 Abstract — Polish



Pytanie na karcie do glosowania

Dodatkowe szacunki kosztow proponowanych przepisow i aktualizacje terminow
w procesie budzetowym

Propozycja ta zmienia Statut Miasta w taki sposob, aby wymaga¢ od Rady
analizy fiskalnej przed posiedzeniami i gtosowaniami nad ustawami, upowaznic¢
burmistrza do prowadzenia analiz fiskalnych oraz aktualizuje terminy w procesie
budzetowym.

Glosowanie na ,,Tak” spowodowatoby zmiang Statutu Miasta w taki sposob,
aby wymagana bytaby dodatkowa analiza fiskalna przed posiedzeniami
1 glosowaniami w sprawie lokalnych przepiséw oraz aktualizacja termindw procesu

budzetowego. Gtosowanie na ,,Nie” pozostawia przepisy bez zmian.

Ballot Question 3 — Polish



Dodatkowe szacunki kosztow proponowanych przepisow i aktualizacje
terminOw w procesie budzetowym - Streszczenie

Propozycja ta wymagataby dodatkowej analizy skutkéw finansowych
proponowanych przepisow lokalnych. Wniosek nowelizuje réwniez niektore
terminy w procesie budzetowym.

Po pierwsze, poprawka wymagataby od Rady oszacowania kosztéw
proponowanych przepisow przed posiedzeniem publicznym komisji Rady 1 przed
pelnym glosowaniem Rady. Wymagatoby to rowniez od Rady zapewnienia
mozliwos$ci przedstawienia przez Biuro Zarzadzania 1 Budzetu burmistrza wtasnego
szacunku kosztow w odpowiednim terminie.

Obecnie Statut wymaga przedstawienia o$wiadczenia o wptywie na budzet
przed gltosowaniem nad przepisem lokalnym w komisji Rady i przed glosowaniem
w pelnym sktadzie Rady. Nie okresla, kto powinien opracowywac te oswiadczenia,
ale w praktyce formuluje je Rada. Poprawka ta skodyfikowataby rol¢ Rady.
Przesungtaby rowniez termin zlozenia oswiadczenia o wplywie na budzet na
wczesniejsza faze procesu legislacyjnego, wymagajac przedstawienia go przed
posiedzeniami publicznymi. Ponadto, jak wskazano powyzej, poprawka
zapewnitaby burmistrzowi, dziatajagcemu za posrednictwem Biura Zarzadzania
1 Budzetu, mozliwo$¢ przedtozenia wlasnych szacunkéw  finansowych.
W rezultacie, po wprowadzeniu tej poprawki, oswiadczenia o wplywie przepisu
na budzet zawieratyby na ogo6t dwa szacunki: jeden sporzadzony przez samg Rade,
a drugi przez burmistrza. W szczegdlno$ci poprawka wymagataby, aby Rada
powiadomita burmistrza z o$Smiodniowym wyprzedzeniem (chyba ze burmistrz
zrzeknie si¢ tego powiadomienia) przed posiedzeniem publicznym lub pelnym
glosowaniem Rady w sprawie proponowanego prawa lokalnego, aby Biuro
Zarzadzania 1 Budzetu mialo mozliwos¢ przedstawienia wlasnego kosztorysu

finansowego. Jezeli jednak urzad ten nie udzieli odpowiedzi co najmniej na trzy dni

Ballot Question 3 Abstract — Polish



przed posiedzeniem lub glosowaniem, Rada bedzie nadal mogta przeprowadzi¢ takie
posiedzenie lub glosowanie.

Po drugie, poprawka ta zaktualizowataby kilka terminéw zwigzanych
z budzetem zawartych w Statucie dla odzwierciedlenia nowoczesnych praktyk.
W szczegblnosci databy nowym burmistrzom wigcej czasu na opracowanie
wstepnego budzetu poprzez wydluzenie terminu sporzadzenia wstepnego budzetu
z 16 stycznia do 1 lutego w latach nastepujacych po wyborach na burmistrza. Istnieje
tu precedens: uznajac, ze obowigzujacy obecnie termin 16 stycznia moze by¢ trudny
dla nowej administracji, w przeszlosci Rada Miasta uchwalala lokalne przepisy
wydtuzajace termin przedstawienia wstepnego budzetu po objeciu urzedu przez
nowego burmistrza. Proponowana poprawka w podobny sposob aktualizowataby
powigzane terminy procesu budzetowego w celu dostosowania si¢ do nowego
wstepnego terminu przedstawienia budzetu: w latach nastepujacych po wyborach
burmistrza termin na ztozenie przez burmistrza wstgpnego poswiadczenia
zadluzenia kapitalowego 1 zobowigzan zostanie wydluzony z 16 stycznia
do 1 lutego, a termin sktadania przez Samodzielne Biuro Budzetowe sprawozdan
o dochodach 1 wydatkach zostanie wydtuzony z 1 lutego do 15 lutego.

Podobnie, majac na celu poprawe doktadnosci budzetu witadz wykonawczych,
nowelizacja ta wydluzalaby termin przediozenia przez nie budzetu z 26 kwietnia do
1 maja. Statut wymaga obecnie, aby burmistrz przedstawil budzet wiadz
wykonawczych w dniu 26 kwietnia. Data ta przypada tuz po 15 kwietnia, po terminie
rozliczen podatkowych, co daje Miastu istotne informacje na temat wplywow
srodkéw z podatkow. Niewielka prolongata terminu budzetu wiadz wykonawczych
— do 1 maja— daloby dla Biura Zarzadzania 1 Budzetu wigcej czasu na okreslenie
prawdopodobnych wplywéw. Poprawka wydluzytaby tym samym termin
na przedstawienie zalecen prezydentow borough w sprawie budzetu wiadz

wykonawczych z 6 na 13 maja.
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Pytanie na karcie do glosowania
Wiecej informacji i czasu przed glosowaniem w sprawie przepisow dotyczqcych
bezpieczenstwa publicznego
Propozycja ta wymagataby wigcej informacji publicznych 1 czasu przed
glosowaniem przez Rade¢ Miasta nad przepisami dotyczacymi dziatah Wydziatu
Policji (Police Department), Wydzialu Wigziennictwa (Department of Corrections)
lub Strazy Pozarnej (Fire Department) w zakresie bezpieczenstwa publicznego.
Glosowanie na ,,Tak” oznacza wymaganie dodatkowych informacji i czasu
przed glosowaniem przez Rade Miasta nad przepisami dotyczacymi dziatan
Wydzialu Policji, Wigziennictwa lub Strazy Pozarnej w zakresie bezpieczenstwa

publicznego. Glosowanie na ,,Nie” pozostawia przepisy bez zmian.
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Wigcej informacji 1 czasu przed glosowaniem w sprawie przepisow
dotyczacych bezpieczenstwa publicznego - Streszczenie

Poprawka ta ustanawialaby dodatkowe wymogi proceduralne przed
glosowaniem przez Rade¢ nad proponowanymi przepisami lokalnymi dotyczacymi
dziatan w zakresie bezpieczenstwa publicznego trzech agencji miejskich: Wydziatu
Policji (Police Department), Wydzialu Wigziennictwa (Department of Corrections)
lub Strazy Pozarnej (Fire Department).

Zanim Rada bedzie glosowa¢ w pelnym sktadzie nad odnos$ng propozycja
dotyczaca bezpieczenstwa publicznego, Rada bedzie zobowigzana przekazac
dodatkowe powiadomienie opinii publicznej, burmistrzowi 1 komisarzowi kazdej
z zainteresowanych agencji nie pozniej niz 30 dni przed takim glosowaniem.
Burmistrz 1 zainteresowane agencje mogltyby wykorzysta¢ okres pomigdzy takim
zawiadomieniem a glosowaniem na zorganizowanie dodatkowego posiedzenia
publicznego (lub kolejnych dodatkowych posiedzen) w sprawie propozycji
1 uzyskanie dodatkowych komentarzy spotecznych. Burmistrz modglt odstapi¢

od dodatkowych procedur narzuconych ta nowelizacja.
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Pytanie na karcie do glosowania

Planowanie wydatkow kapitatowych

Propozycja ta zmienitaby Statut Miasta, wymagajac wigkszej szczegdtowosci
przy rocznej ocenie obiektoéw miejskich, naktadajac obowigzek uwzgledniania
potrzeb w zakresie obiektow w planowaniu wydatkow kapitalowych oraz
aktualizacje termind6w planowania kapitatowego.

Glosowanie na ,,Tak” naktadatoby wymog wiekszej szczegdtowosci przy
ocenie potrzeb w zakresie konserwacji obiektow miejskich, uwzgledniania potrzeb
w zakresie obiektow w planowaniu wydatkow kapitalowych oraz aktualizacji
termindw planowania kapitatowego. Glosowanie na ,,Nie” pozostawia przepisy

bez zmian.
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Planowanie wydatkow kapitalowych - Streszczenie
Miasto regularne planuje wydatki kapitalowe, aby ustali¢ sposoby

inwestowania w swojg infrastrukturg. W ramach tej oceny informacje
o infrastrukturze Miasta sg gromadzone 1 udostgpniane w kilku dokumentach, w tym
w dorocznej Ogolnomiejskiej Deklaracji Potrzeb, dorocznej inwentaryzacji
obiektow miejskich oraz sporzadzanej dwa razy w roku Dziesiecioletniej Strategii
Kapitatowej. Wszystkie trzy dokumenty zawierajg informacje o istniejacej
infrastrukturze Miasta 1 planowanych inwestycjach. Jednakze Statut nie wymaga
wyraznie, aby Miasto przy opracowywaniu Deklaracji Potrzeb brato pod uwage
konserwacje 1 naprawy. Nie wymaga tez, aby Miasto, w swojej Dziesi¢cioletnie;j
Strategii Kapitatowej, bralo pod uwage oficjalny wykaz obiektow lub Deklaracje
Potrzeb.

Proponowane zmiany wymagalyby, aby Miasto, oceniajagc w swojej
dorocznej Deklaracji Potrzeb znaczace rozbudowy i redukcje obiektow miejskich,
gromadzilo takze informacje zwigzane z potrzebami konserwacji, takimi jak stan,
funkcje 1 szacowany okres uzytkowania wszystkich obiektow miejskich, o ile bedzie
to wykonalne. Zmiany wymagalyby rowniez, aby Wydziat Planowania Miasta
(Department of City Planning) oraz Biuro Zarzadzania i Budzetu (Office of
Management and Budget) przy opracowywaniu Dziesigcioletniej Strategii
Kapitatowej uwzglednili stan obiektow miejskich i potrzeby ich konserwacji, a takze
inne czynniki, takie jak rozmieszczenie geograficzne, wplyw na odporno$¢ miasta
na katastrofy 1 znaczenie obiektéw dla dziatalnosci agencji. Poprawki zmienityby
termin przedstawiania Dziesi¢cioletniej Strategii Kapitatowej z 1 listopada na date
zbiezng z terminem ogloszenia wstepnego budzetu Miasta, obecnie 16 stycznia.

Poprawki te podobnie zmienig termin posiedzenia publicznego na temat
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Dziesigcioletniej Strategii Kapitatlowej, aby uwzgledni¢ pozniejszy termin pierwszej

prezentacji.

Ballot Question 5 Abstract — Polish



Pytanie na karcie do glosowania

Przedsigbiorstwa nalezgce do mniejszosci i kobiet (MWBE), pozwolenia na krgcenie
filmow i komisje przeglgdu archiwow

Propozycja ta wprowadzataby zmiany do Statutu Miasta w celu powotania
dyrektora ds. dywersyfikacji przedsi¢biorstw (CBDO), upowaznienia burmistrza
do powotania urzedu wydajacego pozwolenia na krecenie filmow oraz potgczenia
zarzadow archiwow.

Glosowanie na ,,Tak” oznaczatoby powotanie CBDO do wspierania MWBE,
upowaznienie burmistrza do powotania urzedu wydajacego pozwolenia na krecenie
filméw oraz potaczenie dwoch zarzadow. Glosowanie na ,,Nie” pozostawia przepisy

bez zmian.
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Przedsigbiorstwa nalezagce do mniejszosci 1 kobiet (MWBE), pozwolenia
na krecenie filmow i komisje przegladu archiwow - Streszczenie

Poprawka ta zmienitaby kilka odrgbnych postanowien Statutu.

Po pierwsze, aby wesprze¢ przedsiebiorstwa nalezace do mniejszosci 1 do
kobiet (MWBE), poprawka ta wprowadzitaby do Statutu stanowisko dyrektora ds.
roznorodnosci biznesowej (CBDO). CBDO miatoby tez stuzy¢ jako punkt
kontaktowy dla MWBE, ocenia¢ skuteczno$¢ polityki miasta w zakresie
eliminowania nierownosci w zamowieniach publicznych 1 proponowac potrzebne
zmiany w polityce miasta.

Po drugie, poprawka upowaznitaby burmistrza do przyznania urzedowi, ktéry
zajmuje si¢ pozwoleniami na filmowanie — jest to Biuro Burmistrza ds. Mediéw
1 Rozrywki (MOME) — uprawnien do wydawania tych zezwolen. Obecnie Statut
Miasta przyznaje uprawnienia do wydawania zezwoleh na filmowanie
1 przygotowywanie programoOw telewizyjnych na terenach miejskich tylko
Departamentowi Ustug dla Matych Przedsiebiorstw (Department of Small Business
Services). W rezultacie, aby wywigza¢ si¢ ze swoich obowigzkéw w zakresie
wydawania pozwolen na filmowanie 1 wykonywa¢ misj¢ wzmacniania kreatywnej
gospodarki Nowego Jorku, komisarz MOME jest pracownikiem Departamentu
Ustug dla Matych Przedsigbiorstw. Pozostali pracownicy MOME nie maja
mozliwosci wydawania zezwolen na filmy 1 programy telewizyjne w sytuacji, gdy
Komisarz nie jest w stanie wykonywac swoich obowigzkow lub gdy stanowisko jest
czasowo nieobsadzone. Proponowana poprawka uprawnialaby burmistrza do
wyznaczenia innej agencji miejskiej do wydawania takich zezwolen, umozliwiajgc
burmistrzowi wyznaczenie MOME 1 nadanie innym pracownikom MOME tego
uprawnienia w stosownych przypadkach.

Po trzecie, poprawka ta polaczytaby dwie rady utworzone na mocy Statutu

w jedna, zajmujacg si¢ przegladami archiwow miejskich. Zgodnie z obowigzujagcym
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Statutem, Miasto musi utrzymywac¢ zaro6wno Rade ds. Przegladu Archiwow
(Archival Review Board), jak i Rad¢ ds. Archiwéw, Informacji i Badan (Reference
and Research Advisory Board). Rady te maja podobne misje i obowigzki w zakresie
sktadania rocznych sprawozdan. Proponowana poprawka potaczylaby Rade ds.
Przegladu Archiwéw oraz Rade¢ ds. Archiwow, Informacji i Badan w jeden organ,
Rade¢ Doradcza ds. Archiwow Miejskich 1 Bibliotek (Municipal Archives and
Library Advisory Board), co zwigkszytoby wydajnos¢ 1 przyniosto miastu

oszczgdnosci. Proponowana zmiana wesztaby w zycie natychmiast.
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Bomnpoc u3 n3bupareapHOro OrIeTeHs
Ybopka obwecmeennvix 06vexmos

JlaHHO€ NpeaioKEeHNE BHECET MOIMPABKy B Y CTaB ropoja: OyayT pacllupeHbl
M YTOYHEHBI OJTHOMOYHS CAHUTAPHOTO yrpasienns Hero-Mopka 1o yGopke ymmig
U APYTUX TOPOACKUX OOBEKTOB, a TaKXKE MOJHOMOYHUS TPeOOBATh YTUIM3UPOBATH
OTXOJIbl B KOHTEMHEPAX.

['onocoBanue «3a»: OyAyT pACIIUPEHbBl M YTOUYHEHBl IOJHOMOYUS
CaHUTAapHOro ympasieHus Hpio-Hopka mo yGopke yIMI M APYTHX TOPOACKHX
O0OBEKTOB, a TaKKe IOJHOMOYMA TpeOOBaTh  yTWIM3HPOBATb  OTXO[BbI

B KOHTelHepax. ['oocoBaHme «IpoTHBY: 3aKOHBI OCTaHYTCS 0€3 U3MEHEHU.

Ballot Question 2 — Russian



Kparkoe conepkxaHue monpaBKu B OTHOIIIEHUH YOOPKH OOIIECTBEHHBIX
00BEKTOB

CanmtapHoe ynpapienne Hpio-opka (DSNY) oTBewaeT 3a 4YHCTOTY
FOPOACKUX YJMI[ U YTHIM3ALUIO OTXOJ0B. JleucTByrommii YcraB ropoja
npenocrasisier  ynpasieHuto  DSNY  monHoMouus NpUHUMATh  [IpaBuUja
WCMOJIb30BaHUs TPOTYapoOB I YTWIH3ALUU MyCOpa U IMPUMEHATh TAKUE MEPHI
HaKa3aHUsl 3a HapyIlIEHWE MPaBWJI, KaK IITpadbl, TIOPEMHOE 3aKIIOUECHHUE WU
aIMUHUCTPATUBHBIE CAaHKIMUHU. B Hactosmiee BpeMs YcraB ropoja HE COIEPKHUT
MPSIMO BBIPAKEHHOT'O TpeOOBaHUs MOMEIIATh MyCOpP B KOHTEWHEPHI, HECMOTPSI HA
TO, 4ro ynpasieHue DSNY wn3gano HECKOJIbKO MpaBujl, OTPAHUYMBAIOLIUX CPOK
HAXOX/JCHUS HE ITOMEIICHHOIO B KOHTEMHEPBI MyCOpa Ha TOPOJCKHX YJIUIAX.
JlelicTByrOIMN Y CTaB ropoja TakKe HE IMPEAyCMATPUBAET IOJABEAOMCTBEHHOCTH
yrpasienuro DSNY onpeneneHHbIX 00BEKTOB, TAKUX KaK MapKd U IIEHTpalIbHbIC
MOJIOCKI aBTOCTpaAbl. KpoMe TOro, xoTs ymnpaBjieHHWE MO aIMHUHUCTPUPOBAHUIO
YIUYHOU TOProBiau BXOAUT B cocTtaB DSNY, OoHO HEe HMMeeT MOJHOMOYUM Ha
JNEUCTBUSI B OTHOIIEHWH YJIMYHBIX TOPrOBLEB HA TEPPUTOPUH OMPEAECIEHHBIX
00BEKTOB TOPOACKOTO XO35HCTBA, HAITPUMED, B MapKax.

[Ipennmaraemple MONpaBKM BHECYT YTOYHEHHME, COIJIACHO KOTOPOMY
ynpasienre DSNY ynosHoMoueHo MpoBOAUTh YOOPKY BCEX FOPOACKUX OOBEKTOB
no pacnopsskeHuro Ma3pa. [Ipennaraemple NMONpPaBKU TakKe€ BHECYT YTOUYHEHHE,
corjacHo kotopomy ympaBienue DSNY  ynomHoModyeHo —oOecreunBaTh
COOJIO/IeHNE CaHUTApHBIX TPEOOBAHWM YJIMYHBIMUA TOPTOBIIAMH HE TOJIBKO Ha
yJIMIIAaX, HO M HA TEPPUTOPUU JPYTUX IPUHAISKAIINX ropoy o0bekToB. Hakoner,
JAaHHOE MpeJIOKEHUE B IPAMOi (hopMe mpu3HaeT noaHomoune yrpanienus DSNY
KOHTPOJIMPOBATh HAJICKAIIEE Pa3MELICHHE MEMIKOB Uil Mycopa Ha TpOTyape,

B TOM 4YHUCJIC ITOCPCACTBOM Tpe6OBaHI/I$I IIOMECIIATh OTXOAbI B KOHTﬁﬁHepBI.
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Bomnpoc u3 n3bupaTeapHOro OroJIeTeHs

JononnumenvHvle OyeHKu 3ampam HA 3AKOHONPOEKMbl U YMOUYHEHUS KPAUHUX
CPOK08 npedcmasieHus 0i00xicema

JlaHHOE TIpeIO’KEHHWE BHECET TIONpaBKy B YCTaB TOpOJa: HM3MEHSTCS
TpeOOBaHMS 10 MPOBEJACHUIO (PMHAHCOBOTO aHAJIM3a /IO CIYIMIAHUNA U TOJIOCOBAHUS
10 3aKOHAaM, MPEJ0CTABICHUS MAPY TTOJITHOMOYHM HA MpeCTaBlIeHne (PUHAHCOBOTO
aHaNMM3a, a TaKke OyAyT yTOUYHEHBI KpaitHUE CPOKH MPEACTABICHUS OFOKETA.

['onocoBanme «3a»: OylneT BHeceHa MOMpaBKa B YCTaB Topoja B YacTH
TpeOOBaHMS 1O MPOBEICHUIO JOMOJHUTEILHOTO (PMHAHCOBOTO aHaimM3a Jo
CIIyIIIaHWUW U TOJIOCOBAHMSI TI0O MECTHBIM 3aKOHaM, a TaKXe OYIyT YTOYHECHBI
KpallHHE CpOKHM TIpEJCTaBlIeHUs Oro/pkeTa. ['0locoBaHHE «IPOTHBY: 3aKOHBI

OCTaHyTCsl 0€3 U3MEHECHUI.
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Kparkoe comeprkanue monpaBku B OTHOIEHUN JTOTOJIHUTEIbHBIX
OIICHOK 3aTpaT Ha 3aKOHOIPOEKTHI M YTOUYHEHHUS CPOKOB MPE/ICTABICHUS
OrOJKETA

JlanHoe mpemsiokeHue noTpedyeT MOMOJHUTENBLHOTO aHaiu3a OFOKETHBIX
MOCJIEACTBUA  MECTHBIX 3aKOHONPOEKTOB. I[IpemyokeHne Takke YTOUHHT
OTIpe/ieJICHHbIE CPOKU MPE/ICTaBICHUS OI0KETa.

Bo-nepBeix, mompaBka notpedyer ot (CoBera OLIEHMBATh 3aTpaTbl Ha
3aKOHOIPOEKTHI 0 MyOJuYHOro ciaymanus komuteToM CoBeTa U 10 TOJI0COBaHUS
Cosera B noinHoM coctaBe. OHO Takke morpedyer, 4ToObl COBET MPeaoCTaBIISII
aJIMUHUCTPATUBHO-0I0JKETHOMY YIPABJIECHUIO MAIPUU BO3MOKHOCTbH MPEJICTABUTH
COOCTBEHHYIO OLIEHKY B YCTAHOBJICHHBIE CPOKH.

B Hacrosimee Bpemsi YcraB ropoga TpeOyeT, 4ToObl Mepes roJoCOBaHHUEM
koMurera CoBera 0 MECTHOMY 3aKOHY M nepe rojgocoBanreM CoBeTa B IOJTHOM
cocraBe Obul npeacTaBieH OTUeT o OI0IKETHBIX mocneacTBusax. B Ycrase ropona
HE YyKa3aHO, KTO JOJDKEH COCTaBJATh AaHHble OT4YeThl, HO Ha MpPaKTUKE HX
cocrasisieT CoBet. [laHHas onpaBKa 3aKOHOIATENBHO 3akpenuT poib Cosera. OHa
TaK)ke BBEJET TpeboBaHue o OoJiee paHHEM MnpeacTaBieHun OTyeTa o O0IKETHBIX
MOCJIEICTBUSIX B paMKax 3aKOHOJATENBHOrO Ipolecca — 0  MyOJIHYHBIX
caymanuii. Kpome TOro, kak yNOMHMHAJIOCH pPaHEE, OHA IO3BOJUT M3pPY
MPEeACTaBIATh (UHAHCOBBIE OLICHKH, JCHCTBYS 4Yepe3 aIMUHUCTPATHBHO-
Oro/xeTHOE ynpasieHue. Eciau nonpaska Oyaer npuHsata, OTuersl 0 OIOKETHBIX
MOCJICJICTBUAX B LIEJIOM OyAyT CollepKaTh JIBE OLEHKH: MPECTABICHHYIO CaMUM
CoBeroM U npeAcTaBiIeHHYI0 M3poM. B yacTHocTH, nornpaBka notpedyet ot CoBera
YBEIOMIIATH M3pa (€CIIU MAP HE OTKaXKETCsI OT IPaBa HA MOJYyYEHHUE YBEIOMIICHHS)
3a BOCEMb JIHEH J10 MPOBEACHUS MyOJIIMYHOTO CIyIIaHus WK roiocoBanust CoBera
B IIOJIHOM COCTaB€ IO MECTHOMY 3aKOHOIIPOEKTY, YTOOBI  IO3BOJHTH

aIMUHUCTPATUBHO-OIOJDKETHOMY  YMPABICHUIO  MPEACTaBUTH  COOCTBEHHYIO
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(¢uHaHCOBYIO O1IeHKY. OJTHAKO B Clly4ae, €CiIu yIpaBiIeHHe He TIPEJICTABUT OTBET HE
MO3JHEE YE€M 3a TPH JHSA JO CIYyLIaHWs WU ronocoBaHus, COBET CMOXET
MPUCTYIUTh K IPOBEACHUIO TAKOTO CIyIIaHUS UM TOJIOCOBAHMSL.

Bo-BTOpBIX, MaHHas TMONpaBKa BHECET YTOYHEHHE B YCTaB Tropoja
OTHOCHUTEIHHO HECKOJIbKMX KPalHMX CPOKOB IMPEICTaBICHUS OIO/HKETa C y4eTOM
COBPEMEHHBIX METO/I0B paboThl. B yacTHOCTH, OHA MPEAOCTABUT AIMUHHUCTPALIUU
MIpa B CHEAYIOUIMX KaJCHUMSIX JTONOJHUTENBHOE BPEMS HA COCTABIICHHE
MpeaBapuTeNbHOTO  OlOJKeTa —  JlaTa  KpallHero cpoka  TMpeJCTaBIeHUs
npeBapUTeIbLHOTO OroKeTa Oy et nepeHecena ¢ 16 ssHBaps Ha 1 deBpais B rofbl,
cienyromue 3a BelOopamMu Mapa. llpeneneHToMm sBisieTCs NMpPU3HAHHE TOTO, YTO
HOBOM aIMUHUCTPAIIUU MOXKET OBITh CII0KHO YJIOXKHUTHCS B ICUCTBYIOIINIA KpaiHUN
cpok 16 suBapsi. Panee ['opojckoil COBET YK€ NPUHUMAI MECTHBIE 3aKOHHBI,
MPOJIJIEBAIOIIME KPAMHUI CPOK MPEJICTABICHUS MPEABAPUTEIBHOTO OOKETa MpU
BCTYIUICHUH B JIOJDKHOCTH HOBOTO M3pa. AHAJOTHYHBIM 00pa3oM, MpeiasiaracMas
MOMNpPaBKa YTOYHUT COOTBETCTBYIOLIME KpalHUE CPOKH IMpEACTaBICHUS OrOKeTa
C YYETOM HOBOT'O KpalHETO CpOKa MPEICTABIICHUS MPEIBAPUTEIHHOTO OFOJKETA!
B IOJIbI, CJIEIyIOUIME 3a BbIOOpaMu M3pa, KpailHUH CpPOK MPEACTABICHHUS MAIPOM
OTYeTa O KaUTAIbHBIX JA0JTaX U o0A3aTeNbCcTBaX OyAeT nepeHeceH ¢ 16 sHBaps Ha
1 peBpasigs, akpallHUH CpOK TMPEACTABICHHUS HE3ABUCUMBIM  OIOKETHBIM
yOpaBJIeHHEM OT4YeTa O J0XOJax U pacxojax Oyaer mepeHeceH ¢ | geBpans Ha
15 dbeBpans.

[Tono6GubIM 00pa3om, c Lenplo obecnieueHus: Oojee TOYHOrO MPOEKTa
ACCUTHOBAHMM, HAPABJISIEMOTO CIIEHHATbHBIMA KOMUCCHSIMH, B PE€3YJIbTATE JAHHOU
MOTIPAaBKY KpaHUN CPOK MPEJICTABIICHUS MPOCKTAa ACCUTHOBAHUM OyAeT mepeHeceH
c 26 arpenss Ha 1 masg. B cooTBETCTBUMM € IEUCTBYIOIIMM Y CTaBOM IOpoJia M3p
JOJDKEH NPEACTABIATh NMPOEKT aCCUTHOBAHUM 26 ampenst. JTa aara IPUXOIUTCS

HCIIOCPCACTBCHHO II0CJIC KpaﬁHCFO CpOKa IIoAa4Yu HaAJIOT'OBBIX nemapaunﬁ—
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15 ampernis, 4TO Ja€T rOpOAY COOTBETCTBYIOILYIO HH(POPMAIIUIO O CYMME HaJIOTOBBIX
MOCTYyIUICHUH. He3HaunTenpbHOE MpOJJIEHHE KPAWHEro0 CpOKa IPEICTABICHUS
OpOeKTa AacCUTHOBaHUM 10 1 Mas JacT aJMUHHCTPATUBHO-O0IOKETHOMY
YIpaBJICHUIO OO0JbIlIE BPEMEHU HA OMNPEIEICHUE BEPOSTHOTO 00bEMa HAJOTOBBIX
noctymieHui. IlonpaBka COOTBETCTBYIOIIMM O0Opa3oM NEPEHECET KpallHUil CpOK
NPEACTABICHUS TJIaBaMU OKPYKHBIX COBETOB PEKOMEHJALMI B OTHOUIEHUU

IIPOEKTA ACCUTHOBaHUM ¢ 6 mas Ha 13 mas.
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Bomnpoc u3 n3bupareabHOro OroJieTeHs

HononnumenvHule ygeoomaeHus u 6pems nepeod 20J10CO08aHUeM N0 3aKOHONPOEKMAM,
Kacarowumcs obujecmeenHou bezonacHocmu

JlaHHOE  TpeAsioKeHHe TMOTpedyeT JOMOJHHUTEIBHOTO  yBEIOMIICHHS
OOIIECTBEHHOCTH U JOIMOJHHUTEIHHOTO BPEMEHHU N0 MpoBeAeHHs [ OpoicKum
COBETOM TOJIOCOBAHMS B OTHOIIECHUHM 3aKOHOB, KacaroIUXci JesTeIbHOCTH
JlemapramMenTa monunuu, JlemapraMeHTa HCIPABUTENBHBIX YUPSKICHUNA HITH
[ToxxapHOTO NenapTaMmeHTa Mo 00ecneueHn o0 00IECTBEHHONW O€30MacHOCTH.

['onocoBanue «3a»: TpeOyeTcs AOMOJIHUTENbHbBIE YBEIOMIICHUS U BpeMsl JI0
npoBeieHuss COBETOM TOJIOCOBAaHHMS B OTHOIICHWH 3aKOHOB, KacCaIOMIUXCS
nestenbHOCTH  Jlemapramenta monuinuu, JlemapTameHTa  MCHpaBUTEIbHBIX
yupexaeHuil uian IlokapHoro nenaprameHTa Mo OOECHEUYEHHUIO0 OOIIECTBEHHOM

6e3omacHocTH. ['0110cOBaHNE «IIPOTUBY: 3aKOHBI OCTaHYTCS 0€3 N3MEHEHU.
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CnpaBKa OTHOCUTCJIIBHO JOITOJHUTCIBbHBIX YBGI{OMHCHI/Iﬁ H BPCMCHU
Inepea roJiIoCoOBaAHMUCM 110 3aKOHOITPOCKTaAM, KaCarOIUMCA O6HICCTBCHHOﬁ

0e30IMaCHOCTH

JlaHHasi MOmpaBKa YCTaHABIMBAET JIONOJHUTEIbHBIE IPOLEAYPHbBIE
TpeOoBaHus, MpeaUIecTBYIONUE MpoBeieHn0 COBETOM roJIOCOBaHUSA MO0 MECTHBIM
3aKOHOINPOEKTaM, KacarolMMCs JESTEIbHOCTH TPEX TOPOACKUX CTPYKTyp IO
obecrieyeHH0  OOIIECTBEHHOM  Oe3omacHocTH:  JlemaprameHTa  MOJUIINH,
JlermapraMeHTa UCIIPaBUTENIBHBIX yupexaeHn min [lokapHoro nenapraMmeHTa.

Jlo mpoBefeHMsI TOJOCOBaHUS B MOJHOM COCTaBE€ IO PaccMAaTPpUBAEMOMY
3aKOHONPOEKTy B obOmactu oOmecTtBeHHOM ©Oe3omacHoctn CoBer 00s3aH
JOTIOJIHUTENBHO YBEIOMUTh OOIIECTBEHHOCTh, M3pa U YHOJIHOMOYEHHBIX JIHII
COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX CTPYKTYp HE mo3aHee 4eM 3a 30 qHel A0 TaKoro rojIoCOBAHUS.
M>bp ¥ COOTBETCTBYIOIINE CTPYKTYpbl MOTYT IPOBECTH B IEPHOJ MEXAY TaKUM
YBEJOMJIEHUEM U FOJIOCOBAHUEM OJIHO WJIM HECKOJIBKO IyOJIMYHBIX CIIYIIAHUU IO
MPEIJIOKEHUIO, YTOOBI JTOTIOJHUTENHHO BBISICHUTH MHEHHE OOIICCTBEHHOCTH.
JlomoTHUTENbHBIE TPOLEAY P, IPEAYCMOTPEHHBIE TAHHOM MOMPAaBKOil, MOTYT OBITH

OTKJIOHCHBI MOpPOM.
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Bomnpoc u3 n3bupaTeapHOro OroJIeTeHs

ITnanuposanue KanumanoeIONHCeHUll

JlaHHOE TIpeIUIOKEHHE BHECET IMOMpPaBKy B YCTaB ropojaa: OyaeT BBEICHO
TpeboBaHne coOuparh Oosiee MOAPOOHYI0 WHGOPMAIMIO B paMKax €XKeTrOoaHOU
OIICHKH O0OBEKTOB FOPOJCKOTO XO34MCTBA, YUUTHIBATH MOTPEOHOCTH OOBEKTOB MPHU
IUIAHUPOBAHWM  KAlUTAJOBJIOXKEHUH, a Takke OyayT YTOYHEHBI CpPOKHU
TJTAHUPOBAHUS KAITUTATIOBIIOKCHHH.

['omocoBanue «3a»: OyAeT BBeJIEHO TpeboBaHuEe coOOMpaTh 0osee MoIPOOHYO
nH(OPMAITMIO B paMKax OIICHKH 3a7a4 TEXHUYECKOTO OOCTY>KMBaHHUS OOBEKTOB
TOPOJICKOTO XO3SMCTBA, YYUTHIBATh MOTPEOHOCTH OOBEKTOB MPU TUIAHHUPOBAHUU
KalUTAJIOBJIOKCHUH, a Takke OyAyT YTOYHCHBI CpPOKH IUTAHHPOBAHUS

KAIUTAJIOBJIOKEHUN. [ 0JI0COBaHHE «IIPOTHB): 3aKOHBI OCTAHYTCs 0€3 U3MEHEHU.
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Kparkoe coneprkanue monpaBku O MIIAHUPOBAHUM KAITUTAIOBIOKECHUN

["opon peryyisipHO OCYIIECTBIISET IIAHUPOBAHUE KA TAIOBIOKEHUM, YTOOBI
ONpENENUTh  HANpaBJCHHWs  JJII  MHBECTUPOBaHUS B HHPPACTPYKTYPY.
[TnanupoBanue BKIIIOYAET B ce0s1 cO0p MHGOPMAIIHH O TOPOJCKON HHPPACTPYKTYpE
U COCTaBJICHHUE Psijia JTOKYMEHTOB, CPEAN KOTOPHIX OOIIETOpOJCKOe 000CHOBAHUE
noTpedHoCTe  (MPENCTaBISIETCS  €XKErojJHO), HWHBEHTapu3alus  O0O0BEKTOB
FOPOACKOTO XO035IUCTBA (mpexacraBisieTcs €KEr0IHO) U CTpaTerus
KaluTaJOBIOKEHUNA Ha JecaTh JieT (mpeactaBisercs pa3 B nosiroaa). Bece Tpu
JTOKYMEHTa coaepxkar uH(opManuio 0 CYIIECTBYIOLIEH TOPOJICKOU
UH(DPACTPYKTYype U IIIAaHUPYEMBIX KanuTajioBioxkeHusx. OqHako B YcraBe ropojia
HE COJACPKUTCS TMPSMOTO TPEeOOBAHUS YYHTHIBATH TEXHHUYECKOE OOCITYKUBAHUE
Y PEMOHT IpU COCTaBJIEHUM OOOCHOBaHHA moTpeOHOcTeld. B YcraBe Takke
OTCYTCTBYET TpeOOBaHHE YUHMTHIBATH O(PHUIIMAIbHYIO MHBEHTAPHU3ALHI0 OOBEKTOB
WM 000CHOBaHUE MOTPEOHOCTEN B paMKaX CTPAaTETHH KaIUTAIOBIOKECHHUH TopoIa
Ha JICCSTh JIET.

[Ipennaraempie  MONpaBKU  MPEAyCMaTpUBAIOT, 4YTO TpU  OICHKE
CYIIIECTBEHHOTO PACHIMPEHUSI OOBEKTOB TOPOJICKOTO XO3SICTBA U UX COKpAICHUS
B pamkax rojoBoro OOOCHOBaHUS MOTPEOHOCTEH, OyneT TakKe OCYHIECTBISATHCA
coop wmHpOpMAMK O TMOTPEOHOCTAX B TEXHUYECKOM OOCITY)KMBAaHWUH, BKIIOUAs
CBEJICHUSI O COCTOSHUU, (PYHKIIMOHUPOBAHUM U MPENIOIaraéMoM CpOKe
AKCILUTyaTalli BCEX OOBEKTOB IOPOICKOTO XO035MUCTBA, HACKOJIBKO 3TO BO3MOMHO.
[TompaBku Takke NpeAycMaTpUBAIOT TpeOoBaHUE, 4YTOOBI MpU pa3pabOTKe
Crpaternsi KanmuTaJOBIOXXEHHH Ha JECATh JeT JenapTaMeHT TOpPOJCKOTro
IUIAHUPOBAHUSI W aJIMUHHCTPATUBHO-OIO/PKETHOE  YIPABJICHHE  YUUTHIBAIA

COCTOSIHHE OOBEKTOB TopoaACKOIo XO03S1CTBa I/IHOTpe6HOCTI/I B TCXHUYCCKOM
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oOCny’KMBaHUM, a Takke Jpyrue (GakTopbl, BKIIOYas TEPPUTOPUAIBHOE
pacmpesieieHne, BIUSHUE HA CIHOCOOHOCTh K BOCCTAHOBJICHHIO U Ba)KHOCTD
OOBEKTOB MJIi TOCPEIHUYECKHX onepauuid. B pesynabrare mnompaBoK Cpok
BCTYIUIEHUS B CHITy CTPATErMH KalUTAJIOBIOKEHUI Ha 1€CATh JIET OyIeT IEpeHECEH
c 1 HOos0psi, uTOOBI TMPHUBECTH €ro B COOTBETCTBUE C JAaTOW MyOJMKaLUU
peIBapUTEIHLHOTO OI0KEeTa ropoa, KOTOpasi Ha HACTOSIIUH MOMEHT MPUXOIUTCSA
Ha 16 suBaps. Taxxe OyJeT U3MEHeHa 1aTa MyOJIUYHOro CIyIIaHUsl, CBSI3aHHOTO CO
CTpaTeruei KauTaJIOBI0KEHHI Ha AECATH JIET B LUENSIX IEPEHOCA IEPBOHAYAIBHOTO

MpCaACTABJICHUS HA Ooiece IMMO3JHIOI0 AaTy.
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Bomnpoc u3 n3bupaTeapHOro OroJIeTeHs

IIpeonpusimus, npunaonexcawjue npeocmasumensiM MEHbUUHCINE U HCEHUJUHAM
(MWBE), paspeuwienus Ha KUHOCbEMKY U HAOI00amellbHble CO8embl N0 APXUBAM
JlanHoe mpeasiokeHre BHECET MOMpaBKy B Y CTaB ropojia: OyJaeT Ha3HAYeHO
TJIaBHOE JIOJDKHOCTHOE JIMIO TI0 pasHooOpasuio B cepe O6usneca (CBDO), Mapy
OyIyT MPEeAOCTaBIICHBI TOJHOMOYHWS IO HA3HAYEHUIO YIPABJICHMS], BBIJAIOIIETO
paspelleHrs Ha KHHOChEMKY, a TakKe OyayT 00ObeIMHEHBI COBETHI IO apXHBaM.
I'omocoBanme «3ay»: Oyaer BBeaeHa AobKHOCTh CBDO s okazanus
noanepxxku MWBE, mapy OynyT npenocTtaBieHbl MOTHOMOYHUS MO Ha3HAYEHUIO
YIIpaBIICHHUSI, BBIJIAIONIETO pa3pelieHrs Ha KUHOCHEMKY, JBa COBETa MO apXHUBam

OynyT 00beIMHEHBI. [ '010COBaHNE «IIPOTUBY»: 3aKOHBI OCTAHYTCS 0€3 U3MEHEHUH.
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Kpatkoe conepxanue monpaBKy B OTHOIICHUH TIPEATPUSATHIM,
MPUHAJICIKAIINX MPEJICTABUTENISIM MEHBIITUHCTB U KEHITUHAM
(MWBE), pa3penienuii Ha KHHOChEMKY U Ha0JIFOJaTENTbHBIX COBETOB 10
apXuBam

JlaHHas nonpaBKka U3MEHUT HEKOTOPBIE MOJI0KEHUS Y cTaBa ropoja.

Bo-nepBbIX, B ULEISAX  IMOANEPKKUA  INPEANPUSITHNA, NPUHALIEKALIUX
MPEJCTABUTENISIM MEHBIIMHCTB U kKeHiuHaM (MWBE), nannasi mompaBka BHeceT
B YCTaB ropojia MoyJIoKeHHe O TJIABHOM JOHDKHOCTHOM JIMIE MO Pa3HOOOpa3Hio B
chepe Omszneca (CBDO). Ona Ttaxxke mnpeaycmarpuBaer jaeiictsue CBDO
B KadyecTBe koHTakTHOro Jjmma a1t MWBE, onenky sddekTuBHOCTH TOpOCKOM
IIOJIMTUKU B OTHOLLIEHUN YCTPAHEHUSI HEPABEHCTBA TP 3aKYIIKaX U IPEIJI0KEHUE O
BHECEHUU HEOOXOAMMBIX U3BMEHEHHI B TOPOJICKYIO MOJIUTHKY.

Bo-BTOphIX, AaHHasg nompaBKa JAacT MAPY NPaBO HAAEIATH yIpPaBJIEHHUE,
3aHUMAIOIIEEC PA3PEIICHUSIMU HA KHUHOCBEMKY, TO €CTh YNPAaBICHUE M3PUU 10
CMMU u pazenekarenbHbiM nporpammam (MOME), nosHoMouMsMH Ha BblIady
JAaHHBIX paspemieHuil. B Hacrosimee Bpems YcraB ropoja yCTaHABIMBAET
IIOJTHOMOYMSL BBIAABATh pa3pelICHUss Ha KHUHO- U TEIECHEMKY TOJIBKO IS
Henapramenta yciayr Manoro OusHeca. Kak ciencrtBue, s MCIONHEHHUS CBOUX
00s13aHHOCTEM MO BBIJIaYe Pa3pelIeHUi Ha KHHOCHEMKY U YKPEIUICHHS TBOPUECKON
OTpaciiu HLm-ﬁopKa ynoiaHoMoueHHbli MOME noguunsierca [lenmaprameHTty
ycnyr manoro oOmsneca. [[pyrue corpymauku MOME He mMMEIOT BO3MOMXXHOCTH
BBIJIaBaTh pA3pELICHUs HAa KUHO- U TEJIIEChEMKY, €CIM YIIOJHOMOYEHHBIN HE
CIOCOOEH UCHOJIHATH CBOM O0S3aHHOCTHU WJIU €CJIH JIOJKHOCTD SIBJIIETCS. BPEMEHHO
BakaHTHOM. Ilpemmaraemass mnompaBka JacT MIPy INPaBO Ha3HAYUTH JPyroe
FOPOJICKOE BEAOMCTBO JUISl BBIIAYM JAHHBIX Pa3pelICHUM, YTO IO3BOJIUT MIPY
HazHadyatb MOME wu obGecnieunBath, uToObI Apyrue corpyauuku MOME wmornu

OCYHCCTBIIATH AAHHOC ITOJIHOMOYHUC B ClIydac HCO6XOI[I/IMOCTI/I.
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B-Tperbux, naHHas mompaBka OObEIUHUT JABa COBETA, NMPEAYCMOTPEHHBIX
YcraBoM  ropoja, KOTOpbIE  3aHMMAKOTCS  MYHHULMIAIBHBIMU  apXUBAMM.
B coorBeTcTBUM € ACUCTBYIOIIMM  YCTaBOM TIOpOJ  JOJDKEH HMETh  Kak
HaGmrongatenbHblii coBeT mo apxuBaMm, Tak W COBET MO apxuBaM, CIpaBKaMm
U UccleoBaHuAM. JlaHHBIE COBETHI MMEIOT CXOXHE 3a7aud U 00s3aTenbCTBA IO
IPEICTABJICHNI0 T0/l0BOM oT4yeTHOCTH. [lpeanmaraemas mnonpaBka OOBEAMHUT
HaGmionatenbublii coBer mno apxuBaM M CoBeT MO apxuBaM, CIPaBOYHBIM
MaTepuaiam Y UCCIIEIOBAHUAM B OJIMH OpraH — MyHunmMnaibHbIi
KOHCYJIbTAaTUBHBIA COBET MO apXxuBaM U OMOIMOTEKaM — B LEIsIX oOecnedeHus
3¢ (HEeKTUBHOCTH ¥ 3KOHOMHHM TOPOACKUX pecypcoB. Ilpemnaraemas morpaBka

BCTYIIUT B CHJIY HC3aAMCAJINUTCIIBHO.
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Pregunta de la boleta electoral
Limpieza de la propiedad publica

Esta propuesta enmendaria los Estatutos de la ciudad para expandir y clarificar
el poder del Departamento de Saneamiento para limpiar las calles y otras
propiedades de la ciudad, y para requerir la eliminacion de los residuos en
contenedores.

Votar “Si” expandird y clarificard el poder del Departamento de Saneamiento
para limpiar las calles y otras propiedades de la ciudad, y para requerir la eliminacion
de los residuos en contenedores. Votar “No” no produciria ningin cambio en las

leyes.

Ballot Question 2 — Spanish



Resumen de la limpieza de la propiedad publica

El Departamento de Saneamiento (DSNY) es responsable de la limpieza de
las calles de Nueva York y de la eliminacion de residuos. Los Estatutos actuales
otorgan al comisionado del DSNY el poder de adoptar reglamentos relacionados con
el uso de las aceras para la eliminacion de basura y de emitir infracciones por el
incumplimiento de dichos reglamentos punibles con multas, encarcelamiento o
sanciones civiles. Los Estatutos actualmente no establecen de manera expresa
ningun requisito de colocar la basura en contenedores, a pesar de que el DSNY ha
emitido varias normas que limitan la cantidad de tiempo que los residuos que no
estan en contenedores permanecen en las calles de la ciudad. Los Estatutos actuales
tampoco proveen jurisdiccion al DSNY sobre determinadas propiedades, como
parques y medianas de autopistas. Ademas, aunque la Oficina de Control de
Vendedores Ambulantes estd dentro del DSNY, no posee autoridad para regular la
venta en determinadas propiedades de la ciudad, como en parques.

Las enmiendas propuestas clarificarian que el DSNY tiene jurisdiccion para
limpiar todas las propiedades de la ciudad bajo la direccion del alcalde. Los cambios
propuestos también clarificarian que el DSNY tiene la autoridad para asegurar que
los vendedores ambulantes cumplan con los requisitos de saneamiento no solo en las
calles, sino en otras propiedades de la ciudad. Por ultimo, esta propuesta reconoceria
de manera expresa la autoridad del DSNY para regular la colocacion adecuada de
bolsas de basura en las aceras, incluso exigiendo que los residuos se coloquen en

contenedores.
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Pregunta de la boleta electoral

Estimaciones adicionales del costo de las leyes propuestas y de las actualizaciones
de los plazos presupuestarios

Esta propuesta enmendaria los Estatutos de la ciudad para requerir el analisis
fiscal del Concejo antes de las audiencias y votaciones sobre leyes, autorizar el
analisis fiscal del alcalde y actualizar los plazos presupuestarios.

Votar “Si” enmendaria los Estatutos de la ciudad para requerir un analisis
fiscal adicional previo a las audiencias y votaciones sobre leyes locales, y actualizar

los plazos presupuestarios. Votar “No” no produciria ningun cambio en las leyes.

Ballot Question 3 — Spanish



Resumen de las estimaciones adicionales del costo de las leyes
propuestas y de las actualizaciones de los plazos presupuestarios

Esta propuesta requeriria un andlisis adicional de los impactos fiscales de las
leyes locales propuestas. Ademas, esta propuesta actualizaria determinados plazos
presupuestarios.

En primer lugar, la enmienda requeriria que el Concejo estimara el costo de
las leyes propuestas antes de una audiencia publica por parte de un comité del
Concejo y antes de una votacion completa del Concejo. También, requeriria que el
Concejo brinde una oportunidad para que la Oficina de Administracion y
Presupuestos del alcalde presente su propia estimacion de manera oportuna.

Actualmente, los Estatutos requieren una declaracion de impacto fiscal antes
de la votacion de una ley local por parte de un comité del Concejo y antes de una
votacion completa del Concejo. No especifica quién debe realizar esas
declaraciones, pero, en la practica, el Concejo las redacta. Esta enmienda codificaria
la funcion del Concejo. También, adelantaria el requisito de la declaracion de
impacto fiscal en el proceso legislativo al exigirla antes de las audiencias publicas.
Ademads, como se mencion6 anteriormente, la enmienda garantizaria que el alcalde,
actuando a través de la Oficina de Administracion y Presupuestos, tenga la
oportunidad de presentar estimaciones financieras. Como resultado, con esta
enmienda, las declaraciones de impacto fiscal generalmente contendrian dos
estimaciones: una del propio Concejo y otra del alcalde. Especificamente, la
enmienda exigiria que el Concejo dé al alcalde un aviso de ocho dias (salvo que el
alcalde renuncie al aviso) antes de celebrar una audiencia publica o una votacion
completa del Concejo sobre una ley local propuesta, lo que permite que la Oficina
de Administracioén y Presupuestos proporcione su propia estimacion financiera. Sin
embargo, si esa oficina no responde por lo menos tres dias antes de la audiencia o

de la votacion, el Concejo podria seguir adelante con dicha audiencia o votacion.
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En segundo lugar, esta enmienda actualizaria varios plazos relacionados con
los presupuestos en los Estatutos, con la intencion de reflejar practicas modernas. En
particular, daria a las nuevas administraciones de alcaldes mas tiempo para redactar
un presupuesto preliminar al extender el plazo para el presupuesto preliminar del
16 de enero al 1.° de febrero en los afios posteriores a una eleccion para alcalde.
Existe un precedente para esto: teniendo en cuenta que el plazo actual del 16 de enero
puede ser dificil de cumplir para una nueva administracion, en ocasiones anteriores,
el Concejo Municipal ha aprobado leyes locales que extienden el plazo para
presentar el presupuesto preliminar cuando un nuevo alcalde asume el cargo. La
enmienda propuesta también actualizaria los plazos presupuestarios relacionados
para adaptarse al nuevo plazo presupuestario preliminar: en los afios posteriores a
una eleccion para alcalde, el plazo para que el alcalde presente un certificado
preliminar sobre la deuda y las obligaciones de capital se ampliaria del 16 de enero
al 1.°de febrero, y el plazo para que la Oficina Independiente de Presupuestos
informe sobre los ingresos y los gastos se ampliaria del 1.° al 15 de febrero.

Del mismo modo, con la intencion de promover un presupuesto ejecutivo mas
preciso, esta enmienda extenderia el plazo para presentar el presupuesto ejecutivo
del 26 de abril al 1.° de mayo. Actualmente, los Estatutos requieren que el alcalde
presente un presupuesto ejecutivo el 26 de abril. Esa fecha es al poco tiempo del
plazo de impuestos del 15 de abril, lo que le brinda a la ciudad informacion relevante
sobre la recaudacion de impuestos. Una breve extension del plazo del presupuesto
ejecutivo (hasta el 1.°de mayo) le daria a la Oficina de Administracion y
Presupuestos mas tiempo para determinar los ingresos probables. Por consiguiente,
la enmienda extenderia el plazo para las recomendaciones del presidente del

municipio sobre el presupuesto ejecutivo del 6 al 13 de mayo.
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Pregunta de la boleta electoral

Mas avisos y tiempo antes de la votacion sobre la legislacion de seguridad publica

Esta propuesta requeriria aviso publico y tiempo adicionales antes de la
votacion del Concejo Municipal sobre leyes relacionadas con las operaciones de
seguridad publica del Departamento de Policia, el Departamento de Correccionales
y el Departamento de Bomberos.

Votar “Si” requerira aviso y tiempo adicionales antes de la votacion del
Concejo sobre leyes relacionadas con las operaciones de seguridad publica de los
Departamentos de Policia, de Correccionales y de Bomberos. Votar “No” no

produciria ningin cambio en las leyes.
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Resumen de mas avisos y tiempo antes de la votacion sobre la legislacion
de seguridad publica

Esta enmienda estableceria requisitos procedimentales adicionales antes de la
votacion del Concejo sobre leyes locales propuestas con respecto a las operaciones
de seguridad publica de tres agencias de la ciudad: el Departamento de Policia, el
Departamento de Correccionales o el Departamento de Bomberos.

Previo a una votacién completa del Concejo sobre una propuesta de seguridad
publica cubierta, el Concejo debera dar un aviso adicional al publico, al alcalde y a
los comisionados de las agencias afectadas al menos 30 dias antes de dicha votacion.
El alcalde y las agencias afectadas podrian usar el periodo entre dicho aviso y dicha
votacion para celebrar una o mas audiencias publicas adicionales sobre la propuesta
con el fin de solicitar aportes publicos adicionales. El alcalde podria renunciar a los

procedimientos adicionales impuestos por esta enmienda.
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Pregunta de la boleta electoral

Planificacion de capital

Esta propuesta enmendaria los Estatutos de la ciudad para requerir mas
informacidn en la evaluacion anual de las instalaciones de la ciudad, exigir que las
necesidades de las instalaciones informen la planificacion de capital y actualizar los
plazos de planificacion de capital.

Votar “Si” requeriria mas informacion a la hora de evaluar las necesidades de
mantenimiento de las instalaciones de la ciudad, exigiria que las necesidades de las
instalaciones informen la planificacion de capital y actualizaria los plazos de

planificacion de capital. Votar “No” no produciria ningiin cambio en las leyes.
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Resumen de la planificacion de capital
La ciudad participa en planificaciones de capital frecuentes para determinar

como invertir en su infraestructura. Como parte de esa evaluacion, se recopila
informacidn sobre la infraestructura de la ciudad y se comparte mediante varios
documentos, que incluyen la declaracion anual de necesidades en toda la ciudad, el
inventario anual de las instalaciones de la ciudad y la estrategia de capital a diez afios
semestral. Los tres documentos proporcionan informacion sobre la infraestructura
actual de la ciudad y las inversiones planificadas. Sin embargo, los Estatutos no
requieren de manera explicita que la ciudad tenga en cuenta el mantenimiento y la
reparacion cuando se desarrolla la declaracion de necesidades. Tampoco requieren
que la ciudad tenga en cuenta su inventario oficial de instalaciones ni la declaracion
de necesidades en su estrategia de capital a diez afios.

Las enmiendas propuestas requeririan que la ciudad también recopile
informacion relacionada con las necesidades de mantenimiento, como la condicion,
la funcion y la vida 0til estimada de todas las instalaciones de la ciudad cuando
evalte ampliaciones y reducciones importantes de las instalaciones de la ciudad en
su declaracidén de necesidades, en la medida de lo posible. Las enmiendas también
requeririan que el Departamento de Planificacion de la Ciudad y la Oficina de
Administracion y Presupuestos tengan en cuenta las condiciones de las instalaciones
de la ciudad y las necesidades de mantenimiento, junto con otros factores, como la
distribucion geografica, el impacto en la resiliencia y la importancia de las
instalaciones para las operaciones de las agencias, cuando desarrollen la estrategia
de capital a diez afios. Las enmiendas cambiarian la fecha de vencimiento de la
estrategia de capital a diez afios a partir del 1.° de noviembre para alinearse con la
fecha del presupuesto preliminar de la ciudad, que actualmente es el 16 de enero.

Del mismo modo, las enmiendas cambiarian la fecha de la audiencia publica
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asociada con la estrategia de capital a diez afnos para adaptarla a la fecha posterior

de la presentacion inicial.
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Pregunta de la boleta electoral

Empresas propiedad de mujeres y minorias (MWBE), permisos de cine y juntas de
revision de archivos

Esta propuesta enmendaria los Estatutos de la ciudad para establecer al
director de Diversidad Empresarial (CBDO), autorizar al alcalde a designar a la
oficina que emite los permisos de cine y combinar las juntas de archivos.

Votar “Si” estableceria al CBDO para apoyar a las MWBE, autorizaria al
alcalde a designar a la oficina que emite los permisos de cine y combinaria las dos

juntas. Votar “No” no produciria ningiin cambio en las leyes.
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Resumen de empresas propiedad de mujeres y minorias (MWBE),
permisos de cine y juntas de revision de archivos

Esta enmienda revisaria varias disposiciones en los Estatutos.

En primer lugar, para apoyar a las empresas propiedad de mujeres y minorias
(MWBE), esta enmienda estableceria al director de Diversidad Empresarial (CBDO)
en los Estatutos. También, estableceria que el CBDO servirda como punto de contacto
para las MWBE, evaluara la eficacia de las politicas de la ciudad para abordar las
disparidades en las contrataciones y propondra los cambios necesarios en la politica
de la ciudad.

En segundo lugar, esta enmienda le daria al alcalde el poder de proporcionar
a la oficina que procesa los permisos de cine, la Oficina de Medios y Entretenimiento
del Alcalde (MOME), el poder de emitir esos permisos. Actualmente, los Estatutos
de la ciudad solo otorgan el poder de emitir permisos de cine y television al
Departamento de Servicios para Pequenias Empresas. Como resultado, para cumplir
con sus funciones de permisos de cine y con su mision de fortalecer la economia
creativa de la ciudad de Nueva York, el comisionado de la MOME es un empleado
del Departamento de Servicios para Pequefias Empresas. Otros empleados de la
MOME no pueden otorgar permisos de cine y television si el comisionado no puede
cumplir con sus funciones o si el puesto estd temporalmente vacante. La enmienda
propuesta le daria al alcalde el poder de designar otra agencia de la ciudad para
otorgar estos permisos, lo que le permite designar a la MOME y garantizar que otros
empleados de la MOME puedan ejercer esta autoridad cuando sea adecuado.

En tercer lugar, esta enmienda combinaria las dos juntas creadas por los
Estatutos que se enfocan en la revision de archivos municipales. Segun los Estatutos
actuales, la ciudad debe mantener tanto la Junta de Revision de Archivos como la
Junta Asesora de Archivos, Referencias e Investigacion. Estas juntas tienen misiones

y obligaciones de informes anuales similares. Esta enmienda propuesta combinaria
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la Junta de Revision de Archivos y la Junta de Archivos, Referencias e Investigacion
en un solo organismo, la Junta Asesora de Archivos y Bibliotecas Municipales, con
el objetivo de promover la eficiencia y ahorrar recursos de la ciudad. La enmienda

propuesta entraria en vigencia de manera inmediata.
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3333 New Hyde Park Road, Suite 414
New Hyde Park, NY 11042

®
elber 516.498.1111
Fax: 516.498.2390
calendar@eibertranslations.com

tranSIationS, inC. projects@eibertranslations.com

TRANSLATORS & INTERPRETERS

CERTIFICATION:

The appended documents are true and accurate translations from ENGLISH to ARABIC,
BENGALI, SIMPLIFIED CHINESE, TRADITIONAL CHINESE, FRENCH, HAITIAN CREOLE,
ITALIAN, KOREAN, POLISH, RUSSIAN, SPANISH, URDU and YIDDISH, to the best of the
translators’ knowledge and belief, and they are certified by Eiber Translations, Inc., pursuant to

CPLR Rule 2101(b). w

Edna H. Eiber
Eiber Translations, Inc.

AFFIDAVIT:

Edna H. Eiber, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I am the principal of Eiber Translations, Inc. Your deponent retains the services of certified translators.
Certified translators from English to Arabic, Bengali, Simplified Chinese, Traditional Chinese, French,
Haitian Creole, Italian, Korean, Polish, Russian, Spanish, Urdu and Yiddish were retained to translate the
documents bearing the following identification, the originals of which are attached hereto:

Capital Planning Abstract

Capital Planning Ballot Question

Cleaning Public Property Abstract

Cleaning Public Property Ballot Question

Fiscal Responsibility Abstract

Fiscal Responsibility Ballot Question

MWBEs and Modernization Abstract

MWABEs and Modernization Ballot Question

Public Safety Abstract

Public Safety Ballot Question

The translators are qualified to translate the attached documents from English to Arabic, Bengali,
Simplified Chinese, Traditional Chinese, French, Haitian Creole, Italian, Korean, Polish, Russian,
Spanish, Urdu and Yiddish by virtue of the following qualifications: Each assigned translator is fluent in
their respective target language. They're certified by the American Translators Association, court
registered or professional translators, and maintain certification or court approval in full force and effect.

Edna H. Eiber
Sworn to before me
This 24'day of July, 2024
h 7 // . ALEXANDREA M. GUILLERMO
—————— =, e NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF NEW YORK

P Registration No. 01GU6435352
Hiatan Fib \ Qualified in Nassau County
Commission Expires June 27, 2026
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Charter Revision Commission

MEMORANDUM OF NOTICE
To: City Clerk of the City of New York
From: 2024 New York City Charter Revision Commission
Date: July 29, 2024

Please take notice that in the event that Question #2 put forth by the Charter
Revision Commission is approved by a majority of the electors voting thereon at
the general election to be held in the year 2024, the following chapters of the New
York City Charter will be amended, and the specified sections will be added or
amended, as set forth in the attached Proposed Amendments to the New York City
Charter:

Chapter 1

Section 13-e(a) (amended)

Section 13-e(e) (amended)

Chapter 31

Section 753(a)(4) (amended)

Section 753(a)(6) (added to Chapter 31, Section 731)
Section 753(a)(7) (added to Chapter 31, Section 731)
Section 753(g) (added to Chapter 31, Section 731)
Chapter 52

Section 1152(0)(1) (added to Chapter 52, Section 1152)

Please take notice that in the event that Question #3 put forth by the Charter
Revision Commission is approved by a majority of the electors voting thereon at
the general election to be held in the year 2024, the following chapters of the New
York City Charter will be amended, and the specified sections will be added or
amended, as set forth in the attached Proposed Amendments to the New York City
Charter:



Chapter 2

Section 33(a) (amended)

Section 33(b) (added to Chapter 2, Section 33)
Section 33(¢c) (amended, previously Section 33(b))
Section 33(d) (previously Section 33(c))

Section 33(e) (amended, previously Section 33(d))
Section 33(f) (amended, previously Section 33(e))
Chapter 10

Section 235 (amended)

Section 236 (amended)

Section 237 (amended)

Section 249(a) (amended)

Section 251 (amended)

Chapter 52

Section 1152(0)(2) (added to Chapter 52, Section 1152)

Please take notice that in the event that Question #4 put forth by the Charter Revision Commission
is approved by a majority of the electors voting thereon at the general election to be held in the
year 2024, the following chapter of the New York City Charter will be amended, and the specified
sections will be added, as set forth in the attached Proposed Amendments to the New York City
Charter:

Chapter 2

Section 33-a (added to Chapter 2)

Chapter 52

Section 1152(0)(3) (added to Chapter 52, Section 1152)

Please take notice that in the event that Question #5 put forth by the Charter Revision Commission
is approved by a majority of the electors voting thereon at the general election to be held in the
year 2024, the following chapters of the New York City Charter will be amended, and the specified
sections will be added or amended, as set forth in the attached Proposed Amendments to the New
York City Charter:

Chapter 8
Section 204(a) (amended)



Chapter 9

Section 215(a) (added to Chapter 9, Section 215)
Section 215(b) (previously Section 215(a))

Section 215(c) (amended, previously Section 215(b))
Section 215(d) (amended, previously Section 215(d))
Chapter 10

Section 228 (amended)

Section 234 (amended)

Chapter 52

Section 1152(0)(4) (added to Chapter 52, Section 1152)

Please take notice that in the event that Question #6 put forth by the Charter Revision Commission
is approved by a majority of the electors voting thereon at the general election to be held in the
year 2024, the following chapters of the New York City Charter will be amended, and the specified
sections will be added or amended, as set forth in the attached Proposed Amendments to the New
York City Charter:

Chapter 1

Section 20-h (amended)

Section 20-h(a) (amended)

Section 20-h(b) (amended)

Section 20-h(c) (amended)

Section 20-h(d)(1) (amended)

Section 20-h(d)(2) (added to Chapter 1, Section 20-h)
Section 20-h(d)(3) (amended)

Section 20-h(d)(4) (amended, previously Section 20-h(d)(3))
Section 20-h(d)(5) (amended, previously Section 20-h(d)(4))
Section 20-h(d)(6) (amended, previously Section 20-h(d)(5))
Section 20-h(d)(7) (amended, previously Section 20-h(d)(6))
Section 20-h(d)(8) (previously Section 20-h(d)(7))

Section 20-h(f) (added to Chapter 1, Section 20-h)
Chapter 56

Section 1301(1)(r) (amended)

Chapter 72

Section 3005 (amended)

Section 3007 (amended)

3



Section 3009 (repealed)

Chapter 52
Section 1152(0)(5) (added to Chapter 52, Section 1152)

Please take further notice that the Questions submitted to the City Clerk for placement on the ballot
are entitled Questions #2, #3, #4, #5, and #6 because we have been informed that a statewide ballot
proposal, Proposal Number One, an amendment to the New York State Constitution, has been
submitted to the New York State Board of Elections to appear on the ballot for the general election
to be held in the year 2024.



Charter Revision Commission

Section 5

Proposed Amendments to the
New York City Charter

1. The matter that is italicized contained in these proposed charter revisions hall
be read as matter being added to the charter by amendment.

2. The bracketed matter contained in these proposed charter revisions shall be
read as matter being deleted from the charter by amendment.

3. The matter which is neither enclosed in brackets nor italicized consists of
existing provisions of the charter which are to continue unamended. They are
included for purposes of information and completeness.



Question 2



Section 1. Subdivision a of section 753 of the New York city charter, as

amended by local law number 68 for the year 2023, is amended to read as follows:

a. Except as otherwise provided by law, the commissioner shall have charge
and control of and be responsible for all those functions and operations of the city
relating to the cleanliness of the streets and the disposal of waste, including, without

limitation, the following:

(1) the sweeping, cleaning, sprinkling, flushing, washing and sanding of the

streets;

(2) the removal and disposition of ashes, street sweepings, garbage, refuse,

rubbish and waste;
(3) the removal of ice and snow from the streets;

(4) the removal of encumbrances from the streets and the storage or disposal

of such encumbrances; [and]

(5) plans, design, construction, operation, alteration, repair, maintenance,
replacement, enlargement and regulation of the use of incinerators, landfills and
other plants, facilities and equipment necessary for or useful for performing the

functions and exercising the powers and duties enumerated in this section;

(6) the manner in which garbage, refuse, rubbish or waste may be set out for
collection, including, to the extent practicable, ensuring that garbage, refuse,

rubbish, or waste are not placed directly on the street or sidewalk; and

(7) upon designation by the mayor, the cleaning of any other city-owned
property.

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



§ 2. Section 753 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new

subdivision g to read as follows:

g. Upon designation by the mayor, the department of sanitation shall have the
authority to enforce any laws, rules and regulations in force in the city as they relate
to the cleanliness of streets, sidewalks, and the exterior of city-owned real property.
Such authority shall be in addition to and not in place of the authority of any other

agency responsible for such enforcement.

§ 3. Section 13-e of the New York city charter, as added by local law number

18 for the year 2021, is amended to read as follows:

§ 13-e. Office of street vendor enforcement. There shall be an office of street
vendor enforcement, which shall consist of enforcement agents who are specially
trained in local laws and rules related to vending on the streets and sidewalks of the
city of New York. The office of street vendor enforcement shall be fully operational
on or before September 1, 2021 and shall commence enforcement activities on or
before such date. Such enforcement activities shall, at a minimum, include a
sufficient number of street patrols to inspect or examine the vending activities of at
least 75 percent of applicable permittees or licensees on an annual basis. For the
purposes of this section, the term "applicable permittees or licensees" means persons
issued full-term or temporary permits pursuant to section 17-307 of the
administrative code, or persons issued licenses to vend pursuant to sections 17-307
or 17-307.1 of the administrative code, or licenses issued pursuant to section 20-456
of the administrative code. The mayor may establish such office in the executive

office of the mayor, within any other office in the executive office of the mayor, or

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



within any department, the head of which is appointed by the mayor. Such office
shall have the power and duty to:

a. enforce all local laws and rules related to vending on the streets and
sidewalks and in parks of the city of New York, other than such local laws and rules
related to food safety, including, but not limited to: section 16-118, subchapter 2 of
chapter 3 of title 17, section 18-146, subchapter 27 of chapter 2 of title 20, and
chapter 1 of title 24 of the administrative code; article 89 of the health code; and any

rules of the city of New York implementing such laws;

b. focus its enforcement efforts on areas including, but not limited to, areas
adjacent to retailers that dedicate substantial floor area to the sale of fresh fruits and
vegetables, and any other areas identified by the department of transportation or
department of parks and recreation as excessively congested and featuring a high

level of complaints about vendor activity, if any;

c. collaborate with the department of small business services to provide
training, outreach and education to all street vendors on entrepreneurship and
compliance with all applicable local laws and regulations, as well as solicit feedback

from the street vendor community;

d. receive all complaints related to street vending on the streets and sidewalks

of the city of New York from the 311 service center or from any other means; and

e. engage in such other activities related to enforcement of laws related to
vending on the streets and sidewalks and in parks of the city of New York, or related
to improving compliance with such laws, as may be designated by the mayor. For
the purposes of this section, “excessively congested” areas include, but are not
limited to, areas where pedestrian volume regularly approaches or exceeds the
capacity of the sidewalk.

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



§ 4. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new

subdivision o, paragraph (1) to read as follows:

0. (1) The amendments to the charter amending section 13-e and subdivision
a of section 753 and adding a new subdivision g to section 753, approved by the
electors on November 5, 2024, shall take effect immediately upon certification that

the electors have approved such amendments to the charter.

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



Question 3



Section 1. Section 33 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

a. No public hearing on a proposed local law shall be held by a council
committee, and no proposed local law [or budget modification] shall be voted on by
[a council committee or] the council, unless[ it]. (i) the council committee, the
council, or the speaker has provided no fewer than 8 days’notice of such hearing or
the council s intent to vote on such proposed local law, as applicable, to the director
of management and budget, provided that such notice shall not be required if the
mayor shall have certified as to the necessity for the immediate passage of such local
law; and (ii) such proposed local law is accompanied by a fiscal impact statement
containing the information set forth in subdivision [b] ¢ of this section.

b. No proposed budget modification shall be voted on by a council committee
or the council unless such budget modification is accompanied by a fiscal impact
Statement containing the information set forth in subdivision c of this section.

c. A fiscal impact statement required by subdivision a of this section shall
contain estimates from the council and the office of management and budget,
provided, however, that an estimate from the office of management and budget shall
not be required where such office has not provided such estimate to the council at
least 3 days before a hearing or vote subject to such subdivision a. A fiscal impact
statement required by subdivision b of this section need only contain an estimate
from the council. Each such estimate in a fiscal impact statement shall: indicate the
fiscal year in which the proposed law or modification would first become effective
and the first fiscal year in which the full fiscal impact of the law or modification is
expected to occur; and contain an estimate of the fiscal impact of the law or

modification on the revenues and expenditures of the city during the fiscal year in

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



which the law or modification is to first become effective, during the succeeding
fiscal year, and during the first fiscal year in which the full fiscal impact of the law
or modification is expected to occur.

[c.] d. All agency heads shall promptly provide to any council committee any
information that it requests to assist it in preparing a fiscal impact statement.

[d.] e. Each estimate contained in a fiscal impact statement shall identify the
sources of information used in its preparation.

[e.] /- If [any of] the estimate [or estimates] contained in [the] a fiscal impact
[statements are] statement is inaccurate, such [inaccuracies] inaccuracy shall not

affect, impair, or invalidate the local law or budget modification.

§ 2. Section 235 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the electors
at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as follows:

§ 235. Preliminary certificate of the mayor on capital debt and obligations. No
later than the sixteenth day of January, or in any calendar year immediately
following the election of a mayor, the first day of February, the mayor shall submit
to the council, the comptroller, the borough presidents and the city planning
commission and publish a preliminary certificate setting forth the maximum amount
of debt and reserves which, in the mayor's opinion, the city may soundly incur for
capital projects during the ensuing fiscal year and during each of the following three
fiscal years, and the maximum amount of appropriations and expenditures for capital
projects which the city, given such maximum amount of debt and reserves, may
soundly make during each such fiscal year. At any time up to the submission of the
executive capital budget to the council, the mayor may amend such preliminary

certificate. Any such amendments shall be submitted to the council, the comptroller,

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



the borough presidents and the city planning commission, and published forthwith

in the City Record.

§ 3. Section 236 of the New York city charter, as amended by local law number
218 for the year 2017, is amended to read as follows:

Not later than the sixteenth day of January, or in any calendar year
immediately following the election of a mayor, the first day of February, the mayor
shall submit to the council and publish a preliminary budget for the ensuing fiscal
year. Copies of such budget shall be provided to the council, borough presidents,
each community board and borough board, the city planning commission, and the
department of city planning. A copy of such preliminary budget shall also be
provided to the council not later than the sixteenth day of January, or in any calendar
year immediately following the election of a mayor, the first day of February, in both
a human-readable format or spreadsheet and in a non-proprietary format or
spreadsheet that permits automated processing and renders such data capable of
being downloaded in bulk or any other format mutually agreed upon between the

mayor and the council.

§ 4. Section 237 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the electors
at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as follows:

§ 237. Report of independent budget office on revenues and expenditures. On
or before the first day of February, or in any calendar year immediately following
the election of a mayor, the fifteenth day of February, the director of the independent
budget office shall publish a report, for the ensuing fiscal year, with respect to
expected levels of revenues and expenditures, taking into account projected

economic factors and the proposals contained in the preliminary budget submitted

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



by the mayor for such fiscal year. Such report shall also include a discussion of city
budget priorities, including alternative ways of allocating the total amount of
appropriations, expenditures and commitments for such fiscal year among major
programs or functional categories taking into account how such alternative
allocations will meet major city needs and effect balanced growth and development

in the city.

§ 5. Subdivision a of section 249 of the New York city charter, as amended by
local law number 218 for the year 2017, is amended to read as follows:

a. Not later than the [twenty-sixth] first day of [April] May, the mayor shall
submit to the council (1) a proposed executive budget for the ensuing fiscal year,
and (2) a budget message, both of which, along with any accompanying reports and
schedules, shall be printed forthwith. Copies of such proposed executive budget,
budget message and any accompanying reports and schedules shall also be provided
to the council not later than the [twenty-sixth] first day of [April] May in both a
human-readable format or spreadsheet and in a non-proprietary format or
spreadsheet that permits automated processing and renders such data capable of
being downloaded in bulk or any other format mutually agreed upon between the

mayor and the council.

§ 6. Section 251 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the electors
at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as follows:

§ 251. Borough president recommendations on the executive budget. Not later
than the [sixth] thirteenth day of May, each borough president shall submit to the
mayor and the council a response to the mayor’s executive budget. Such response

shall indicate which of the recommended appropriations submitted by the borough

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



president pursuant to section two hundred forty-five, which were not included by the
mayor in the executive budget, should be considered by the council for inclusion in
the budget. Any appropriations recommended in this manner for inclusion in the
budget shall be accompanied by recommendations for offsetting reductions in other
appropriations within the borough. Any such increases or reductions must be stated

separately and distinctly and refer each to a single object or purpose.

§ 7. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
subdivision o, paragraph (2) to read as follows:

0. (2) The amendments to the charter amending sections 33, 235, 236, 237,
251, and subdivision a of section 249, approved by the electors on November 3,
2024, shall take effect immediately upon certification that the electors have
approved such amendments, provided, however, that the amendments to section 33
shall apply only to proposed local laws for which a public hearing or vote of the
council is held after the effective date.

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



Question 4



Section 1. Chapter 2 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
section 33-a to read as follows:
§ 33-a. Local laws relating to public safety.

a. No proposed local law relating to the public safety operations of the police

department, the fire department, or the department of correction shall be voted on

by the council unless the council has provided to the public, the mayor and the

commissioner of each such department written notice of the council s intent to vote

on the proposed local law no sooner than thirty davs following such notice. During

the period between the provision of notice and a vote on the proposed local law, the

mayor or any such commissioner may hold one or more public hearings to solicit

additional public comment on such proposed local law, provided, however, that

nothing in this section shall limit the authority of the mayor or any commissioner to

hold public hearings at other times.

b. The speaker may perform functions assigned to the council pursuant to

subdivision a of this section.

c. The requirements of subdivision a shall not prevent the council or a council

committee from amending the proposed local law prior to voting on it, and such

amendments shall not require additional notices as long as the notice required by

subdivision a has been provided.

d. The mayor may waive in writing any requirement imposed by this section.

§ 2. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
subdivision o, paragraph (3) to read as follows:

0. (3) The amendments to the charter adding section 33-a, approved by the
electors on November 5, 2024, shall take effect immediately upon certification that

the electors have approved such amendments.

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



Question 5



Section 1. Subdivision a of section 204 of the New York city charter, as added
by a vote of the electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended
to read as follows:

a. Each year not later than the fifteenth day of November, the mayor shall
submit to the council, borough presidents, borough boards and community boards a
citywide statement of needs concerning city facilities prepared in accordance with
the criteria established pursuant to section two hundred three. Copies of the
statement shall also be made available to the public in the main branch of the public
library in each borough. The statement shall identify by agency and program: (1) all
new city facilities and all significant expansions of city facilities for which the mayor
or an agency intends to make or propose an expenditure or to select or propose a site
during the ensuing two fiscal years and (2) all city facilities which the city plans to
close or to reduce significantly in size or in capacity for service delivery during the
ensuing two fiscal years. To the extent practicable, the statement shall also identify
for each city facility its condition, function, location, estimated useful life, and
whether such facility would enable or benefit from related capital investments in

other city facilities.

8 2. Section 215 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

a. For the purposes of this section, the term “ten-year capital strategy ” means
the report issued by the mayor in accordance with this section and pursuant to
section two hundred forty-eight. Such strategy shall be informed by the citywide

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



statement of needs and the capital plant inventory required by sections two hundred
four and one thousand one hundred ten-a, respectively.

b. The ten-year capital strategy shall be issued by the mayor pursuant to
section two hundred forty-eight after (i) submission of a preliminary strategy by the
department of city planning and the office of management and budget pursuant to
section two hundred twenty-eight, and (ii) submission of a report on the preliminary
strategy by the city planning commission following a public hearing, pursuant to
section two hundred thirty-four.

[b.] c. Contents of ten-year capital strategy. Each ten-year capital strategy
shall include:

(1) a narrative describing the strategy for the development of the city's
capital facilities for the ensuing ten fiscal years; the factors underlying such
strategy including goals, policies, constraints, assumptions, and [the criteria for
assessment of] the city s capital needs; the anticipated sources of financing for such
strategy; and the implications of the strategy, including possible economic, social
and environmental effects;

(2) tables presenting the capital commitments estimated to be made during
each of the ensuing ten fiscal years, by program category and agency. Where
relevant the anticipated sources of financing for particular categories and projects
shall be specified; and

(3) a map or maps which illustrate major components of the strategy as
relevant.

[c.] d. In the preparation of the preliminary ten-year capital strategy, the
department of city planning and office of management and budget shall consider: (i)
the strategic policy statements of the mayor and the borough presidents pursuant to

section seventeen, (ii) relevant citywide, borough and community plans adopted

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



pursuant to section one hundred ninety seven-a, [and] (iii) the reports pursuant to
section two hundred fifty-seven comparing the most recent ten-year capital strategy
with the capital budgets and programs adopted for the current and previous fiscal
years, and (iv) the city’s capital needs, as informed by the citywide statement of
needs and the capital plant inventory required by sections two hundred four and one
thousand one hundred ten-a, respectively, including but not limited to city facility
and capital plant conditions and deterioration, geographic distribution, impact on
agency function or mission, impact on resiliency, and relevant federal or state

conditions or requirements.

8 3. Section 228 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

Not later than the [first] day [of November]| the preliminary budget is
published pursuant to section two hundred thirty-six in each [even] odd-numbered
year, the director of management and budget and the director of city planning shall
jointly submit to the mayor, the council, the borough presidents and the city planning
commission a draft ten-year capital strategy prepared in accordance with the

provisions of section two hundred fifteen.

8 4. Section 234 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

Not later than the sixteenth day of [January] March in each odd-numbered
year, the city planning commission shall submit to the mayor, the borough presidents

and the council a report containing its comments on the draft ten-year capital strategy

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



submitted in accordance with section two hundred twenty-eight of this chapter,
including such recommendations as it deems appropriate. The city planning
commission, in the preparation of such report, shall, upon adequate public notice,
hold a public hearing at which interested organizations and individuals may express

their opinions regarding the draft ten-year capital strategy.

§ 5. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
subdivision o, paragraph (4) to read as follows:

0. (4) The amendments to the charter amending subdivision a of section 204,
and sections 215, 228, and 234, approved by the electors on November 5, 2024, shall
take effect on April 1, 20235.

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



Question 6



Section 1. Section 20-h of the New York city charter as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 5, 2019 , is amended to read as
follows

[Office of minority and women-owned business enterprises.] Chief business
diversity officer.

a. Definitions. As used in this section, the following terms have the following
meanings:

Agency M/WBE officer. The term “agency M/WBE officer” means a deputy
commissioner or other executive officer designated pursuant to subdivision f of
section 6-129 of the administrative code.

[Director. The term “director”]| Chief business diversity officer. The term
“chief business diversity officer” means the holder of the position defined under
paragraph (14) of subdivision c of section 6-129 of the administrative code.

EBE. The term “EBE” means an emerging business enterprise certified in
accordance with section 1304.

M/WBE. The term “M/WBE” means a minority or women-owned business
enterprise certified in accordance with section 1304.

Office. The term “office” means the office of [minority and women-owned
business enterprises.] the chief business diversity officer.

b. Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary contained in section 6-129
of the administrative code, the [director] chief business diversity officer shall report
directly to the mayor.

c. The mayor shall establish an office of [minority and women-owned
business enterprises] the chief business diversity officer within any office of the
mayor. The head of such office shall be [either the director or an individual who shall

report directly to the director] the chief business diversity officer.

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



d. The office shall perform the following duties:

1. Monitor agencies’ compliance with section 1304 of the charter and section
6-129 of the administrative code, and assist the [director] chief business diversity
officer in carrying out [the director's] their duties under section 6-129 of the
administrative code;

2. Promote agencies’ use of authority under other state and city laws,
including but not limited to sections 311 and 324 of the charter, to promote
opportunities for small businesses, including M/WBEs and EBEs, to participate in
city procurements,

3. Work with agency staff, including agency M/WBE officers, to facilitate
[M/WBE] participation of M/WBEs and EBEs in city procurement opportunities;

[3.] 4. Facilitate communication between M/WBEs and EBEs, other members
of the public and agencies to address [M/WBE-related] concerns related to such
business enterprises;

[4.] 5. Assist in the development of policies, maintain oversight and help
expand agency programming relating to M/WBEs and EBEs across all city agencies,
and in the implementation of mentor programs for small businesses pursuant to
section 1309 of the charter;

[5.] 6. Carry out outreach and education efforts regarding programs and
opportunities for M/WBEs and EBEs to engage in city procurement, including
efforts to encourage eligible firms to certify as M/WBEs and EBEs with the city;

[6.] 7. Establish and maintain relationships with the public to promote
government procurement opportunities for M/WBEs and EBEs; and

[7.] 8. Other duties as the mayor may assign.

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



e. The head of each agency shall cooperate with and furnish to the office such
information and assistance as may be required in order for the office to perform its

duties.

§ 2. Section 20-h of the New York city charter is amended by adding new
subdivision (f) to read as follows:

f. The chief business diversity officer for the city shall serve as the principal
liaison for minority- and women-owned business enterprises. The chief business
diversity officer will make recommendations concerning policy, legislation, and
regulations relating to minority and women owned business enterprises and
emerging business enterprises. Agencies shall coordinate with the chief business
diversity officer on matters related to minority and women-owned business
enterprises and emerging business enterprises. The chief business diversity officer
will also periodically review agency procurement data and relevant research (i) to
recommend any changes in the ethnic or gender categories of firms eligible to be
certified based on data demonstrating that they have been underutilized in city
procurements relative to their availability in the relevant market, (ii) to evaluate the
effectiveness of policies and programs for addressing disparities in procurement
across the city, and (iii) to propose any necessary adjustments to city policies based

on such review.

§ 3. Paragraph r of subdivision 1 of section 1301 of the New York city charter
is amended to read as follows:

r. to issue permits for the taking of motion pictures, and for the taking of
photographs and for the use or operation of television cameras and/or any other

transmitting television equipment in or about city property, or in or about any street,

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



park, marginal street, pier, wharf, dock, bridge or tunnel within the jurisdiction of
any city department or agency or involving the use of any city owned or maintained
facilities or equipment. Upon designation of the mayor, this function may be

performed by another department or unit therein.

§ 4. Section 3005 of the New York city charter, as added by local law number
22 for the year 2003, is amended to read as follows:

[Archival review| Municipal archives and library advisory board.

There shall be in the department [an archival review board which shall consist
of five members; two of whom shall be appointed by the speaker, two of whom shall
be appointed by the mayor, and one of whom shall be the commissioner, who shall
serve ex officio as chairperson of the board. At least one such appointment shall be
a professional archivist and at least one other such appointment shall be a
professional historian. The members of the commission, other than the chair, shall
be appointed within 30 days of the effective date of this section and shall be entitled
to reasonable expenses. All appointed members of the commission shall be residents
of the city. Members shall serve for terms of four years from such date of
appointment. Vacancies in appointed membership of the board shall be filled by
appointment by whosoever was responsible for such original appointment. The
board shall meet once every 90 days or upon the request of any of its members] a
library and archival review advisory board consisting of nine members. All
appointed members of the board shall be residents of the city. Three members of the
board shall be appointed by the speaker. The commissioner shall serve ex officio as
chair of the board. The mayor shall appoint five additional members, including at
least one professional archivist, one librarian and one public historian. The

remaining members appointed by the mayor and the speaker shall be representative

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



of community interests and consideration should be given to appointing members
with experience in community engagement, media, cultural institutions and
education. Members other than the commissioner shall serve for terms of three
years, provided that of those members first taking office, two shall be appointed for
one year, three for two years and three for three years. For the members first taking
office, the mayor and speaker will each appoint one member for a one-year term and
one member for a two-year term, the speaker will appoint one member for a three-
year term and the mayor will appoint three members for a three-year term. Members
shall serve until successors are appointed and a member shall not be removed from
office except by the person or persons who appointed such member or for cause by
the mayor. Vacancies in appointed membership of the board shall be filled by
appointment by whosoever was responsible for such original appointment. Members
of the board, other than the chair, shall serve without compensation, but shall be
reimbursed for expenses necessarily incurred in the performance of their duties,
following the policies of the agency. The board shall meet once every 120 days or
upon the request of any of its members and shall consult with the commissioner with
respect to subdivisions one and two of section 3004 of this chapter. Any member of
such board shall have complete access, during work hours, to inspect and review any
appraisal, organization, processing or archiving of city records in the custody of an
entity with which an agreement has been entered into for the purpose specified in
subdivision five of section 3003. Such board may request and receive from the
department, assistance and data as may be necessary for the proper execution of its
powers and duties. Such board shall render annually to the mayor a report
[reviewing| regarding the development of municipal archives, reference and

research services in the government and administration of the city including the

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



archival processing of any city papers during the year for which the report has been

written.

§ 6. The heading of section 3007 of the New York city charter, as amended by
referendum of the voters in November 1988, is amended to read as follows:

Departmental [libraries] collections.

§ 7. Section 3009 of the New York city charter is REPEALED.

§ 8. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
paragraph (5) to read as follows:

0. (5) The amendments to the charter adding subdivision f of section 20-h,
repealing section 3009, and amending section 20-h, paragraph r of subdivision I of
section 1301, section 3005, and the heading of section 3007, approved by the
electors on November 5, 2024, shall take effect immediately upon certification that

the electors have approved such amendments.

Explanation: Matter in italics is new, to be added; matter in brackets
[ ]is old law, to be omitted.



m

Charter Revision Commission

Section 6

Final Report of the
New York City Charter Revision Commission



2024 CHARTER

REVISION -




TABLE OF CONTENTS

EXECULIVE SUMMATY ....ooiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e e et e e e eaee e s ereeessaaeesnnneeens 3
The COMIMISSION .....eeiutiiiiieeiiieeiieeetee et ee ettt et e st e st eebeeebeeesbaeesbeesabeesnseesnseeenne 7
Background........ccuioiiiiiiece e 7
Public Outreach and Public Participation............ccccveeeieerieenieeniieciee e 9
The COMMISSIONETS ...cccuvieriiieiiieriiieeiteeiteeite ettt et e steeebeeeseteesabeesnbeesbeesseeeneees 10
The Commission Staff..........cooiiiiiiiiii e 14
Commission RECOTAS .......cccuviiiiiiiiieiiie ettt e e e e e eaaeeea 20
Ballot Question #1: Clean StreetS........ccoivviiiieeiieeieeeeeieeeee e e 21
Proposed Amendment to the Charter............ccoovveeiieiciiiniieeiececeeee 26
Ballot Question #2: Fiscal Responsibility ..........ccccoecvviiiviiieeniiieciieecee e, 27
FASCAl TMPACLS ...eeieeiiiieciiie ettt e e e e et e e e ar e e e ara e e eneneas 28
Budget MOdernization ...........cccuveeiieeeieenieeeieeeiee e eiee e e s e eeeeeene e 37
Proposed Amendment to the Charter............ccoovveeiieiciieniieeeeeeeeee e, 38
Ballot Question #3: Public Safety........ccocvveeiiiiiiiieeeee e 40
Proposed Amendment to the Charter..............cccecvveeieiiieeniieeee e, 48
Ballot Question #4: Capital PIanning ............ccccccveeeeiiiiiciieeeiiee e 50
Proposed Amendment to the Charter............coccvveriieeciiiniieeiececeeee e, 53
Ballot Question #5: MWBEs and Modernization.............ccccccveeeeeevinveeeeeecineeeeeeennee. 55
Minority and Women-Owned Business Enterprises ........ccccccveeeveeeecveeeeciieeeeneen. 55
FAlm Permitting ........oeiieiiiieeiiie ettt et e e e e 61
Duplicative Archive Review Boards ...........cccoeeevieviiiiiiiieiiiciececeeeeee e 65
Proposed Amendment to the Charter............ccoccvveriieiiiinciieeieeeeeeee e, 67
Issues for Future Consideration ...........ccceeecueeeeeciieeeriiieeerieeeeieeeesieeeeeveeeeeveeeeeeneas 69
2 (STo7 5 ) 1SS PSPPSR 69
Additional Budget Proposals ..........cocviiieiiiiiiiiieccee et 75
PUDIIC BONAS ... 77
Waterfront PEermitting .........c.eeecviieiiieeiieeiieeeieeeiee et 79



“SaNCtUATY CItY” LAWS .oeiiciiiiieiiieeeiiee ettt eree et e e sree e e ereeeeeaeeessaeeensnneeens 80

Resident FEedback .........c.ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee e 83
Support for Community Boards...........cccueeeiiiriiiniiieiiieeie e 84
ApPPendix A — Clean SIEELS.......ccciieriiieiieeriieeieeeteeeree et e eteeereeereeesaaeessaeesnseeenns 86
Ballot QUESTION .....eeiiieiiiiieeceeieee ettt e e et e e e e e eaaaae s 86
ADSITACT ..t ettt sttt e ateenneas 86
Proposed Charter Amendment TeXt ........ccceevveeeiieeiiieeiieerie e 87
Appendix B — Fiscal Responsibility ..........cccceevviiiiiiiiiiiiieeciieceece e 91
Ballot QUESTION ....ueiiiiiiiiiee ettt e e e e e et e e e e eeaaaaee s 91
PN 013 ¢ o] A SRR 91
Proposed Charter Amendment TeXt ........cc.eeevciieeiiiieiiiie e 93
Appendix C — PUbLic Safety......ccooiviiiiiiiiieiiieciee et 98
Ballot QUESHION .....eeeiieiiieeee et e e e e e et e e e e eeanneens 98
PN 013 ¢ Lo SRR 98
Proposed Charter Amendment TeXt ........cceeeeeiiieeiiiieiiiie e 98
Appendix D — Capital Planning ............ccccoevevieiiiiiiiiiiiiieenieeeieesiee e 100
Ballot QUESTION ......eeeiieiiieie ettt eeae e e e e e e e e eeanreeeeeennns 100
ADSITACT ...ttt et ettt e st e et et 100
Proposed Charter Amendment TeXt .......cccueeeeciiiieiiieeniie e 101
Appendix E — MWBEs and Modernization...........cccccueeeeiieeeecieeeeciiee e 105
Ballot QUESTION .....eeeeiieiireiec et eeae e e e e et e e e eeanreeeeeennns 105
ADSETACE ...ttt ettt st es 105
Proposed Charter Amendment TeXt .......ccceeeviiiiieiiieiniie e 106
Appendix F — Agency Proposals.........cccueeeeiiiieiiiieciiieceee et 112
Appendix G — July 25, 2024 ReSOIUtION.......cceriiiiiiiiiieeiieeie e 116



Executive Summary

On May 21, 2024, Mayor Eric Adams announced the 2024 Charter Revision
Commission and appointed Carlo Scissura, as chair, and 12 other community leaders
to serve on the Commission. The Mayor charged the Commission with reviewing
the entire Charter to ensure that it works efficiently and is responsive to all New
Yorkers. The Mayor also asked the Commission to examine, in particular, whether
the Charter should be amended to promote public safety and fiscal responsibility.

Following a review of the entire Charter of the City of New York, public
feedback, expert testimony, research, and investigation, the Commission has decided
to present the following proposed amendments to the voters of the City of New York
at the November 5, 2024 general election:

Clean Streets

In the first ballot question, the Commission proposes an amendment to expand
and clarify the Department of Sanitation’s (DSNY) authority to keep the City clean.

Today, the Charter gives DSNY the power to clean some, but not all, City
property. This incomplete grant of jurisdiction complicates City efforts to clean
certain City properties, like center medians. The amendment would enable DSNY,
at the Mayor’s direction, to clean any City-owned property.

Likewise, in an effort to promote the containerization of trash and the resultant
benefits for cleanliness and public health, DSNY has promulgated several rules that
limit the amount of time that non-containerized garbage spends on City streets. The
Charter, however, does not expressly charge DSNY with the mandate to promote
containerization. The amendment would clarify that DSNY has the authority to
regulate the way refuse is set out for collection, including by requiring the use of

containers.



Finally, despite the fact that the Office of Street Vendor Enforcement is
housed within DSNY, the Charter does not expressly grant DSNY enforcement
authority over vending that occurs on City property other than streets and sidewalks,
such as in parks. The amendment would extend DSNY enforcement authority over
street vendors to other types of City property, not just streets and sidewalks.

Fiscal Responsibility

In the second ballot question, the Commission proposes an amendment to
improve how the City assesses the fiscal impact of proposed local laws and address
certain outdated and inefficient budget deadlines.

First, to promote consideration of the cost of proposed laws, the Commission
is proposing changes to the Charter section requiring Fiscal Impact Statements. At
present, the City Council typically publishes Fiscal Impact Statements only when
proposed legislation is on the eve of adoption. As a result, much of the public
discussion around legislation—and much of the legislative work to craft a bill—
occurs without the benefit of a Fiscal Impact Statement and the cost estimate that it
contains. By requiring a Fiscal Impact Statement earlier in the legislative process,
prior to a public hearing on a proposed local law, this amendment would encourage
greater consideration of the fiscal repercussions of proposed laws. An updated Fiscal
Impact Statement—before a proposed law is voted on by the full Council—would
also be required in order to give legislators and the public a final assessment of the
fiscal impact of proposed legislation. The proposed amendment would require that
Fiscal Impact Statements for proposed local laws contain two estimates, one from
the Council and one from the Office of Management and Budget, to foster a more
detailed and substantive examination of fiscal impacts. This proposal is informed by
considerable testimony from experts and good government groups calling for

changes to the Fiscal Impact Statement process.



This amendment would also update several budget-related deadlines in the
Charter. To ensure that new mayoral administrations are afforded adequate time to
compose a preliminary budget, the amendment would extend the deadline for the
preliminary budget from January 16™ to February 1%'in years following a mayoral
election. In those same years, the proposed amendment would alter related deadlines
to accommodate the February 1 preliminary budget. Lastly, this amendment would
extend the deadline for submission of the executive budget for the ensuing fiscal
year from April 26" to May 1% to ensure the executive budget reflects valuable
information about tax collections and revenues obtained at the April 15" tax
deadline.

Public Safety

In the third ballot question, the Commission proposes an amendment to
promote public input and deliberation in the consideration of local laws respecting
public safety.

At present, the requirements for passage of legislation relating to public safety
do not differ from the requirements for passage of legislation on other matters. The
Commission heard substantial testimony from the public and stakeholders
expressing concern that the present process for consideration of public-safety
measures does not afford sufficient opportunities for input and review. Allowing for
additional opportunities for public input in the Council’s consideration of public
safety legislation is intended to enable more careful deliberation and ensure that
affected communities across the City are heard when legislation touches upon this
important area.

Specifically, the amendment would establish additional procedural
requirements for the Council’s consideration of proposed local laws respecting the
public safety operations of three City agencies: the Police Department, the
Department of Correction, and the Fire Department. Prior to a vote by the full
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Council on a covered public safety proposal, the Council would be required to give
an additional notice to the public, the Mayor, and the commissioner of each affected
agency at least 30 days in advance of a vote. During the period between the notice
and the ultimate vote, the Mayor and affected agencies would be permitted to hold
one or more additional public hearings on the proposal in order to solicit additional
public input. These hearings could include, where appropriate, public hearings in the
outer boroughs in order to facilitate input from impacted communities.

Capital Planning

In the fourth ballot question, the Commission proposes an amendment to
improve the City’s capital planning process by promoting transparency and ensuring
the City collects critical information.

The City engages in regular capital planning to determine how to invest in its
infrastructure. Drawing on a recommendation by Comptroller Brad Lander, this
proposal would promote transparency by ensuring that the City publishes more
information about the state of repair for facilities. It would also ensure that the
Department of City Planning and the Office of Management and Budget consider
City facility conditions and maintenance needs, together with other factors such as
geographic distribution, impact on resiliency, and the criticality of an asset to an
agency’s function or mission, when developing the Ten-Year Capital Strategy.
MWBESs and Modernization

In the fifth and final ballot question, the Commission proposes an amendment
to update several Charter provisions to improve City government operations.

To support Minority and Women-Owned Business Enterprises (MWBEs),
this amendment that would establish the Chief Business Diversity Officer (CBDO)
in the Charter and provide that the CBDO will serve as the point of contact for
MWBEs, evaluate the efficacy of the City’s policies to address disparities in

procurement, and propose needed changes to City policy.



Next, the amendment would empower the Mayor to give the office that
processes film permits—the Mayor’s Office of Media and Entertainment (MOME)
—the power to issue those permits.

Lastly, the amendment would combine two Charter-created boards that share
the same mission: ensuring the effective functioning of the municipal archives.

skkok

The Commission has decided to put these five amendments to voters, while
leaving the rest of the Charter unchanged. As explained further below, the proposed
amendments emerged from compelling testimony to the Commission and address
important issues facing the City. The Commission determined that other components
of the Charter do not warrant revision at this time. Many portions of the Charter are
fundamentally sound. Other portions are better revised through the ordinary
legislative process, or require further consideration before reforms can be proposed.
The Commission was also mindful of the risk of overburdening voters with too many
proposals. To that end, the Commission endeavored to limit the number of proposed
amendments put to the public in order to promote careful deliberation. At the
conclusion of this report is a more thorough discussion of key parts of the Charter

left unchanged and the reasons for leaving these parts unchanged.

The Commission

Background

The Charter of the City of New York functions as the local constitution and
sets out the structure, powers, and responsibilities of New York City’s government.
The Charter establishes the institutions and processes of the City’s political system
and broadly defines the authority and responsibilities of City agencies and elected
officials, including the Mayor, the City Council, the Comptroller, Borough
Presidents, and the Public Advocate.



The Charter may be amended in several ways, including through a charter
revision commission established pursuant to the Municipal Home Rule Law
(MHRL). Section 36 of the MHRL permits the Mayor to create a commission to
revise the Charter.! It empowers the Mayor to appoint between nine and fifteen
members to such a commission.? It provides that a commission shall review the
entire Charter, and 1t authorizes a commission to recommend a revision of the
Charter in full, or to propose one or more amendments.® Proposals to amend the
Charter are then presented to the voters of New York City for approval.*

Mayors have frequently established charter commissions to examine our
City’s governing document. For example, in 2018 then-Mayor Bill de Blasio
established a charter revision commission, which went on to — among other things —
recommend the creation of the Civic Engagement Commission to enhance popular
participation in the governance of New York City.’

On May 21, 2024, Mayor Eric Adams announced the 2024 Charter Revision
Commission and appointed Carlo Scissura, as chair, and 12 other community leaders
to serve on the Commission. On June 24, 2024, the staff of the Commission released
a preliminary report summarizing the work of the Commission to that point and
recommending certain areas for further consideration, including fiscal responsibility

and public safety.® On June 26, 2024, the Commission adopted the recommendations

I'MHRL § 36(4).

2 1d.

31d. at § 36(5)(a).

4 1d. at § 36(5)(b).

5 Charter Revision Commission, Final Report of the 2018 New York City Charter Revision
Commission (Sep. 6, 2018).

6 Charter Revision Commission, Preliminary Report of the 2024 New York City Charter Revision
Commission (June 24, 2024).



of the staff and recommended pursuit of amendments on a number of topics.’

Following further review of the Charter, public hearings, expert testimony, and

discussion, this final report—detailing the work of the Commission and the

proposals it will put before the voters of the City—follows.

Public Outreach and Public Participation

From its creation, the Commission engaged in a robust public outreach

campaign to solicit ideas from the diverse communities and stakeholders that make

up New York City. These efforts included:

Live webcasts of all Commission hearings and meetings;

Publication of hearing notices, press releases, transcripts, resolutions,
archived video, and other materials on the Commission’s website:
www.nyc.gov/charter;

Public hearings at accessible locations in each borough both during the day
and in the evening in an effort to provide multiple opportunities for the public
to address the Commission in person;

Virtual public testimony during all public hearings to allow New Yorkers to
have their voice heard in whichever way best fit their schedule;

Translation and interpretation services at all hearings and public meetings;
Television interviews, community newspaper op-eds, and an ethnic and
community roundtable discussion with the Chair to raise awareness of public
hearings;

Work with elected officials and community organizations to spread the word
about Commission hearings; and

Acceptance of written testimony.

7 Resolution of the Charter Revision Commission (June 26, 2024).



Through these channels, the Commission solicited and heard feedback from
members of the public, elected officials, community-based organizations, City
agencies,® experts, and other stakeholders.

A wide-range of proposals and ideas—touching virtually every facet of New
York City government—were raised by the public and considered by the
Commission. Throughout its work, the Commission heard a pronounced interest in
reforms concerning fiscal responsibility, public safety, government modernization,

and electoral reform.

The Commissioners

The following distinguished New Yorkers served as members of the
Commission.

Carlo Scissura (Chair)

Carlo Scissura has participated in two Charter Revision Commissions in the
past. Scissura currently serves as president and CEO of the New York Building
Congress, a position he has held since January 2017. Previously, Scissura was
president and CEO of the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce. Prior to joining the
Brooklyn Chamber, Scissura served as both chief of staff and general counsel to
Brooklyn Borough President Marty Markowitz for nearly five years.

Dr. Hazel N. Dukes (Vice Chair)

Dr. Hazel N. Dukes is president of the NAACP New York State Conference.
She is also a member of the NAACP National Board of Directors, a member of the
NAACP Executive Committee, and an active member of various NAACP board sub-

committees. Dr. Dukes is a woman of great strength and courage whose dedication

8 See Appendix F for a digest of Charter reform ideas proposed by City agencies to the

Commission.
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to human rights and equality is exemplified by her role linking business,
government, and social causes. Additionally, Dr. Dukes serves as the president of
the Hazel N. Dukes & Associates Consultant Firm, specializing in the areas of public
policy, health, and diversity.

Ken Ngai (Secretary)

Ken Ngai is a well-respected law enforcement professional with more than 20
years of experience protecting public safety in New York City. He has an extensive
background in high-risk global financial crimes, undercover narcotics
investigations, counter terrorist financing, and cyber environments. Ngai is an expert
in identifying financial crime patterns, risk assessment, and enterprise risk
management, as well as identifying trends and emerging threats to address and
mitigate risks.

Kyle Bragg

Kyle Bragg served for four decades at the Service Employees International
Union (SEIU), Local 32BJ, and retired as president after serving in that position
since 2019. He now serves as a trustee of several 32BJ funds and as chair of the
union’s social and economic justice committee. He is also a member of the executive
board of the National African American Caucus of SEIU and serves on the
international union’s first Racial Justice Task Force.

Reverend Herbert Daughtry, Sr.

Reverend Herbert Daughtry, Sr. is a civil rights activist who hails from a
family that has produced five generations of church leaders. He serves as the national
presiding minister of the House of the Lord Churches, headquartered in Brooklyn.
With more than 60 years of involvement in church and community service, Reverend

Daughtry Sr. has earned the title of “The People’s Pastor.”
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Ruben Diaz, Jr.

Ruben Diaz, Jr. represented his hometown and the people of the Bronx for
more than two decades, serving in the state Legislature for seven terms and serving
as Bronx borough president for three terms. During his career in public service, Diaz
Jr. championed a ‘“New Bronx” agenda on economic development, housing,
education, and public safety.

Lorraine Grillo

Lorraine Grillo began her public service career as a community relations
specialist at the New York City School Construction Authority, serving in several
senior roles in the authority before being appointed as CEO and president in 2014.
Grillo served as senior advisor to Mayor Bill de Blasio for COVID-19 recovery and
as commissioner of the New York City Department of Design and Construction from
July 2018 until December 2021. She most recently served as First Deputy Mayor to
Mayor Adams.

Christopher B. Lynch

Christopher B. Lynch is a lifelong public servant. For the last decade, he has
worked as a substitute teacher with the New York City Department of Education.
Previously, he served for over 20 years with the New York City Department of
Correction’s Health Management Division, retiring as a captain.

Stephanie McGraw

Stephanie McGraw is the founder and CEO of We All Really Matter
(WARM), a domestic violence awareness organization founded in 2010 out of her
own vicious cycle of abuse. Through her journey, McGraw yearned to see service
providers working through an inclusive, culturally competent lens. By establishing
WARM,; she became the first Black woman to create a domestic violence agency in
Harlem. The organization now operates citywide and has expanded to provide

economic empowerment services in Ghana and throughout Africa.
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Max Rose

Max Rose is the vice chairman of The Soufan Group, a global intelligence and
security consultancy, and chairman and CEO of Pontis Partners, a strategic advisory
firm for private companies and nonprofits. A former congressman from New York’s
11th District, Rose proudly represented Staten Island and South Brooklyn in the U.S.
House of Representatives from 2019-2020. Rose was commissioned in the U.S.
Army in 2010 as an infantry officer and still serves in the U.S. Army Reserve as a
major.
Jackie Rowe-Adams

Jackie Rowe-Adams worked tirelessly with youth and seniors as a music
specialist with the New York City Department of Parks and Recreation from 1986
until her retirement in late 2021. After losing two sons to gun violence, Rowe-Adams
co-founded Harlem Mothers Stop Another Violent End, an organization instituted
to end the dreaded scourge of violence in the Harlem community. She has received
numerous awards and citations for her social activism. She is a life-long resident of
Harlem.
Bishop Gerald G. Seabrooks

Bishop Gerald G. Seabrooks is the pastor of the Rehoboth Cathedral, a
purpose-driven ministry located in the heart of Bedford-Stuyvesant, Brooklyn.
Bishop Seabrooks has actualized “the holistic approach” by serving humanity both
spiritually and socially. He is also currently employed as a licensed guidance
counselor and pedagogue by the New York City Department of Education. He
previously served as the executive vice president of a prestigious community multi-
service corporation for over 25 years.
Rabbi Chaim Steinmetz

Rabbi Chaim Steinmetz is the senior rabbi of Congregation Kehilath Jeshurun

in New York. A much sought-after speaker and teacher with over three decades of
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experience in the rabbinate, Rabbi Steinmetz has mastered the art of presenting the

timeless wisdom of ancient texts in a contemporary way.

The Commission Staff

Diane Savino (Executive Director)

Diane Savino currently serves as senior advisor at City Hall with a focus on
state and city legislative issues. Born and raised in Astoria, Queens, Savino began
her career in public service as a caseworker for New York City’s Child Welfare
Administration, providing direct assistance to abused and neglected children. She is
the former vice president of the Social Service Employees Union Local 371. In 2004,
she was elected to represent the 23rd Senatorial District, which encompasses the
North and East Shores of Staten Island and portions of Southern Brooklyn, including
Bensonhurst, Brighton Beach, Coney Island, Dyker Heights, Gravesend, and Sunset
Park. As state senator, Savino authored numerous laws protecting hard-working
New Yorkers, including the first in the nation Domestic Workers’ Bill of Rights and
the Wage Theft Prevention Act.

Ed Kiernan (General Counsel)

Ed Kiernan currently serves as senior counsel in the Office of City Hall Chief
Counsel. He has previously served as special counsel in the Mayor’s Office of
Appointments and as a legislative project manager at the New Y ork City Department
of Buildings. He has also worked in the State Senate and in the City Council before
working at the New York City Department of Juvenile Justice (now called the New
York City Administration for Children’s Services). Kiernan holds a J.D. from New
York Law School and a B.A. and MPA from New York University.

Robert Cataldo (Chief of Staff)
Robert Cataldo currently serves as a Senior Legislative Representative for the

Mayor’s Office of City Legislative Affairs. In this role, Robert manages the
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legislative priorities for the Mayor’s office for key agencies, such as the Department
of Buildings, NYCHA and the Department of Environmental Protection. Prior to
joining the administration, Robert served as Chief of Staff to New York State
Senator Diane J. Savino for 18 years. During his tenure in the Senate, Robert was
able to help secure millions of dollars in budget priorities for the Senator, managed
a large diverse staff, and created and built large community events that continue to
this day.

Frank Dwyer (Communications Director)

Frank Dwyer currently serves as Chief of Staff to the Deputy Mayor of
Communications. He has previously served as Deputy Commissioner for Public
Information for the New Y ork City Department of Correction. Prior to that, he served
as Deputy Commissioner of Public Information and External Affairs at the Fire
Department, City of New York. Dwyer worked at WNBC and NY1 news prior to
his service in city government. He holds a B.A. in Communications and English
from Iona University.

Marc Heinrich (Senior Counsel)

Marc Heinrich currently serves as a Senior Advisor in the Mayor’s Office of
Policy & Planning. He has previously worked as a Senior Policy Advisor to former
Mayor Bloomberg and Policy Director to then-Governor Bullock on their respective
presidential campaigns. He also worked as a Senior Business Analyst at McKinsey
& Company. Heinrich holds a J.D. from Harvard Law School and a B.A. from
Columbia University.

Sabrina Hassan (Deputy General Counsel)

Sabrina Hassan currently serves as Supervising Associate General Counsel at
the New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene. She previously
served several years as Senior Counsel in multiple divisions of the New York City
Law Department, including through 2022 in the Legal Counsel Division. Hassan
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spent the first decade of her legal career as a patent litigator. She holds a J.D. from
the University of Virginia School of Law and a B.A. from the College of William &
Mary.

James Bristow (Special Counsel)

James Bristow currently serves as Senior Assistant Director and Counsel for
Intergovernmental Relations in the Mayor’s Office of Management and Budget. He
previously worked as a political science researcher under former U.S. Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare Joseph Califano. Prior to that he served as the law
clerk to the Chief of Operations of the Maryland Legal Aid Bureau. Bristow holds a
J.D. from the University of Maryland and a B.A. from the University of South
Carolina Honors College.

Ivy Chiu (Special Counsel)

Ivy Chiu currently serves as a Legislative Project Manager at the New York
City Department of Buildings. She previously worked as an Administrative
Enforcement Unit attorney in the New York City Department of Buildings. Chiu
holds a J.D. from Fordham Law School and a B.A. from New York University.
Krista Ashbery (Senior Advisor)

Krista Ashbery currently serves as the Assistant Deputy Commissioner for
Strategic Initiatives at the New York City Police Department. She has previously
worked as the Deputy Chief of Staff to the Police Commissioner, Executive Director
of Capital Planning and Oversight within the Management and Budget Bureau, and
held legal advisor and project management positions related to policy and program
development, facilities management, and crime victim support, among
others. Ashbery holds a J.D. from Brooklyn Law School and a B.A. from
Muhlenberg College.

16



Michael Clarke (Senior Advisor)

Michael Clarke currently serves as a Senior Policy Advisor for the Deputy
Mayor of Public Safety. He has previously worked as the Director of Legislative
Affairs for the NYPD. He has also worked as Special Counsel for the Mayor’s Office
of Criminal Justice and as an Assistant District Attorney for the Office of the Special
Narcotics Prosecutor. Clarke holds a J.D. from St. John’s University School of Law
and a B.A. from the Catholic University of America.

Ryan Merola (Senior Advisor)

Ryan Merola currently serves as Chief of Staff and Deputy Commissioner of
External Affairs for the New York City Department of Sanitation. Previously, he
served as the Chief of Staff for the Department of Information Technology and
Telecommunications, and in several positions at the New York City Police
Department. Ryan staffed the 2010 Charter Revision Commission. He holds a J.D.
from Brooklyn Law School and a B.A. from CUNY Brooklyn.

Jonas Neri (Senior Advisor)

Jonas Neri currently serves as a Legislative Representative within the Mayor’s
Office of State Legislative Affairs, where he is the chief liaison for the
Administration to the various branches of New York State Government on housing,
economic and workforce development, consumer protection, and finance. Prior to
joining the Mayor’s Office, Jonas served as the legislative director for one of New
York’s top lobbying firms. He has been recognized in City & State as a “40 Under
40 Rising Star.” Jonas holds a B.A. from the University at Albany’s Rockefeller
College of Public Affairs & Policy.

Pablo Ponce de Leon (Senior Advisor)
Pablo Ponce de Leon currently serves as a Policy Advisor in the Office of the

First Deputy Mayor. He previously worked as an Analyst at HR&A Advisors. Ponce
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de Leon holds an M.Arch from Princeton University and a B.A. from Yale
University.
Bonny Tsang (Senior Advisor)

Bonny Tsang currently serves as Chief of Staff to the Deputy Mayor for
Operations Meera Joshi. Bonny has previously worked as a consultant for Deloitte
Consulting LLP’s Government and Public Service practice, the NYC Department of
Transportation, and the NYC Campaign Finance Board. She has a MPP from
Harvard University’s Kennedy School of Government and a B.A. from University
of Pennsylvania.

Alex Tymkiv (Senior Advisor)

Alex Tymkiv currently serves as an Intergovernmental Coordinator at the
New York City Fire Department. He previously worked as a Legislative and
Communications Director for the City Council. He holds a B.A. from CUNY
Brooklyn College.

Jasmine Wright Greene (Assistant Counsel)

Jasmine Wright Greene currently serves as an Assistant Corporation
Counsel at the New York City Law Department. She has previously served as a law
clerk and senior paralegal at the Law Department in the Municipal Finance Division.
Greene holds a J.D. from St. John’s University School of Law and a B.A. from the
State University of New York at Stony Brook.

LeeAnn Wharton (Special Assistant)

LeeAnn Wharton currently serves as the Director of Briefing in the Mayor's
Office of the Chief of Staff. Previously she served as the Special Assistant to the
First Deputy Mayor. She had also worked at the MTA under the New York City
Transit Authority and the New Y ork Public Interest Research Group. Wharton holds

a B.A. from Brooklyn College.
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Chloe West (Policy Advisor)

Chloe West currently serves as a Policy Advisor for the Gun Violence
Prevention Taskforce in the Office of the First Deputy Mayor. She has interned for
Rep. Marilyn Strickland (WA-10) and has extensive research experience. She holds
a B.A. from Washington University in St. Louis.

Eden Ayala (Legal Intern)

Eden Ayala currently serves as a Legal Fellow in the Office of Policy &
Planning. She has previously worked as an intern at Paul, Weiss and in the district
office of NYS Assemblymember Marcela Mitaynes. Ayala is a J.D. candidate at
Boston University School of Law and holds a B.A. from Hunter College.

Hamza Suhail (Legal Intern)

Hamza Suhail currently serves as a Legal Intern in the Mayor’s Office of
Chief Counsel. He has previously served as a Legal Fellow in the Mayor’s Office of
Chief Counsel and has worked in both litigation and transactional law firms. Suhail
is a J.D. candidate at St. John’s University School of Law and holds a B.A. from
Queens College.

New York City Law Department

The New York City Law Department has served as counsel to the
Commission. The Commission would like to thank Spencer Fisher, Martha Alfaro,
Benjamin Miller, Rachel Kane, Ian Sinclair, and Ashley Iodice for their insight and

assistance.’

? The Commission also wishes to acknowledge and thank the many other City employees, across
City government, that assisted the Commission in its work and in the preparation of this final

report.
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Commission Records

All of the Commission’s public documents—including its preliminary report,
press releases, translations of Commission materials, and other notices—as well as
recordings of all the Commission’s public hearings, may be found online at
nyc.gov/charter.

A review of the ballot proposals the Commission has decided to put to voters
follows. Ballot questions, explanatory abstracts, and the text of proposed Charter

amendments are included as appendices to this report.
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Ballot Question #1: Clean Streets

In the first ballot question, the Commission proposes an amendment to expand
and clarify the Department of Sanitation’s authority to keep the City’s streets clean.

At its founding, New York City lacked a comprehensive plan for waste
management and street cleaning. The City’s Plan of 1811 created a streetscape
without alleyways that otherwise could have facilitated waste storage.'® As the City
grew, widespread problems emerged: Pearl Street was literally paved with discarded
oyster shells,!! Collect Pond and other water sources became sites of frequent
cholera outbreaks,'? and by the mid-19" Century discarded horse carcasses were a
common site on the streets.'?

The City began providing sanitation services in 1881 with the creation of the
New York City Department of Street Cleaning.'* The newly-formed department’s
mission was to address sordid street conditions and organize the collection of waste

set out by residents.!> Over the next century, the City’s handling of residential waste

10 New York City Department of Sanitation, The Future of Trash Waste Containerization Models
and Viability in New York City (Apr. 2023), at 25.

1 Brad Dunn and Daniel Hood, New York: The Unknown City (Arsenal Pulp Press, 2004), at 113.
12 Tricia Kang, “What Lies Beneath: A History of Collect Pond,” Tenement Museum.
https://www.tenement.org/blog/what-lies-beneath-a-history-of-collect-
pond/#:~:text=By%201800%2C%?20the%20Pond%20was,with%20debris%2C%20dirt%20and%
20trash.

13 David Rosner, “Portrait of an Unhealthy City: New York in the 1800s,” Coalition to Ban Horse-

Drawn Carriages. https://www.banhdc.org/archives/ch-hist-portrait.html.

14 Benjamin Miller, Fat of the Land: Garbage of New York — the Last Two Hundred Years (Basic
Books, 2000), at 69.

15 1d. at 69-71; Weill Cornell Medicine Office of Energy and Sustainability, Waste & Recycling,

https://sustainability.weill.cornell.edu/waste-management-recycling/brief-history-new-york-city-
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went through many changes—from a movement to incinerators in the early and mid-
1900s, to the use of landfills inside and outside the City in the mid- to late-1900s, to
the comprehensive solid waste and reuse approach that emerged in the early 2000s. !¢

Removing waste from the City’s streets and sidewalks was a key focus of one
of DSNY’s earliest commissioners, Colonel George Waring, who set out to combat
unsanitary conditions and public health problems spread by filth on the streets.!”
While the types of unsanitary conditions confronting New Yorkers have changed
significantly since the nineteenth century, street and sidewalk cleaning continues to
be a core focus of sanitation crews. Today, crews continue to manually remove litter
from sidewalks and other street infrastructure, as well as travel the City’s streets in

mechanical brooms to vacuum litter along the curb line.'8

recycling#:~:text=In%201881%2C%20the%20New%20Y ork. New%20Y ork%20City%20Police
%20Department.
16 Robin Kaiser-Schatzline, “The History of New York, Told Through Its Trash,” New Yorker,

April 24, 2021, https://www.newyorker.com/books/page-turner/the-history-of-new-york-told-

through-its-trash; Max Galka, “What does New York do with all its trash? One City’s waste — in

numbers,” October 27, 2016, https://www.theguardian.com/cities/2016/oct/27/new-york-rubbish-

all-that-trash-city-waste-in-numbers; “Free Streets at Last,” New York Times, Jul. 28, 1895.

https://timesmachine.nytimes.com/timesmachine/1895/07/28/106066139.html?pageNumber=28.

17 George E. Warring, Street Cleaning and The Disposal of a City’s Waste (Doubleday & McClure
co., 1897), at 1. Jennifer Lee, “He Cleaned the Streets, and Left the Presidency to Others,” New
York Times, Oct. 1, 2009.

https://archive.nytimes.com/cityroom.blogs.nytimes.com/2009/10/01/he-cleaned-the-streets-and-

left-the-presidency-to-others/.

¥ NYC Department of Sanitation, What We Do, https://www.nyc.gov/site/dsny/what-we-do/what-

we-do.page.
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At present, the Charter charges DSNY with, among other duties, all
responsibilities “relating to the cleanliness of the streets.”!” But it defines the “street”
in a way that includes some, but not all City property.?’ The result is that many center
medians and the perimeters of City-owned property do not fall within DSNY’s core
ambit. Likewise, the Charter gives other City agencies, such as the Departments of
Transportation and Parks and Recreation, separate responsibility for cleaning City

property within their respective domains.?!

This segmentation of cleaning
responsibilities serves valuable ends, but it also can lead to uncertainty and
suboptimal results when there is ambiguity about which agency should attend to
particular public spaces.”? And to the public, jurisdictional distinctions between
agencies are largely meaningless. New Yorkers just want their public spaces to be
clean.

Past administrations have grappled with this jurisdictional challenge. In the
Koch Administration, a 1983 memorandum from then-Deputy Mayor Nathan
Leventhal set out to resolve jurisdictional issues and resultant operational

shortfalls.?*> The memorandum, which was sent to all Community Boards, attempted

to delineate each agency’s responsibility to clean City property. The memo also

N.Y.C. Charter § 753.

20 1d. at § 755.

21 1d. at §§ 533, 2903

22 Joshua Goodman, Deputy Commission for Public Affairs and Customer Experience, Department
of Sanitation, Charter Revision Commission Bronx Public Hearing (July 11, 2024) (testimony).
23 Deputy Mayor Nathan Leventhal, “Assignments of Jurisdiction for Cleaning Certain City
Properties” (January 17, 1983), https://dsny.cityofnewyork.us/wp-

content/uploads/2021/11/Cleaning_Assignment_of Jurisdiction Levnthl 1983.pdf.

23


https://dsny.cityofnewyork.us/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Cleaning_Assignment_of_Jurisdiction_Levnthl_1983.pdf
https://dsny.cityofnewyork.us/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Cleaning_Assignment_of_Jurisdiction_Levnthl_1983.pdf

cautioned that many agencies would struggle to meet the responsibilities assigned in
the memo.>*

In November 2022, the Adams Administration launched its Get Stuff Clean
program, the first effort to alter the approach set out in the Leventhal memo.? Get
Stuff Clean replaced the memo’s guidance in favor of giving DSNY the charge and
resources to perform supplemental cleaning of some City property under the
jurisdiction of Parks and Transportation. DSNY is the agency with the core
competency for cleaning. Amending the Charter to authorize the Mayor to confer
greater responsibility on DSNY to clean City properties as needed is intended to help
keep the City clean.

The Charter also assigns DSNY the responsibility for, and control over, all
functions and operations of the City relating to the disposal of waste.?® And it gives
the DSNY Commissioner the power to adopt regulations controlling the use of
sidewalks and gutters by abutting owners and occupants with respect to sweepings,
garbage, refuse, or rubbish, and the power to issue violations for failure to comply
with such regulations punishable by fine, imprisonment or civil penalty.?’

In recent years, in an effort to promote the containerization of trash and the
resultant benefits for cleanliness and public health, DSNY has promulgated several

rules that limit the amount of time that non-containerized refuse spends on City

1.

25 Office of the Mayor, “Mayor Adams Consolidates Citywide Cleaning Functions to 'Get Stuff
Clean," Announces $14.5 Million in new Funding for Clean Streets and Parks,” The Official
Website of the City of New York, Nov. 10, 2022, https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-

mayor/news/824-22/mayor-adams-consolidates-citywide-cleaning-functions-get-stuff-clean-14-
S-million#/0.

26 N.Y.C. Charter § 753(a)(1-5).

2T 1d. at § 753(d).
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streets.?® In short, DSNY is limiting the placement of garbage bags on the sidewalk.
The Charter, however, does not expressly name, among the powers of the
Commissioner, the authority to specify the containers that may be used for refuse.

So too, despite the fact that the Office of Street Vendor Enforcement is housed
within DSNY, the Charter does not expressly grant DSNY concurrent enforcement
authority over vending that occurs on City property other than its streets and
sidewalks, such as in parks that at present can only be performed by NYPD or Parks
enforcement.”

Both Councilmember Francisco Moya and DSNY provided compelling
testimony to the Commission in favor of the proposed reforms.*® More importantly,
New Yorkers have expressed a desire for cleaner streets, including cleaner sidewalks
and alternative solutions to the placement of garbage bags on the sidewalk.’!
Updating the Charter to clarify and expand DSNY responsibilities could help

promote these important objectives.

28 See e.g., 16 RCNY 1-02.1 (limiting the time solid waste and recyclable materials can be placed
on the curbside); 16 RCNY 1-02.5 (requiring waste be placed in lidded containers).

2 N.Y.C. Charter § 13-¢.

3% Francisco Moya, City Council Member, Charter Revision Commission Bronx Public Hearing
(July 11, 2024) (testimony); Joshua Goodman, Deputy Commission for Public Affairs and
Customer Experience, Department of Sanitation, Charter Revision Commission Bronx Public
Hearing (July 11, 2024) (testimony).

31 Melissa Kravitz Hoeffner, “All NYC businesses are now required to bin their trash instead of
throwing it on the sidewalk,” Timeout, Sept. 20, 2023,

https://www.timeout.com/newyork/news/nyc-food-establishments-now-need-to-bin-their-trash-

instead-of-throwing-it-on-the-sidewalk-080123; Emily Badger and Larry Buchanan, “The absurd
problem of New York City trash,” The New York Times, Mar. 02, 2024,

https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2024/03/02/upshot/nyc-trash-rules.html.
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Proposed Amendment to the Charter
The Commission proposes an amendment to clarify the Department of
Sanitation’s mandate and facilitate its efforts to keep streets and other city property
clean:
- City-owned property & cleanliness violations
o The amendment would enable DSNY, at the Mayor’s direction, to clean
any city-owned property and allow DSNY to enforce all laws, rules,
and regulations related to the cleanliness of streets, sidewalks, and
exteriors of real property of the City.
- Containerization
o The amendment would clarify that DSNY can regulate containers used
to dispose garbage. Currently, the Charter does not explicitly reference
this mandate.
- Street Vendors
o The amendment would extend DSNY enforcement authority over
Street Vendors to other types of City property, not just streets and
sidewalks. The authority would be concurrent with agencies already

authorized to enforce vending rules.
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Ballot Question #2: Fiscal Responsibility

The current Charter-mandated process for preparing, adopting, and managing
the City budget in large measure reflects decisions made by the 1989 Charter
Revision Commission, which proposed to voters a highly structured framework for
determining how the City would raise revenue and fund expenses.*? At its core, the
framework New Y orkers approved requires the Mayor to submit to the City Council
for its review a proposed annual budget for the City, and it requires the Council to
adopt an annual budget before the beginning of each fiscal year.**

Within that simple design, however, is a complex series of steps, involving
not only the Mayor and the Council but other elected and unelected stakeholders.
For example, the process provides that multiple iterations of the annual budget must
be submitted by the Mayor to the Council throughout the fiscal year.** The Mayor’s
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) prepares and submits multi-year capital

plans to the Mayor and City Council.>> Future revenues are projected, and actual

32 Office of the New York City Comptroller Scott M. Stringer, A New Charter to Confront New
Challenges (Sep. 2018); Michael A. Cardozo, Reflections on the 1989 Charter Revisions, 58
N.Y.L. Sch. L. Rev. 85 (2013).

3 N.Y.C. Charter §§ 225 (budgetary responsibilities of the Mayor, the Director of Management
and Budget and the Comptroller), 249 (by April 26 the Mayor submits a proposed executive budget
for the ensuing fiscal year to the Council), 254 (Council’s authority to alter the budget submitted
by the Mayor in specified ways).

3 Id. at §§ 236 (in January the Mayor submits a preliminary budget for the ensuing fiscal year to
the Council), 249, 254, 258 (Mayor issues an update of the 4-year financial plan after the budget
has been adopted).

35 Id. at §§ 213 (preliminary capital budget), 214 (executive capital budget), 215, 248 (10-year
capital strategy).
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revenues are compared with past estimates.>® Borough presidents and community
boards weigh in on borough and community priorities.*” The Comptroller reports on
the health of the City’s finances.®® And the Council holds dozens of hearings on
various drafts and reports relating to the City’s annual budget.** Each of these steps
is meant to ensure that the budgetary process is deliberative, that the City is
following sound accounting practices,*® and that the public is afforded an
opportunity for meaningful review.

As part of its review, the Commission has heard a wide range of ideas
designed to improve the budget process and promote fiscal responsibility.
Ultimately, it has determined that two ideas should be forwarded to the voters this
election: one addressing the fiscal impacts of proposed local laws, and one

addressing certain outdated and inefficient budget deadlines.

Fiscal Impacts

As part of the second ballot question, the Commission proposes an
amendment to improve how the City assesses the fiscal impacts of proposed local

laws.

36 Id. at §§ 229 (revenue reports of the Mayor and Comptroller), 237 (Independent Budget Office
report on revenues and expenditures).

37Id. at §§ 245 (Borough President recommendations to the Mayor), 251 (Borough President
responses to the executive budget).

38 1d. at §§ 232 (Comptroller’s report on capital debt and obligations), 233 (Comptroller’s report
on state of the City’s finances).

3% In fact, the annual budgeting process requires many more steps and actions than the above list
and is detailed across several chapters of the City’s Charter, most notably in Chapter 10.

40 Cardozo, 58 N.Y.L. Sch. L. Rev. 85.
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The Charter requires that each year the Mayor propose, and the City Council

t. 4 The budget, which encapsulates the joint budgetary

adopt, a balanced budge
priorities of both the Council and the Mayor, serves two primary purposes. First, it
provides a comprehensive and predictable structure to the City’s expenditures and
revenue over the fiscal year. Second, it promotes sound fiscal management. A
balanced municipal budget has been required since 1975 when the New York State
Financial Emergency Act for the City of New York (“FEA”) was enacted.** This
requirement was subsequently enshrined in the City Charter by referendum in 2005
to memorialize the fiscal controls placed on the City under the FEA.#

While reviewing and approving the City’s budget is arguably the most
significant legislative action taken by the Council each year, its legislative reach
extends well beyond the annual budget process. The Council has the power by
majority vote to pass proposed legislation on many diverse issues, and it frequently
exercises this power with legislation that affects municipal operations, including
City services and benefits. From the moment approved legislation is presented to the

Mayor, the Mayor has 30 days to decide whether to sign the legislation into law,

veto it, or allow it to lapse into effect.** Should the Mayor choose to veto the

4! The schedule in the Charter reflects an expectation that the budget will be adopted by the start
of the subsequent fiscal year, or July 1*. N.Y.C. Charter §§ 225, 226.

“2N.Y. N.Y.S. Financial Emergency Act for the city of N.Y. § 2-a, Chapter 868 of the Laws of
1975, as amended.

$N.Y.C. Charter § 258; Cardozo, Reflections on the 1989 Charter Revisions, 58 N.Y.L. Sch. L.
Rev. 85; New York City Charter Revision Commission, 2005 Ballot Questions (Aug. 2, 2005);
N.Y. N.Y.S. Financial Emergency Act for the city of N.Y. , Chapter 865 of the Laws of 1975.
“N.Y.C. Charter § 37(b).
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legislation, the City Council has the power to override a veto by a vote of two thirds
of the body.®

City Council legislation frequently affects the City budget. In view of this
reality, the Charter requires that no local law may be voted on by the Council, or a
committee of the Council, unless it is accompanied by a Fiscal Impact Statement.*
These statements, which are pursuant to Council Rule prepared by the Finance
Division of the City Council, detail the City Council’s estimate of the fiscal impact
of a law on City revenues and expenditures.*” The Charter provides that a Council
Committee may request information from City agencies to assist it in preparing a
fiscal statement, and that agencies must promptly furnish this information to the
Council.*® The Charter further provides that Fiscal Impact Statements must identify
the sources of information used in its preparation, but it does not dictate the process
or establish a methodology for formulating the statements, nor require that
statements be validated by an independent body.*’ And there is no Charter-mandated
difference in treatment between legislation that is accompanied by a Fiscal Impact
Statement predicting an impact, and legislation where the Fiscal Impact Statement
predicts no impact.

Further, the Council typically publishes Fiscal Impact Statements only when

proposed legislation is on the cusp of adoption as a law.>® As Richard Lee—Finance

Y Id.

4 Id. at § 33.

47N.Y.C. Council Rule 6.50 (providing for Council finance division review).

“N.Y.C. Charter § 33(a).

Y Id at § 33.

59Tt is common practice for a Fiscal Impact Statement to be formulated in the week leading up to

a legislative introduction’s passage, and not earlier. This is largely because the final text of the
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Director of the City Council—testified, the Council “begin[s] the process . .. when
the bill is essentially finalized.”>' This means that much of the public debate around
a law—including the Council’s public hearing on the proposed bill—occurs in the
absence of the Fiscal Impact Statement.>?

Moreover, these statements may underestimate actual cost. For example,
many bills impose reporting requirements that, while estimated to have zero cost,
require significant staffing resources. Consider Local Law 38 0f 2022, which created
additional reporting requirements for the emergency assistance grant program. The

t.>> However,

Fiscal Impact Statement estimated it would have $0 in fiscal impac
OMB reports that its implementation required an estimated 175 hours per year of
staff time (including some overtime) for reporting alone. Additionally, upgrades to
the HRA service protocol and tracking system were anticipated at a cost of $4.1

million to operationalize and implement the legislation’s requirements. Indeed, the

legislation is typically finalized a week prior to the full Council Stated Meeting at which the full
Council intends to pass the legislation — due in part to requirements that a bill be in its final form
at least 7 days (not including Sundays) prior to the full Council vote. Thus, relevant costs are
typically only presented in the calendar week during which the Stated Meeting of the City Council
is scheduled so that the Council can vote on the proposed legislation. N.Y.C. Charter § 36.

3! Richard Lee, Finance Director of the New York City Council, Charter Revision Commission
Bronx Public Hearing (July 11, 2024) (testimony).

52 For example, the Council’s initial Committee hearing for the bill that became Local Law No. 71
of 2021 was held on September 15, 2020, but the fiscal note for the bill was not published until
May 26, 2021, the same day as Committee’s second and final public hearing on the legislation,
and only one day before its passage on May 27, 2021. The Fiscal Impact Statement for this
legislation predicted that the additional expenditures required for implementation would be $75
million in year one, increasing to $270 million in year five. Fiscal Impact Statement, Proposed Int.
No. 146-C.

53 Fiscal Impact Statement, Proposed Int. No. 2081-A.
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Council often passes legislation that it estimates will have “no impact,” only for the
City to find that the costs of implementation are substantial.>* This practice stands
in tension with testimony before the Commission recognizing that “all legislation
costs money.”>

Thus, while the annual budget is intended to fund the operations of the City
throughout the fiscal year, legislation passed outside of the budget process impacts
the use of tax revenues and governmental expenditures. Where legislation with a
fiscal impact is passed, it falls on City agencies and the Office of Management and
Budget to determine how to fund new obligations that were not accounted for when
the fiscal year began. In such cases, additional revenues or savings generated from
other areas of the City budget are needed to carry out the legislation.>® Fiscal
monitors and bond rating agencies have expressed concern that local legislation

imposing fiscal impacts not accounted for in the annual budget represents a potential

risk to the City’s finances.>’

5% For example, Local Law 46 of 2023—which requires the establishment of a marine debris
disposal and vessel surrendering office—was predicted to have no fiscal impact despite the bill
requiring the establishment of a new office. And, following passage, $1 million in funding was
subsequently added to the budget to fund this office.

53 Jason Otafio, General Counsel of the New York City Council, Charter Revision Commission
Bronx Public Hearing (July 11, 2024) (testimony).

3¢ For an example of testimony regarding how unaccounted expenditures demand additional
revenues or savings, see Budget Director Jacques Jiha, Preliminary Hearing at Committee on
Finance (Mar. 4, 2024) (testimony), at 58.

57 Office of State Comptroller, Review of the Financial Plan of the City of New York (May 2024),
at 28-34; Moody’s Investors Service, Credit Opinion for the City of New York (Feb. 22, 2024), at
2; Fitch Ratings, Fitch Rates New York City, NY's $1.28B Ser D, E & F GO Bonds 'AA"; Outlook
Stable (Mar. 22, 2024), at 9.
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The Commission heard from numerous budget experts on this topic, including
Kathryn Wylde, president and CEO of Partnership for New York City. In her
testimony, Ms. Wylde advocated for meaningful independent analysis and public
discussion of both the fiscal and economic impacts of legislation prior to passage, as
well as application of the disciplined annual budget process to any legislation with
a significant budget impact.>® Ms. Wylde proposed that the Charter be amended to
involve the Independent Budget Office (IBO), OMB, and Council Finance Division
in the formulation of a Fiscal Impact Statement. Ms. Wylde suggested that the Fiscal
Impact Statement for a proposed law be published in advance of the first hearing on
a proposal, and that the existing Fiscal Impact Statement requirement is inadequate
as it does not consider the financial impact on the City’s residents and economy.

Similarly, the New York City Citizens Budget Commission (CBC) proposed
earlier publication of Fiscal Impact Statements to promote appropriate consideration
of fiscal needs in the legislative process, that the IBO produce an independent fiscal
impact statement or validate the Council’s assessment for programs that would cost
more than $100 million per fiscal year, and that Fiscal Impact Statements disclose
whether costs can actually be accommodated within the City’s budget.>® CBC further
suggested that high cost legislative initiatives should take effect only once funds are
modified into the budget or negotiated at budget adoption.®

Citizens Union acknowledged problems with the existing fiscal impact

statement process but opposed amending the Charter to require earlier fiscal impact

58 Kathryn Wylde, President and CEO of Partnership for New York City, Charter Revision
Commission Fiscal Responsibility Forum <& Manhattan Public Hearing (June 13, 2024)
(testimony).

% Andrew S. Rein, President of Citizens Budget Commission, Charter Revision Commission
Manhattan Public Hearing (July 8, 2024) (testimony).

60 1d.
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statements or further specify what Fiscal Impact Statements should include.®!
Instead, Citizens Union recommended that the Fiscal Impact Statement process be
improved by the Council through changes to its own rules.®> And in contrast to CBC
—which called for giving the IBO a formal role in fiscal impact statements—
Citizens Union cautioned against “involving outside agencies in an element of the
legislative task™ because it might confer an unintended “veto power” over Council
legislation and lead to further delays in lawmaking.%

Jason Otafnio, General Counsel of the New York City Council, testified in
opposition to reforming the Charter’s treatment of Fiscal Impact Statements. He
cautioned against changes that would give the Executive Branch a “de facto veto”
of proposed legislation by allowing the Executive Branch to withhold information
needed for a Fiscal Impact Statement and thereby prevent legislation from moving
forward.® He also testified that requiring Fiscal Impact Statements earlier in the
legislative process would “deter the work of the legislative body” and cause a
“chilling effect on the exchange of ideas.”®

After considering these and other views, the Commission is presenting to
voters changes intended to improve the assessment of fiscal impacts in the legislative
process. First, the proposed amendment would require that a Fiscal Impact Statement

be developed prior to a public hearing on a proposed law. At present, because Fiscal

Impact Statements are typically published only when proposed legislation is to be

' Amaury Dujardin, Policy Manager at Citizens Union, Charter Revision Commission Public
Hearing — Manhattan (July 8, 2024) (testimony).
52 1d.
3 1d.
% Jason Otafio, General Counsel of the New York City Council, Charter Revision Commission
Bronx Public Hearing (July 11, 2024) (testimony).
55 1d.
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voted on at committee, much of the public discussion around legislation—and much
of the legislative work to craft a bill—occurs without the benefit of a Fiscal Impact
Statement. By requiring a Fiscal Impact Statement earlier in the legislative process,
this amendment may encourage greater consideration of the fiscal repercussions of
proposed laws. The Commission disagrees with the Council’s assertion that an
earlier assessment of Fiscal Impact Statements will “chill” the exchange of ideas.®¢
Instead, the Commission believes that an earlier assessment will enrich public
dialogue by ensuring that debate on a proposed measure is grounded in fiscal reality.
In addition, a second Fiscal Impact Statement—before a proposed law is voted on
by the full Council—would be required in order to give legislators and the public

another assessment of the fiscal impacts of proposed legislation.¢’

% Jason Otafio, General Counsel of the New York City Council, Charter Revision Commission
Bronx Public Hearing (July 11, 2024) (testimony).

87 Currently, Fiscal Impact Statements are prepared prior to a vote by the Council Committee.
N.Y.C. Charter § 33(b). As described in the body text of this report, under these amendments Fiscal
Impact Statements would be prepared (1) prior to a public hearing and then (2) prior to a vote by
the full Council. The latter Fiscal Impact Statement is tied to a vote by the full Council, rather than
a vote by a Council Committee, in order to reduce potential disruptions to the Council’s present
aging practices. A requirement that a Fiscal Impact Statement be prepared prior to a vote by a
Council Committee, paired with a new requirement that the Council give the Office of
Management and Budget notice of its intent to prepare a Fiscal Impact Statement, may have had
the unintended effect of delaying some Council Committee votes. Instead, under the proposed
amendment, the Council would be required to give the Office of Management and Budget eight
days’ notice of the Council’s intent to formulate a Fiscal Impact Statement in advance of a vote by
the full Council. This eight-day requirement is consistent with the Charter-mandated requirements
for passage of local laws. N.Y.C. Charter § 36 (“No local law shall be passed until it shall have
been in its final form and upon the desks of the council members at least seven calendar days,

exclusive of Sundays, prior to its final passage....”).
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Second, the proposed amendment would require that Fiscal Impact Statements
for proposed local laws—whether prior to a public hearing or before the full Council
vote—contain two estimates: one from the Council and one from the Office of
Management and Budget. At present, the Charter does not specify who should
develop Fiscal Impact Statements, but in practice the Council formulates them
internally. And though the Charter requires agency heads to furnish information to
the Council for the purpose of formulating Fiscal Impact Statements, the Charter
does not give the Executive Branch a formal role in estimating the fiscal impact of
a proposed local law. This is so even though the Council and City agencies
sometimes disagree about the likely impacts of proposed local laws. By requiring
that Fiscal Impact Statements contain both an estimate by the Council and one by
the Office of Management and Budget, the proposed amendment should facilitate a
more detailed and substantive examination of fiscal impacts in the legislative
process. At the same time, the amendment would avoid any danger of unduly
impeding the legislative process by providing that if the Office of Management and
Budget does not provide its estimate in a timely manner, the Council would be
permitted to move forward without delay.®

Finally, to ensure that these requirements are not barriers to prompt
consideration of proposed laws when necessary, these requirements would be made

waivable by a mayoral message of necessity.

%8 In his July 11, 2024 testimony before the Commission, Jason Otafio, General Counsel of the
New York City Council, cautioned against changes that would give the Executive Branch a “de
facto veto” of proposed legislation by allowing the Executive Branch to withhold information
needed for a Fiscal Impact Statement and thereby prevent legislation from moving forward. The
Commission is mindful of this concern, and its proposal allows the Council to proceed with
legislation without delay where the Office of Management and Budget does not timely provide its

estimate.
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Budget Modernization

As part of the second ballot question, the Commission also proposes an
amendment to update several budget-related deadlines in the Charter to promote
efficiency and ensure that the Charter-mandated process reflects modern realities.

First, to ensure that new mayoral administrations are afforded adequate time
to compose a preliminary budget, the amendment would extend the deadline for the
preliminary budget from January 16" to February 1%in years following a mayoral
election. Section 236 of the Charter currently requires the Mayor to submit to the
Council a preliminary budget for the next fiscal year not later than January 16%.
Complying with this deadline is a tall order in any year, given its proximity to the
winter holidays. But it is especially difficult when there has been a change in mayoral
administrations. New Mayors enter office on January 1%, giving them just over two
weeks to prepare a budget. Recognizing this challenge, the Council and Mayor have
historically extended the deadline for submitting the preliminary budget when a new
Mayor enters office.®” For much the same reason, the New York State Constitution
extends the deadline for submittal of the Governor’s executive budget in “each year
following . . . the election of governor and lieutenant governor.”’® Amending the
Charter to extend the deadline in all years following a mayoral election will align
the Charter with this prudent practice. The amendment would also extend certain
related deadlines. In years following a mayoral election, the deadline for the mayor
to submit a preliminary certificate on capital debt and obligations would be extended

from January 16" to February 1°.”! So too, in years following a mayoral election,

9 See Local Law 74 of 2001; Local Law 156 of 2013; and Local Law 52 of 2022.
7ON.Y. Const. article VII, § 2
"IN.Y.C. Charter § 235.
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the deadline for the Independent Budget Office to report on revenues and
expenditures would be extended from February 1% to February 151,72

Second, to promote a well-formulated executive budget, this amendment
would extend the deadline for submission of the executive budget for the next fiscal
year from April 26" to May 1.7 The Charter presently requires the Mayor to submit
an executive budget for the ensuing fiscal year by April 26". That date falls shortly
after the April 15" tax deadline, which is important for purposes of assessing tax
collections and predicting revenues.” A short extension of the executive budget
deadline—to May 1%—is intended to promote a more accurate executive budget.
The amendment would accordingly extend the deadline for Borough President

recommendations on the executive budget from May 6 to May 13,7

Proposed Amendment to the Charter
The Commission proposes an amendment to improve the assessment of fiscal
impacts in the legislative process and update certain budget deadlines.
- Earlier Assessment of Fiscal Impacts
o The amendment would require that a Fiscal Impact Statement be
prepared prior to a public hearing on a proposed local law. In addition,
an updated Fiscal Impact Statement would be required prior to a vote
on a proposed local law. An existing requirement for Fiscal Impact
Statements prior to a vote by a Council Committee would be

eliminated.

21d. § 237.
B Id. § 249.
" Id.

S Id. § 251.
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- Requiring Both Executive and Legislative Branch Assessments

o The amendment would require that Fiscal Impact Statements for
proposed local laws contain estimates from both the City Council and
the Mayor’s Office of Management and Budget.

o The Council would be required to give the Office of Management and
Budget eight days’ notice before holding a public hearing or a full
Council vote on a proposed local law to allow the Office of
Management and Budget time to develop and submit its estimate, and
to allow councilmembers sufficient time to consider each estimate.

o If the Office of Management and Budget has received adequate notice
from the Council, but has not provided its estimate in a timely manner,
the Council need not wait to move forward with a public hearing or full
Council vote.

- Budget Modernization

o The amendment would extend the deadline for the preliminary budget
from January 16™ to February 1% in years following a mayoral election,
extend the deadline for the mayor to submit a preliminary certificate on
capital debt and obligations from January 16" to February 1 in years
following a mayoral election, and extend the deadline for the
Independent Budget Office to report on revenues and expenditures
from February 1% to February 15" in years following a mayoral
election.

o The amendment would also extend the deadline for submission of the
executive budget from April 26™ to May 1%, and extend the deadline for
Borough President recommendations on the executive budget from

May 6th to May 13th.
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Ballot Question #3: Public Safety

In the third ballot question, the Commission proposes an amendment to
promote public input and deliberation in the consideration of proposed local laws
respecting public safety.

One of the most basic obligations of government is to protect public safety.
The history of New York City, in particular, underscores that the fortunes of the City
as a whole are inextricably linked to its ability to protect the public and maintain
public confidence in law enforcement. Today, after decades of progress, New York
City is one of the safest big cities in America. Nevertheless, New Yorkers continue
to identify crime and public safety as top issues of concern.”®

Under the Charter, several mayoral agencies are charged with duties to protect
public safety. The Charter provides for the Police Department and charges it with
the core obligation to “preserve the public peace, prevent crime, [and] detect and
arrest offenders.””” It provides for the Department of Correction, which is
responsible for the care and custody of those imprisoned or detained.”® And it
provides for the Fire Department, which is granted the “sole and exclusive power
and authority to extinguish fires at any place within the jurisdiction of the city” and

the power and authority to operate the City’s emergency medical services.”

76 See, e.g., Rebecca C. Lewis, “Siena poll: New Yorkers are still worried about crime,” City &

State New York, July 12, 2023, https://www.cityandstateny.com/politics/2023/07/siena-poll-new-

yorkers-are-still-worried-about-crime/388402/ (noting that New Yorkers consistently express

concerns about crime and public safety in public polling).
""N.Y.C. Charter §§ 431, 435.

8 Id. at §§ 621, 623.

" Id. at § 487(b), (f).
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In addition to these uniformed agencies, the Charter charges a number of
additional mayoral agencies and offices with critical public safety functions. These
include the Office of Emergency Management (OEM), responsible for
“coordinat[ing] the City’s response to all emergency conditions” including “severe

99 ¢¢

weather,” “natural disasters,” and “acts of terrorism,”®” and the Office of Criminal
Justice, to “advise and assist the mayor” in carrying out “criminal justice programs
and activities.”®! Other Charter-created entities also serve public safety functions,
such as the Civilian Complaint Review Board, which is granted “authority to
investigate allegations of police misconduct.”®?

The City Council, as the legislative body of the City, also plays an important
part in public safety. The Council’s role in the budgetary process helps determine
the resources available to the City’s public-safety agencies.?* The Council also
frequently passes legislation bearing upon the agencies responsible for public safety,

or which may promote or inadvertently impair public safety.®*

80 1d. at §§ 495, 497. OEM was formally adopted into the Charter by referendum at the November
6, 2001 General Election. See Charter Revision Commission, Final Report from the 2001 Charter
Revision Commission (2001), at 73-79.

8IN.Y.C. Charter § 13.

82 Id. at § 440(a).

8 See, e.g., N.Y.C. Charter §§ 247, 253 (requiring City Council to hold hearings and make
recommendations related to the budget).

84 See, e.g., Local Law No. 23 of 2024 (requiring NYPD to share body-worn camera footage with
DOI within 10 days of DOI’s request); Local Law No. 20 of 2024 (requiring NYPD to report when
an individual denies consent to a search); Local Law No. 25 of 2024 (requiring NYPD to disclose
donations of $1 million or more); Local Law No. 26 of 2024 (requiring NYPD to report their

justifications for a vehicle stop).
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After proposed legislation is introduced, it is given an introduction
(commonly referred to as “intro”) number, published on the Council website and
assigned to a committee.®® Before proposed legislation is passed by the Council,
there is typically a public hearing in front of the committee to which the bill is
assigned, and notice of such a hearing is provided at least 72 hours in advance.® At
this hearing, representatives of the Administration and members of the public may
provide testimony on proposed legislation.®” In general, at least 7 calendar days
(exclusive of Sundays) prior to taking a vote, proposed legislation must be in its final
form and laid upon the desk of each Council Member, which the Charter provides
may be accomplished by electronic means.® In practice, this means that proposed
legislation may go from introduction, to a public hearing, to passage by the Council
in less than two weeks.

The Commission heard considerable testimony expressing concern about the
Council’s passage of legislation pertaining to public safety with limited

opportunities for public input or consultation with experts, affected agencies, and

85 See N.Y.C. Council Rule 5.110, Legislative Tracking (requiring local laws be published online);
N.Y.C. Council Rule 6.00, Preparation and Presentation of Papers; N.Y.C. Council Rule 6.30
(assigning intro numbers in chronological order of introduction), Papers Referred to Committee;
Change of Reference (referring intros to vote by a committee). According to N.Y.C. Council Rule
7.00, the Committee on Public Safety has oversight over the Police Department, civilian complaint
Review Board, mayor’s Office of Criminal Justice, courts, legal services, District Attorneys, and
the Office of the Special Narcotics Prosecutors. N.Y.C. Council Rule 7.0, Appointment-a.

8 See N.Y.C. Council Rule 7.60(a) (granting the committee chairperson authority to “call public
hearings on any matters referred to such committee™); N.Y.C. Council Rule 7.50(d) (requiring 72
hours’ notice in advance of a hearing).

87 N.Y.C. Council Rule 7.60(a).

88 See N.Y.C. Charter § 36.
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critical stakeholders. Multiple members of the public expressed frustration with the
opportunities for public comment on a measure that became Local Law 43 of 2024,
which requires the NYPD to document common and low-level encounters with
members of the public.®® Officials from public safety agencies®® and unions
representing public safety professionals® testified that the Council has passed
legislation without sufficient consultation or discussion with agencies. One testified
that critical stakeholders are frequently unaware of proposed public safety legislation
before formal introduction and are afforded only limited opportunities to provide

input after introduction, and further that the absence of consultation and deliberation

8 See, e.g., Yiatin Chu, Charter Revision Commission Public Hearing (June 5, 2024) (testimony);
Statement of Commissioner Bragg, Charter Revision Commission Public Hearing (June 6, 2024);
Jean Han, Charter Revision Commission Public Safety Forum & Brooklyn Public Hearing (June
20, 2024) (testimony).

9 See Howard Singer, Deputy Chief of Staff of NYC Department of Correction, Charter Revision
Commission Public Safety Forum & Brooklyn Public Hearing (June 20, 2024) (testimony); Bob
Barrows, Deputy Commissioner of Strategic Initiatives for NYPD, Charter Revision Commission
Public Safety Forum & Brooklyn Public Hearing (June 20, 2024) (testimony); Jason Shelly,
Assistant Commissioner for External Affairs at FDNY, Charter Revision Commission Public
Safety Forum & Brooklyn Public Hearing (June 20, 2024) (testimony); Carolina Chavez, First
Deputy Director of Mayor’s Office of Criminal Justice, Charter Revision Commission Public
Safety Forum & Brooklyn Public Hearing (June 20, 2024) (testimony).

%1 See Patrick Hendry, President of the Police Benevolent Association, Charter Revision
Commission Public Safety Forum & Brooklyn Public Hearing (June 20, 2024) (testimony); Benny
Boscio, Jr., President of the Correction Officers’ Benevolent Association, Charter Revision
Commission Public Safety Forum & Brooklyn Public Hearing (June 20, 2024) (testimony);
Andrew Quinn, General Counsel of the Sergeants Benevolent Association, Charter Revision

Commission Public Safety Forum & Brooklyn Public Hearing (June 20, 2024) (testimony).
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in public safety matters may contribute to the passage of legislation that heightens
risks to public safety and endangers public safety professionals in particular.®?

At present, the requirements for passage of legislation relating to public safety
do not differ from the requirements for passage of legislation on other matters.
Requiring additional opportunities for input and review in the Council’s
consideration of public safety legislation could enable more careful deliberation and
ensure that affected communities across the City are heard when legislation touches
upon this important area. At the same time, the preservation of public safety
sometimes requires expedited action by the Council. Measures to promote
deliberation on topics of public safety must, therefore, account for the need to act
with speed when necessary.

Citizens Union, for its part, testified against requiring additional public input
in the consideration of public safety legislation. Citizens Union argued that Council
“public safety legislation receives similar public input opportunities as other laws on
other issues.””® The Commission, however, heard compelling testimony calling for
more robust opportunities for consultation and public input in public safety
legislation than other bills, given the central importance of public safety to the City.
Citizens Union also argued that additional requirements are unnecessary because the
Council generally affords sufficient and meaningful opportunities for input and
deliberation in public safety legislation.”* But if the Council typically affords the
public sufficient time and opportunity to engage with proposed public safety

92 Boscio, supra (citing an absence of consultation in the passage of Local Law 42 of 2024, which
prohibits correction officers from implementing punitive segregation or from handcuffing inmates
while transporting them to and from court appearances).

% Amaury Dujardin, Policy Manager at Citizens Union, Charter Revision Commission Public
Hearing — Manhattan (July 8, 2024) (testimony).

M Id.
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legislation, it does not in every case. Changes to the Charter may help ensure that
sufficient input is provided in every case.

In view of these considerations, the Commission is presenting to voters an
amendment intended to promote public input, consultation, and deliberation in
public safety legislation. Specifically, the amendment would establish additional
procedural requirements for the Council’s consideration of proposed local laws
respecting the public safety operations of three City agencies: the Police Department,
the Department of Correction, and the Fire Department.

Prior to a vote by the full Council on a covered public safety proposal, the
Council would be required to give an additional notice to the public, the Mayor, and
the commissioners of affected agencies at least 30 days in advance of a vote. During
the period between the notice and the vote, the Mayor and affected agencies would
be permitted to hold one or more additional public hearings on the proposal in order
to solicit additional public input. These hearings could include, where appropriate,
public hearings in the outer boroughs in order to facilitate input from impacted
communities.

These requirements would be new to the Charter and, if approved, should help
promote careful consideration and participation by the public, affected agencies, and
experts. At the same time, they would be consonant with Council best practice in the
consideration of local laws, including well-publicized public hearings. Indeed, the
Commission endeavored to promote additional opportunity for public input without
unduly burdening the Council’s important legislative role. Moreover, to ensure that
these additional procedures would not prove a barrier to the prompt passage of public
safety legislation when required, and that noncontroversial or technical proposals
may proceed without undue delay, these additional procedures would be waivable

by the Mayor.
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Why does this amendment apply to legislation respecting the Police
Department, Department of Correction, and Fire Department and not other
agencies?

As discussed above, many Charter-mandated entities play a role in public
safety, and even agencies without a core public safety mandate sometimes
implement policies that affect public safety. It follows that a proposal to promote
deliberation and input in public safety legislation could reasonably apply to
proposals affecting scores of agencies, from the Office of Emergency Management
to the Civilian Complaint Review Board and beyond.

Nevertheless, the Commission is proposing that additional procedural
requirements apply to proposals affecting only the Police Department, Department
of Correction, or Fire Department for several reasons. For one, the weight of
testimony heard by the Commission on this topic focused on the absence of
consideration and public input in Council passage of measures affecting these
agencies.”” For another, in the Commission’s judgment, these agencies perform the
core functions—on crime and emergency response—that New Y orkers most have in
mind when they express concerns about public safety. Finally, the Commission is
mindful that additional requirements on Council action are novel, and prudence
militates in favor of applying new requirements to a limited set of agencies. In the
future, application of these procedures could be expanded if they prove to play a
salutary role.

What kinds of proposed local laws respect public safety operations?
Under the Commission’s proposal, not every proposed local law affecting the

Police Department, Department of Correction, or Fire Department is subject to

% See supra.
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enhanced procedural requirements. Instead, the proposed amendments apply to laws
respecting the public safety operations of these three agencies.

At its core, this amendment is intended to ensure that, in the future, proposals
such as Local Law 43 of 2024, which requires the NYPD to report on common and
low-level encounters with members of the public, and Local Law 42 of 2024, which
prohibits correction officers from implementing punitive segregation or from
handcuffing inmates while transporting them to and from court appearances, benefit
from enhanced deliberation and public consideration. The Commission heard
considerable testimony expressing concern about the process leading up to the
Council’s passage of these measures,”® which undoubtedly affect the public safety
operations of the affected agencies. Both Local Laws 42 and 43 directly regulate
how uniformed officers perform core public safety functions: interactions with the
public in the course of official duties; documentation of interactions with the public
in the course of official duties; and practices that protect the safety of correctional
officers, detainees, and other persons in the care and custody of the City. These
subjects are at the heartland of public safety operations, and this amendment would
help ensure that legislation touching upon these important subjects receives
additional public input and review.

Other proposals respecting the Police Department, Department of Correction,
or Fire Department will not be subject to additional requirements. For example,
measures defining private conduct as unlawful, or changing the penalties for
engaging in prohibited private conduct, are not intended to trigger enhanced
procedural requirements—these measures may affect public safety, but are less
likely to directly affect the public safety operations of an agency. It follows that a

measure increasing the penalties for littering, or effectuating changes to fire safety

% See supra.
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requirements in the fire code, will not require additional public review. So too,
proposed local laws that are not targeted at the operations of the three covered
agencies, but rather affect the general operations of all or many City agencies, are
not subject to these enhanced procedural requirements. Thus, a law respecting the
accessibility of all City-operated websites, for example, would not trigger enhanced
procedural requirements simply because it applies to the Police Department to the
same extent that it applies to another agency not covered by the proposed
amendments. In addition, the proposed amendments do not alter the procedures that
accompany Council action related to the Charter-mandated budget process,

including adoption of the annual budget.”’

Proposed Amendment to the Charter
The Commission proposes an amendment to promote public input and
deliberation in the consideration of local laws respecting public safety.
- Applicability:

o The amendment would add new procedures required for consideration
of local laws respecting the public safety operations of three City
agencies: the Police Department, the Department of Correction, or the
Fire Department.

- Procedures:

o If the Council intends to proceed to a vote by the full Council on a
covered public safety proposal, the Council would be required to give
an additional notice to the public, the Mayor, and the commissioner of

each affected agency at least 30 days prior to final vote. The Mayor and

%7 N.Y.C. Charter § 254 (Council’s authority to alter the budget submitted by the Mayor in

specified ways).
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affected agencies could use the time between such notice and the vote
to hold one or more additional public hearings on the proposal.
-  Waiver:
o The Mayor would have authority to waive these additional procedural

requirements.
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Ballot Question #4: Capital Planning

In the fourth ballot proposal, the Commission proposes an amendment to
improve the City’s Ten-Year Capital Strategy by promoting transparency and
ensuring the City collects critical information to inform capital planning.

Capital planning is the process through which the City budgets for long-term
infrastructure investments. To help guide these investments—and balance priorities
ranging from the maintenance and modernization of existing infrastructure to fiscal
responsibility, geographic distribution, climate-readiness, and economic growth—
the City publishes a Ten-Year Capital Strategy every other year that plans
improvements to the City’s infrastructure projects.”®

The Charter includes several sections devoted to capital planning. The City’s
Ten-Year Capital Strategy, defined by section 215, is prepared jointly by the
Mayor’s Office of Management and Budget and the New York City Department of
City Planning and is issued by the Mayor, as mandated by sections 228 and 248 of
the Charter.” Section 204 additionally requires the Mayor to annually prepare the
Citywide Statement of Needs.!® The Statement of Needs provides information on
the state of repair of city facilities, including details for proposed new facilities,
significant expansions, or planned reductions.'®! Similarly, section 1110-a of the
City Charter requires “a capital plant inventory,” which is an inventory of major City
facilities and infrastructure, including details like current replacement cost,

remaining useful life, an assessment of their conditions, and a schedule of

% See New York City’s Ten-Year Capital Strategy for Fiscal Year 2024,

https://tycs.planning.nyc.gov/.
®N.Y.C. Charter §§ 215, 228, 248.
100 74 at § 204.

101 74
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maintenance activities needed for upkeep. Yet the Charter does not explicitly link
all of these sections. Nor does it explain that the Ten-Year Capital Strategy should
emerge from these capital planning exercises.

Comptroller Brad Lander submitted testimony recommending several charter
amendments to the Charter Revision Commission.!”” One proposal related to
modernizing the City’s approach to infrastructure assessment, capital planning, and
budgeting.'®® The Comptroller recommended explicitly linking infrastructure
assessments and the Ten-Year Capital Strategy and identifying certain factors, such
as the level of deterioration of an asset, that should be considered in the Ten-Year
Capital Strategy.!** These changes would, as the Comptroller mentioned, modernize
the City’s capital planning and provide additional transparency regarding the criteria
for how infrastructure investments are determined.!%

In November of 2023, Mayor Eric Adams and the Comptroller released the
City’s first comprehensive capital projects tracker, which allows users to view the

status and budget of all capital projects from major agencies.!® The Mayor also

192 Office of the New York City Comptroller Brad Lander, “Comptroller Lander Proposes Charter
Revisions to Better Manage New York City’s Finances,” New York City Comptroller Brad Lander,

June 7, 2024, https://comptroller.nyc.gov/newsroom/comptroller-lander-proposes-charter-

revisions-to-better-manage-new-york-citys-finances/.
103 17
104 17
105 Id

196 Office of the Mayor, “Mayor Adams, Comptroller Lander Bring Transparency and

Accountability Into Capital Process with City’s First Comprehensive Capital Projects Tracker,”

The Official Website of the City of New York, Nov. 1, 2023, https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-

mayor/news/837-23/mayor-adams-comptroller-lander-bring-transparency-accountability-capital-

process-with.
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recently released the largest ever Ten-Year Capital Strategy, a plan that prioritizes
transportation, housing, environmental protection, and schools.!’” Additionally, the
Mayor has committed to increasing efficiency and fiscal responsibility throughout
the capital budgeting process by convening the Capital Process Reform Task Force,
which includes the Comptroller, the construction industry, labor unions, minority-
and women-owned businesses and enterprises (MWBE) firms, and others.!% As the
Mayor has stated on several occasions, improvements to capital planning are
especially important now, as critical infrastructure is further strained by extreme
temperatures and weather associated with climate change.!'?”

To improve the Charter-mandated capital planning process, the Commission
i1s proposing a series of related changes. First, the proposed amendment would
promote transparency by requiring the Statement of Needs to incorporate additional

information on City facilities, such as a facility’s useful life and its most recent

107 Samar Khurshid, “Promising Projects Faster and Cheaper, Adams Administration Pursues
Capital Construction Reforms,” Gotham Gazette, Feb. 14, 2024,
https://www.gothamgazette.com/city/11807-nyc-capital-construction-reforms-mayor-adams.

198 Ibid.

109 See e.g., Office of the Mayor, “Mayor Adams Breaks Ground on Battery Coastal Resilience to
Protect Lower Manhattan From Sea Level Rise and Storm Surge, Calls for Regular Federal
Funding for Climate Infrastructure,” The Official Website of the City of New York, May 6, 2024,

https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/355-24/mayor-adams-breaks-ground-battery-

coastal-resilience-protect-lower-manhattan-sea-
level#:~:text=Under%20the%20Adams%?20administration%2C%20the.Resiliency%20climate%
20adaptation%?20capital%20investments; Office of the Mayor, “Mayor Adams Highlights

Improvements to Public Space Following Appointment of City's First-Ever Chief Public Realm
Officer,” The Official Website of the City of New York, June 13, 2024, https://www.nyc.gov/office-

of-the-mavyor/news/468-24/mayor-adams-highlights-improvements-public-space-following-

appointment-city-s-first-ever.
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condition assessment, whenever practicable. Second, it would require the Ten-Year
Capital Strategy to incorporate information about the City’s capital needs based on
information collected through the Statement of Needs and the capital plant inventory
described above. Third, it would formalize some of the criteria used to evaluate
infrastructure investments in the Ten-Year Capital Strategy, including the level of
deterioration, impact on resiliency, and the importance of an asset to an agency’s
function or mission. Finally, the proposed amendment would change the release date
for the Ten-Year Capital Strategy to January to coincide with the preliminary budget
plan and update the deadline for the City Planning Commission hearing on the
preliminary Ten-Year Capital Strategy to reflect the City’s actual capital planning
calendar. Together, the Commission intends these changes to improve capital
planning and help ensure that future generations of New Y orkers benefit from world-

class infrastructure.

Proposed Amendment to the Charter
The Commission proposes an amendment to improve capital planning and
promote transparency in infrastructure needs.
e Expanding the Citywide Statement of Needs to include additional
pertinent details.

o The amendment would promote transparency by requiring the Citywide
Statement of Needs to incorporate additional, more detailed
information such as facility conditions and the estimated useful life for
City facilities.

e Formalizing the link between the Ten-Year Capital Strategy, Statement

of Needs, and the inventory of City facilities.
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o The amendment would require the Ten-Year Capital Strategy to
consider the information collected by the City for the Statement of
Needs and annual inventory of its capital facilities and infrastructure.

e Codifying the factors considered when planning the Ten-Year Capital
Strategy.

o The Amendment would codify certain factors often used when
evaluating investments in infrastructure, such as the level of
deterioration, how critical a facility is to agency operations, impact on
resiliency, and the geographic distribution of City facilities.

e Aligning certain Ten-Year Capital Strategy deadlines with the release of
the City’s preliminary budget.

o The Amendment would change the release date of the ten-year capital
strategy to January to coincide with the January budget plan and the
deadline for the associated City Planning Commission hearing to better

match the City’s actual capital planning calendar.
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Ballot Question #5: MWBESs and Modernization

The New York City Charter has existed in a variety of forms for over a
century.!'® As the 2010 Charter Revision Commission noted, the Charter was
amended over 100 times between 1989 and 2010, variously by local law, referenda,
and state law.'!! As a result, it is no surprise that agencies and the public have
identified inconsistencies and outdated policies that, in the Commission’s view,

warrant revision.

Minority and Women-Owned Business Enterprises

As part of the fifth ballot proposal, the Commission proposes an amendment
to formalize the role of the Chief Business Diversity Officer (CBDO) and enumerate
the Officer’s responsibilities.

New York City is one of the most diverse cities in the United States.!!? It also
has a deep and complex history of confronting—and overcoming—injustice in many
forms. Today, New York’s government reflects a commitment to lift up and support
historically marginalized communities. One important piece of this effort is the
City’s Minority and Women-owned Business Enterprises (MWBE) office, which
works to expand access to government contracts and provide support services to
grow businesses.

The MWBE office concept dates back to the 1989 Charter Revision

Commission. The 1989 Commission oversaw some of the most significant changes

110 Charter Revision Commission, Final Report of the 2010 Charter Revision Commission (Aug.
23,2010), at 14.

" g

12 NBC New York Staff, “These 2 Tri-State Cities are Among the Most Diverse in the US,
Study Says” NBC New York, Apr. 17, 2023, https://www.nbcnewyork.com/news/local/these-2-

tri-state-cities-are-among-the-most-diverse-in-us-study-says/4248482/.
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to the City Charter since its inception.!!® Along with sweeping changes to the City’s
governing structure, voters also approved several initiatives the Commission had
recommended to promote equal opportunity and compliance with nondiscrimination
laws.!'* One of these initiatives was the creation of the Office of Economic and
Financial Opportunity, which was designed to “assist, guide and monitor City
agencies” in “establish[ing] reasonable measures and procedures to assure the
meaningful participation” of MWBEs in city contracts.”!'!> During deliberations,
however, visions for the role of the Office of Economic and Financial Opportunity
varied considerably among the commissioners: Some envisioned a vehicle to
promote community-based not-for-profits;''® others saw an entity that would help
minority and women-owned business enterprises (MWBEs) navigate the City’s
contracting process.!!’

In 1991, the Council passed and Mayor David Dinkins signed legislation
merging the nascent Office of Economic and Financial Opportunity and other
entities into the Department of Business Services and renaming it the Division of
Economic and Financial Opportunity (“DEFO”).!!® The following year, the City

commissioned a consultant to perform a disparity study to assess the City’s

13 Erederick A.O. Schwarz Jr. and Eric Lane, The policy and politics of Charter making: the story
of New York City's 1989 Charter, 42 N.Y.L. Sch. L. Rev. 723, 729 (1998).

14 Charter Revision Commission, Final Report of the New York City Charter Revision
Commission (March 1990), at 26.

s 1g

116 See Apr. 25, 1989 Pub. Meeting, supra, at 40-46, 51-57.

17 Frederick A.O. Schwarz Jr. and Eric Lane, The policy and politics of Charter making: the story
of New York City’s 1989 Charter, 42 N.Y.L. Sch. L. Rev. 723, 729 (1998).

18 L ocal Law No. 61 of 1991.
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utilization of MWBE:s relative to their availability in the market.'!” When that study
identified underutilization of MWBEs in many areas of procurement, the
Department of Business Services promulgated regulations that required agencies to
adopt measures including utilization goals for some contracts.'?° The regulations
sunset by their own terms during the Giuliani Administration.'?!

Toward the end of the Giuliani Administration, the City Council
commissioned a new disparity study.'??> Based on the study’s finding that the City
was underutilizing minority and women owned business enterprises relative to their
availability, the Council enacted and Mayor Bloomberg signed Local Law 129 of
2005, which established aspirational Citywide MWBE utilization goals,'* and a
requirement that each agency adopt MWBE utilization goals.'** Mayor de Blasio
continued to prioritize City support for and utilization of MWBEs. The Mayor
designated a Deputy Mayor to also serve as Director of the City’s MWBE program,

appointed a Senior Advisor to prioritize these issues, and created the Mayor’s Office

9 Nat’l Econ. Research Assocs., The Utilization Of Minority- And Women-Owned Business
Enterprises By The City Of New York (1992) at 75.

120 See Staff Of Comm. On Econ. Dev. & Comm. On Women’s Issues, N.Y.C. Council, Report of
the Infrastructure Division and the Human Services Division, Oversight: Strategies for Improving
City’s Programs for Minority and Women Owned Businesses (Comm. Print Feb. 23, 2000), at 7.
121 Randy Kennedy, “Giuliani Defends His Decision on Issuing City Contracts,” The New York
Times, Mar. 24, 1997, https://www.nytimes.com/1997/03/24/nyregion/giuliani-defends-his-

decision-on-issuing-city-contracts.html.

122 See  MGT Consulting Group “City of New York Disparity Study,” May 2018,

https://www1.nyc.gov/assets/mwbe/business/pdf/NY C-Disparity-Study-Report-final-published-

May-2018.pdf.
123 See Local Law No. 129 of 2005 § 3 (codified as amended at Admin. Code § 6-129(d)(1)).

124 See id. (codified as amended at Admin. Code § 6-129(d)(2)-(3)).
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of MWBE in 2016.'?° The City Council continued to hold hearings on, and pass
legislation addressing, this important issue.'?® The de Blasio Administration also
added resources across City agencies and set ambitious goals for MWBE
certification, achieving their goal of 9,000 City-certified MWBEs.!?’

Despite significant accomplishments over the years to support MWBEs, the
City has faced criticism for failing to increase MWBE participation in its
procurement to a greater extent.!?® To address access issues and promote utilization
of MWBESs, Mayor Adams created the first ever Chief Business Diversity Officer
(CBDO) and secured important legislative changes for the City’s MWBE program
in the 2023 Albany legislative session.'*

125 Office of the Mayor, “Mayor de Blasio Announces Bold New Vision for the City’s M/WBE
Program,” The Official Website of New York City, Sep. 18, 2016, https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-

the-mayor/news/775-16/mayor-de-blasio-bold-new-vision-the-city-s-m-wbe-program#/0; Bill de
Blasio, Exec. Order No. 24 (December 16, 2016).

126 See e.g., Local Law No. 109 of 2016; Local Law No. 12 of 2018; Local Law No. 176 of 2019.
127 Office of the Mayor, “De Blasio Administration Reaches Milestone Goal of 9,000 City-
Certified M/WBEs,” The Official Website of New York City, July 8, 2019,

https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mavyor/news/333-19/de-blasio-administration-reaches-

milestone-goal-9-000-city-certified-m-wbes.

128 See e.g., The Black Institute, Not Good Enough: The Myth of ‘Good Faith and Best Efforts’

Report on Minority- and Women-owned Businesses. April 2015.; Office of the New York City
Comptroller Brad Lander, “NYC Comptroller’s Annual M/WBE Report Shows City Agencies
Continuing to Fall Woefully Short of Needed Progress,” New York City Comptroller Brad Lander,

Feb. 14, 2024, https://comptroller.nyc.gov/newsroom/comptrollers-annual-m-wbe-report-shows-

city-agencies-continuing-to-fall-woefully-short-of-needed-progress/.

129 Office of the Mayor, “Mayor Adams Makes Major Investments in Mayor’s Office of Minority
and Women-Owned Business Enterprises, ” The Official Website of New York City, Feb. 16, 2023,

https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/118-23/mayor-adams-makes-major-investments-
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Since then, Mayor Adams has issued several executive orders to strengthen
the MWBE office and empower the CBDO to further support MWBESs.!*° There has
been meaningful progress to celebrate. In Fiscal Years 2022 and 2023, the City
awarded over $6 billion in total contracts to MWBE firms, an increase from the
$4.21 billion awarded in Fiscal Year 2021."3!

MWBEs still face significant challenges. Navigating the complex
procurement process can be difficult for businesses and leaders that have historically

not participated to a significant extent in government procurements. Mayor Adams

mayor-s-office-minority-women-owned-business; Office of the Mayor, “Mayor Adams’

Statement of 2023 State Legislative Session, ” The Official Website of New York City, June. 23,

2023, https:// www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/449-23/mayor-adams-of-2023-state-

legislative-session.

130 See e.g., Office of the Mayor, “Mayor Adams Makes Major Investments in Mayor’s Office of
Minority and Woman-Owned Business Enterprises, " The Official Website of the City of New York,

Feb. 16, 2023, https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/118-23/mayor-adams-makes-

major-investments-mayor-s-office-minority-women-owned-business; Office of the Mayor,

“Mayor Adams Issues Executive Order Creating More Streamlined and Accountable Minority and
Women-Owned Business Enterprises Program,” The Official Website of the City of New York,

Aug. 8, 2023, https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/578-23/mayor-adams-issues-

executive-order-creating-more-streamlined-accountable-minority-and.

1 Office of the Mayor, “Mayor Adams Announces $50 Million Initiative to Reduce Barriers and
Support Minority-Owned Developers to Build More Affordable Housing,” The Official Website
of the City of New York, Mar. 4, 2024, https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/162-

24/mayor-adams-50-million-initiative-reduce-barriers-support-minority-owned#/0; OneNYC,

M/WBE Reports Archive, https://www.nyc.gov/site/mocs/opportunities/m-wbe-
reports.page#:~:text=Purchase%20Reports%20Archive-,OneNY C%20M/WBE%20Reports.-
Mavor%20Eric%20Adams.
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created the CBDO to establish a clear point of contact, but the CBDO’s role and
responsibilities are not outlined in the Charter.

Members of the public, including MWBE-certified business owners, field
experts, and elected officials, provided extensive testimony in support of formalizing
and strengthening the City’s MWBE office. Several MWBE-certified contractors
highlighted the significant impact the MWBE program had on their businesses and
emphasized the additional positive impact and opportunities for other MWBEs that
would result from providing more support to the office. !

Michael Garner, the current CBDO, and Magalie Austin, who formerly ran
the city-wide MWBE program, both testified in favor of centralizing the MWBE
office to enhance its efficiency and scope.!* Additionally, NYS Assemblymember
Rodneyse Bichotte Hermelyn, Chair of the Subcommittee on Oversight of MWBEs,
provided oral testimony on the historical achievements of the City’s MWBE Office
and stressed the importance of formalizing the office to ensure the continued

promotion of equal opportunity, inclusivity, and diversity.'**

132 See e.g., Samuel Padilla, Private Citizen, Charter Revision Commission Hearing —
Queens (Jun. 26, 2024) (testimony); Rohan Defreitas, Private Citizen, Charter Revision
Commission Hearing — Queens (Jun. 26, 2024) (testimony); Edward Perry, Private
Citizen, Charter Revision Commission Hearing — Queens (Jun. 26, 2024) (testimony); Ana Diaz,
Private Citizen, Charter Revision Commission Hearing — Brooklyn (Jun. 27, 2024) (testimony).
133 Michael Garner, Chief Business Diversity Officer for NYC, Charter Revision Commission
Hearing — Queens (Jun. 26, 2024) (testimony); see also Michael Garner, Chief Business Diversity
Officer for NYC, Charter Revision Commission Hearing — Brooklyn (Jun. 27, 2024) (testimony);
Magalie Austin, Executive Deputy Commissioner at Department of Design and
Construction, Charter Revision Commission Hearing — Queens (Jun. 26, 2024) (testimony).

134 Rodneyse Bichotte Hermelyn, NYS Assemblymember and Chair of the Subcommittee on
Oversight of MWBEs, Charter Revision Commission Hearing — Brooklyn (Jun. 27, 2024)

(testimony).
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To advance the City’s work in this critical area, the Commission is proposing
an amendment that would cement the role of the CBDO in the Charter and clarify
the central role of the CBDO in the formulation of MWBE policy. The proposed
amendment would provide the CBDO with the power to propose policies,
legislation, and rules to promote MWBEs and ensure citywide prioritization of
MWBE:s.

Beyond the recommendation that the Commission is putting to voters, many
members of the Commission are enthusiastic about the prospect of creating a new,
stand-alone MWBE agency. With the assistance of city agencies, a future charter
revision commission should explore this proposal and assess anticipated costs and
savings associated with a new department. As part of that analysis, a future
commission should also consider which responsibilities, such as MWBE
certification and reporting, might be provided to the new agency and which might

remain at existing agencies.

Film Permitting

As part of the fifth ballot proposal, the Commission proposes an amendment
to give the Mayor the power to grant film permitting authority to employees of the
Mayor’s Office of Media and Entertainment.

New York City’s film and television legacy can be traced back to the birth of
the motion picture industry in the New York/New Jersey area when some of the
earliest productions, such as Herald Square filmed in 1896 by Thomas Edison’s

production company, were filmed on public streets.!*> The City issues more than

135 Michael Pollak, “The First Film Shot in New York,” The New York Times, Apr. 18, 2015,

https://www.nytimes.com/2015/04/19/nyregion/the-first-film-shot-in-new-york-city.html.
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11,000 permits annually'*® for film and television productions, which in turn
contribute more than $82 billion to New York City’s economy—a testament to the
City’s appeal and the success of municipal government in supporting the industry.!*’

A cornerstone of the film and television industry’s success is a suite of
services that the City government provides to coordinate film shoots in one of the
most dynamic and densely populated areas in the world. That includes a robust and
streamlined production permitting system. Currently, the City’s authority to issue
film permits is granted to the Commissioner of Small Business Services (SBS)
pursuant to Charter section 1301(1)(r) and Administrative Code section 22-205.'38
The current permitting regime is the result of decades of transformation, most
recently through Mayor Adams’ reorganization of the Mayor’s Office of Media and
Entertainment (MOME). '%°

Although Mayor La Guardia courted companies to relocate from California to
New York City, formal efforts to support the film industry did not begin in earnest
until 1947 when Mayor William O’Dwyer established an office of film
coordination.'*® Consolidating economic development and film permitting under the
leadership of one individual was programmatically consistent in the early days of
filming, but as productions grew in number and complexity, these responsibilities

developed from a part-time responsibility of the Commissioner to a dedicated office.

136 Mayor’s Office of Media and Entertainment, New York City Film & Television Industry
Economic Impact Study 2021 (2021), at 14.

137 14

138 There are two sections numbered 22-205 in the Administrative Code; the relevant section is
located in Chapter 2 of Title 22.

139 Eric Adams, Exec. Order No. 21 (July 21, 2022).

140 Fred Keefe, Spencer Klaw, and E.J. Kahn, Jr., “Coordination,” The New Yorker, Jan. 3, 1948,

https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/1948/01/03/coordination.

62


https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/1948/01/03/coordination

By the 1960s, the process for securing the necessary permits for filming had
become more complex: producers had to obtain a permit for each day of production
and secure approval from the Police Department, Highways Department, Traffic
Department, and others.'*! Based on the structure and disparate functions of many
of these Departments, productions might have been required to secure up to 50
permits for a single project.'* Local Law 44 of 1962 established a streamlined
permit process. Mayor John Lindsay’s Executive Order 10 of 1966 further
streamlined the permitting process by eliminating antiquated agency endorsement
requirements and removing City officials’ power to censor films shot in public
locations.'® Film production boomed in New York City. During Mayor Lindsay’s
two terms, 366 movies were shot in New York City and permits generated a robust
revenue stream of $20 million to the City.!*

Further reform and refinement happened across succeeding Administrations.
For example, Mayor Abraham Beame created the Mayor’s Advisory Council on
Motion Pictures with its own director; a 1991 Charter Amendment placed the film
permitting authority under SBS;!'* and in 2008, SBS promulgated the first film
regulations.!*® In 2010, MOME was established, with staffing and administrative
technical support being provided by the Department of Information Technology and

Telecommunications (now OTI).!*” Over the course of this history, the media and

141 1y
142 John Lindsay, Exec. Order No. 10 (May 31, 1966).

143 4

144 Ellen Stern, “How to Make a Movie in New York” New York Magazine, Year-End Issue 1975
at 55.

145 1 ocal Law No. 61 of 1991.

146 See id.

147 Eric Adams, Exec. Order No. 3 (Jan. 19, 2022).
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entertainment business—and MOME’s responsibilities—have grown. The early
structure of the film business, which depended on theaters to screen and distribute
media from feature films to newsreels has been succeeded by new modes of media
distribution, including television broadcasting, cable networks, and digital
entertainment. The provision of staff and administrative technical support of MOME
within OTI'** works well because it allows MOME to take advantage of its
television and radio network relationships and leverage OTI’s extensive
procurement infrastructure.'* The arrangement is also beneficial because OTI holds
the licenses granted by the Federal Communications Commission for television,
radio, and internet franchise agreements. !>

One source of inefficiency, however, is that the Charter grants the authority
to issue film permits only to SBS.'! As a result, in order to effectively discharge
their duties, the Commissioner of MOME must be an employee of SBS. In addition,
the permitting power lies with the MOME Commissioner only, and not with MOME
employees. This structure creates operational challenges for MOME when it does
not have a sitting Commissioner, for example, during a time of leadership transition
or in case of incapacitation due to a medical emergency. MOME’s employees are
knowledgeable experts who are qualified to assess and process film permits on their
merits. They already conduct most of the work necessary to approve permits via
meetings, briefings, and recommendations to MOME’s Commissioner. The 11,000

film permits issued by the Office each year are a crucial component in supporting

148 Michael Bloomberg, Exec. Order No. 138 (July 26, 2010).
149 4

150 Id.

BIN.Y.C. Charter § 1301(1)(x).
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the City’s economy, creating over 185,000 jobs, either directly or indirectly.!>
Therefore, it is important to make film permitting as efficient as possible. Granting
the Mayor the ability to designate agencies other than SBS with the power to issue
permits would enable the Mayor to empower MOME employees to issue film
permits and continue operations during times of transition.

The Commission heard testimony from the Deputy Commissioner for the
Film Office, a division of MOME, explaining the benefits that this additional
flexibility would provide for film permitting authority.'>* The Deputy Commissioner
testified that MOME’s employees are knowledgeable experts who are qualified to
assess and process film permits on their merits.'** The Deputy Commissioner also
highlighted potential issues during mayoral transitions when the Commissioner role
is not filled, and explained the operational benefits this change would enable given

the office’s considerable workload. '’

Duplicative Archive Review Boards

In the final part of the fifth ballot proposal, the Commission proposes an
amendment to consolidate two duplicative City archive review boards into a single
entity.

The City Charter establishes many advisory boards, often with reporting

requirements that may no longer be necessary or relevant to New Yorkers.

152 Mayor’s Office of Media and Entertainment, New York City Film & Television Industry
Economic Impact Study 2021 (2021), at
14, nyc.gov/assets/mome/pdf/FilmTV_report 091521.pdf.

153 Kwame Amoaku, Deputy Commissioner for the Film Office, Mayor’s Office of Media and

Entertainment, Charter Revision Commission Hearing — Brooklyn (June 8, 2024) (testimony).
154
Id.

155 Id.
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Recognizing that reporting requirements can be onerous, section 1113 of the Charter
established a Report and Advisory Board Review Commission to periodically
review advisory boards and reporting requirements to recommend changes that
improve efficiencies.'*® Section 1113 emphasizes the importance of reducing
unnecessary bureaucracy by waiving reporting or commission requirements when
suitable. !>’

Some Charter sections create advisory boards with overlapping, redundant, or
missing missions. One such redundancy is the existence of both the Archival Review
Board!®® and the Archives, Reference and Research Advisory Board.!® The
Archival Review Board is tasked with preparing an annual report “reviewing the
archival processing of any city papers.”'® The Archives, Reference and Research
Board, in turn, is required to prepare an annual report regarding the “development
of municipal archives, reference and research services in the government and
administration of the city.”!¢! These very similar, and often indistinguishable,
missions and responsibilities could easily be performed by the same Board,
achieving efficiencies and saving City resources.

Pauline Toole, Commissioner of the Department of Records and Information
Services (DORIS), the agency responsible for maintaining the City archives,

testified that consolidation of these two advisory boards would result in efficiencies

I56N.Y.C. Charter § 1113.
1571d.

158 1d. at § 3005.

9 1d. at § 3009.

190 Jd. at § 3005.

191 14 at § 3009.

66



for DORIS.!%2 The Commissioner emphasized that DORIS employees draft the
reports that each board issues, DORIS employees schedule and take minutes at board
meetings, and that board meetings primarily consist of reports from DORIS staff on
archival processing, public programs and outreach strategies.!®> The Commissioner
also testified that the boards have recently been meeting together in recognition of
the redundant nature of holding separate meetings.!®* Members of both boards
crafted a proposal to consolidate their functions into one entity in 2019 and again in

2 165

January 202

Proposed Amendment to the Charter
The Commission proposes an amendment to promote support for MWBEs and
modernize two aspects of municipal government.
e Formalize the role of the Chief Business Diversity Officer and clarify
responsibilities.
o The amendment would formally establish the Chief Business Diversity
Officer and their responsibilities in the Charter.
e Grant the Mayor power to confer permitting authority on employees of
the Mayor’s Office of Media and Entertainment (MOME).
o The amendment would give the Mayor the power to grant MOME
employees, who are employed under the Office of Technology and

Innovation, the authority to issue permits.

162 Pauline Toole, Commissioner of the Department of Records and Information Services, Charter
Revision Commission Hearing - Manhattan (July 8, 2024) (testimony).

163 14

164 17

165 17
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e Consolidate duplicative archive review boards.
o The Amendment would consolidate the Archival Review Board with
the Archives, Reference and Research Board, due to their similar

missions.
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Issues for Future Consideration

The following issue were the subject of significant interest by members of the
public, or among members of the Commission, but—in the view of the
Commission—require further study, are not within the Commission’s authority, or

for other reasons should be reserved for the future.

Elections

In 2019, at the recommendation of a prior charter revision commission, voters
approved a significant change to the way in which local elections for Mayor, Public
Advocate, Comptroller, Borough President, and City Council are conducted.!®®
Starting in 2021, primary and special elections for these offices are now determined
through a process known as ranked-choice voting (RCV). Under the RCV system,
voters have the opportunity to rank up to five candidates in order of preference. If a
candidate receives a majority of first-choice votes, that candidate wins. If no
candidate receives a majority of first-choice votes, then the candidate who received
the fewest first-choice votes is eliminated, and voters who had marked that
eliminated candidate as their first choice have their vote transferred to their next
ranked choice, if any. This process repeats until only two candidates remain and the
candidate with the most votes wins the election. The adoption of RCV by the voters
in 2019 was the culmination of years of study and consideration by multiple charter

revision commissions. Indeed, commissions explored the idea of RCV in 2003,

166 Charter Revision Commission, Final Report of the 2019 Charter Revision Commission (Aug.

2,2019), at 22-34.

69



2010, and 2018, but 2019 was the first time a ballot proposal on the issue was
submitted to voters. !¢’

Prior to 2021, the City used different election systems for local offices. Most
municipal elections used a traditional “plurality” or “first-past-the-post” system, in
which voters would select one candidate for each race and the candidate with the
most votes would win.!*® Primary elections for Mayor, Comptroller, and Public
Advocate would use a hybrid plurality system, which involved a run-off election
between the top two candidates if no candidate received more than 40% of the total
vote. %

The shift to ranked-choice-voting was intended to have a number of benefits.
By eliminating the need for run-off elections, it would save the City money and
allow the same voters who participated in the primary to determine the winning
candidate without the need to participate in a separate election a short time later.!”°
So too, it would allow voters to “vote their true preferences” at the ballot, rather than

cast a “strategic” vote for a candidate that is less desirable in an attempt to prevent a

167 Charter Revision Commission, Final Report of the 2018 New York City Charter Revision
Commission (Sep. 6, 2018), at 107-112; Charter Revision Commission, Preliminary Staff Report
and Recommendations to the Chair of the 2010 Charter Revision Commission (July 9, 2010), at
28-34.

168 Charter Revision Commission, Final Report of the 2019 Charter Revision Commission (Aug.
2,2019), at 22.

169 17

170 1d. at 24. 2019 estimates for the cost of a citywide election predicted that eliminating primary
runoff elections would save $16 million in election administration costs per election. New York
City Office of Management and Budget, February 2019 Financial Plan Detail Fiscal years 2019-
2023, at E-85.

70



third undesirable candidate from winning.!”! It would help eliminate “vote splitting”
—that is, when like-minded candidates divide support, allowing another candidate
out-of-step with the electorate to prevail.!”? And, it was hoped, it would encourage
candidates to seek votes outside their assumed natural support base—and even

3 At the same time, the 2019 Commission heard

reduce negative campaigning.'’
testimony expressing several concerns about the proposed reforms, including the
need to perform extensive voter education, as well as the potential effect of RCV on
racial, ethnic, and language minority voters.'”

New York City’s experiment with RCV is still in its early stages. In an
encouraging sign, the 2021 primary election saw 26.5% of New Yorkers turn out to
vote, making it the mayoral primary with the highest turnout in decades.'”® 88.3%
of voters ranked more than one candidate in at least one race.'”® 89.3% of Democrats
ranked multiple unique candidates in at least one race, while 56.6% of Republicans
did s0.!”” In the 2021 Democratic mayoral primary, 46.2% of Democrats utilized all
five of their ranks,'”® although 13% of voters ranked only one mayoral candidate.'”

The Commission has heard a pronounced interest in election-related reforms.

Among other suggestions, the Commission has heard testimony concerning the role

of political parties in the electoral process, including proposals to adopt so-called

1 1d. at 25.

112 1y

173 1d. at 28.

174 1d. at 26-27.

175 New York City Campaign Finance Board, Voter Analysis Report: 2021-2022 (2022), at 2.
76 Id. at 7.

177 14

178 Id. at 85.

179 14
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“open primaries” and ‘“nonpartisan elections.” For example, Susan Lerner, the
Executive Director of Common Cause/New Y ork, testified about the views of New
York’s “unaffiliated” voters — those who are not registered as members of any
political party — and unaffiliated voters’ desire for electoral reforms that would
reduce the importance of party registration in the political process.'*

The City currently holds “closed” primary elections for all City offices.'®! In
closed primary elections, voters registered with a political party may participate in
their party’s primary and select a nominee to the general election.!® As a result,
voters that are not registered with a qualified political party cannot participate in the
selection of nominees for offices like the Mayor, the Comptroller, Borough
Presidents, and Council Members.!'®* An “open primary,” by contrast, is a primary
election system where any voter, regardless of their political affiliation, may choose
to vote in any party’s primary election.'®* For instance, a registered independent can
participate in the Democratic primary if they wish.!®> Importantly, voting in a
particular party’s primary does not entail registering in that party. Several states,

including Michigan and South Carolina, use this system.!8¢

180 Qusan Lerner, Executive Director of Common Cause/New York, Charter Revision
Commission Government and Election Reform Forum & Hearing - Bronx (June 17, 2024)
(testimony).

181 Board of Elections in the City of New York, 4bout NYC Elections, https://vote.nyc/page/nyc-

elections.

182 14

183 17

184 See C. Alan Carrillo, I Pledge Allegiance to the Party: Reclaiming the Associational Rights of
Independent Voters in Open Primaries, 24 Wash. & Lee J. Civil Rts. & Soc. Just. 563, 570 (2018).
185 Id.

186 Mich. Comp. Laws Ann. § 168.531; S.C. Code Ann. § 7-9-10.

72



Another alternative is the “nonpartisan election.”'®’ In a nonpartisan election,
all candidates for a particular office compete without separate party primaries. Some
states, such as California and Alaska, hold a multi-party primary where all
candidates, regardless of party, compete on a single ballot and top-ranked candidates
advance to the general election.'®® In California, the top two vote-getters advance to
the general election'® (as in run-off elections for citywide offices in New York City
prior to 2021), while in Alaska, the top four vote-getters advance to the general

election.!'®?

Some jurisdictions have eliminated the primary process altogether for
certain elections, with all candidates competing in a single election.'”! In New York
City, this method is employed in special elections, which occur when an elected
office becomes vacant before the end of a term.!"? In these special elections, all
candidates — irrespective of party — compete in a single election, and voters can rank
up to five candidates in order of preference.'*?

The concept of nonpartisan elections has been evaluated by several past

194

Charter Commissions. ™ The 2003 Charter Revision Commission proposed the

187 Nancy Northup, Local Nonpartisan Elections, Political Parties and the First Amendment, 87
Colum. L. Rev. 1677, 1683 (1987).

188 National Conference of State Legislatures, State Primary Election Types,
https://www.ncsl.org/elections-and-campaigns/state-primary-election-types#multi.

189 Cal. Elec. Code § 9083.5.

190 Alaska Stat. Ann. § 15.25.100.

1 Nancy Northup, Local Nonpartisan Elections, Political Parties and the First Amendment, 87
Colum. L. Rev. 1677, 1683 (1987).

Y2 NYC Votes, Types of Elections, https://www.nycvotes.org/why-vote/types-of-elections/.

195 Board of Elections in the City of New York, Ranked choice voting,

https://vote.nyc/page/ranked-choice-voting.

194 Charter Revision Commission, Nonpartisan Elections Preliminary Options and

Recommendations (June 26, 2003), at 1.
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establishment of nonpartisan elections for the offices of Mayor, Public Advocate,
Comptroller, Borough President, and City Council Member.!”> Under this
recommendation, there would have been a single primary election open to all voters,
and the top two candidates from this primary would advance to the general
election.’”® However, this proposal was rejected by voters.!”” The idea of
implementing nonpartisan elections was revisited in the final report of the 2010
Charter Revision Commission but was ultimately left for future consideration.!”®
Advocates for these reforms argue that the current primary system excludes
many registered voters from meaningful participation in the electoral system.!*’
They argue that adoption of open primaries or nonpartisan elections would address
the sense of disenfranchisement by non-Democratic registered voters, given that, for
many district and citywide offices, winning the Democratic party primary is
tantamount to winning the general election. They also argue that such a change
would align New York City local elections with primary elections in many other

states.?%?

195 Charter Revision Commission, Enhancing Access, Opportunity & Competition: A Blueprint for
Reform Final Report (Sep. 4, 2003), at 57-82.

196 77

197 Jonathan P. Hicks and Michael Cooper “The 2003 Election: City Charter; City Votes Down An
Effort To End Party Primaries,” New  York  Times, Nov. 5, 2003,

https://www.nytimes.com/2003/11/05/nyregion/the-2003-election-city-charter-city-votes-down-

an-effort-to-end-party-primaries.html.

198 Charter Revision Commission, Final Report of the 2010 New York City Charter Revision
Commission. (Aug. 23, 2010), at v.

199 See, e.g., Frank Morano, Charter Revision Commission Public Hearing - Queens (June 5, 2024)
(testimony).

200 See supra.
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While these and other electoral-reform proposals may have substantial merit,
the staff recommends that they be deferred to a future commission for further study
and consideration. Given the recent adoption of RCV by the voters, New Yorkers
have participated in only one election cycle where citywide offices were decided
using this system. Further experience with RCV in New York City, and evidence
from related reforms around the country, will illuminate whether additional changes

to improve the operation of local democracy are appropriate.

Additional Budget Proposals

As already discussed, the Charter contains myriad provisions concerning our
City’s finances and budget.?®! These sections govern the cycle of revenues and
expenditures for the City and provide transparency and certainty concerning the
City’s finances.

In addition to the infrastructure proposal discussed earlier in this report, the
Comptroller offered several other suggestions.?”? He recommended a policy
governing the rainy-day fund for the City, changes concerning regular efficiency
reviews and long-term savings targets, including shifting liability for judgments and
claims against the City to agencies when they are responsible, and codifying the
long-standing practice of not having debt service exceed 15 percent of City tax
revenues.

While these proposals reflect shared priorities of the Commission, they

warrant further research, additional stakeholder convenings, and careful deliberation

201 See e.g., N.Y.C. Charter Ch. 6, 9, 10, 58.
202 Office of the New York City Comptroller Brad Lander,” Comptroller Lander Proposes Charter
Revisions to Better Manage New York City’s Finances,” New York City Comptroller Brad Lander,

June 7, 2024, https://comptroller.nyc.gov/newsroom/comptroller-lander-proposes-charter-

revisions-to-better-manage-new-york-citys-finances/.
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by a future commission. The Comptroller’s recommendation did not suggest the
appropriate formula or what the formula-driven policy would be—a critical issue
that would require further study and consideration. An assessment of peer cities and
best practices will also be important to this work. Similarly, the Comptroller
suggested that the Charter establish long-term savings targets but did not include
formulas or guidance for how to establish these targets. A similar intensive study
should be completed for setting these long-term savings targets and shifting liability,
which could have significant consequences for the City’s financial wellbeing and
allocation of resources. Lastly, there was no consensus among the Commission
members and staff as to the wisdom of codifying the long-standing practice of debt
service not exceeding 15 percent of City tax revenues.

The Commission also heard testimony regarding the City’s procurement
process. The Comptroller suggested mandating timeframes for each stage of the
contracting process, as recommended by the report Mayor Adams and the
Comptroller jointly released, “A Better Contract for New York: A Joint Task Force
to Get Nonprofits Paid on Time.”?% Specifically, the Comptroller recommended that
the Procurement Policy Board (PPB) set these timelines. Others, including the
Independent Budget Office, have drawn the Commission’s attention to reforms
aimed at speeding up the procurement process and reducing late payments to

vendors.2%*

203 Office of the Mayor, “Mayor Adams and Comptroller Lander Announce new Reforms to cut
Red Tape, Make it Easier for Nonprofits to get Paid on Time.” The Official Website of the City of
New York, July 20, 2023, https://www.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/525-23/mayor-adams-

comptroller-lander-new-reforms-cut-red-tape-make-it-easier-for.

204 Testimony of Louisa Chafee, Director of the Independent Budget Office (June 13, 2024).
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Any policy respecting procurement timelines would need to account for the
multitude of contract types that the City enters into as well as the logistical
complexities in establishing legally mandated timelines for the varied types of
approvals that may occur. Fortunately, this important work is already being done by
the Mayor’s Office of Contract Services (MOCS) and the PPB. Local Law 169 of
2023 requires the City to study and report on procurement process time schedules.?%
By October 1, 2024, the City’s Chief Procurement Officer will submit a report and
include recommendations for the PPB.?° The PPB is then required to review the
report and establish time schedules for each step of the procurement process.?’’ In

view of this ongoing work, Charter amendments addressing this same issue are best

deferred.

Public Bonds

Section 1122 of the City Charter requires “each officer of the city who has
possession of or control over any funds of the city” to secure a bond “in such sum as
may be fixed and with sureties to be approved by the comptroller.” In practice,
however, the Comptroller has not fixed sums and sureties, and as a result this
provision is generally inoperative. However, the City’s Administrative Code
contains bond requirements for various officials, including for example the
Comptroller and the Corporation Counsel.?®® Section 11 of the New York Public

Officers Law details the procedural requirements for such bonds.

205 Local Law No. 169 of 2023 (relating to a study, report, and rulemaking regarding procurement
process time schedules).

206 14

207 14

208 See e.g., Admin. Code § 3-301 (requiring the Comptroller to execute a bond); Admin. Code

§ 7-101 (requiring the Corporation Counsel to execute a bond).
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The surety bond requirement was created over one hundred fifty years ago to
ensure the “faithful performance of the duties” of each office.?” Records dating back
to 1872 offer evidence of surety bonds being obtained for City elected officials.?!”
The requirement was implemented at a time when concerns around financial
impropriety among elected officials were more salient. Even as recently as 1932,
Mayor Walker resigned following serious concerns relating to the use of
unaccounted City funds for personal expenditures.?!!

Government administration has become more professionalized since Mayor
Walker’s malfeasance. Elected officials no longer have personal or direct access to
city funds and there are many checks and safeguards in place to protect against
improper withdrawals. These and other safeguards arguably render the bond
requirement less necessary than it was in the past. In addition, it is the City, and not
the individual elected officials, that bears the cost of obtaining the required bonds.?!?

Although the rationale for the bond requirement has diminished, officers who
fail to procure and file a bond can face consequences.’’® As a result, the bond
requirement can serve as an unnecessary distraction from the important work of

government. A future commission should determine whether Charter change or state

legislation (or both) is the most effective means of achieving this reform.

29 N.Y.C. Charter § 1122.

210 N.Y.C. Department of Records and Information Services: Surety bonds issued for New York
City public officials circa 1872 to 1882, https://a860-
collectionguides.nyc.gov/repositories/2/accessions/4845.

211 Herbert Mitgang, “The Downfall of Jimmy Walker: Judge Seabury Cleans Up New York,” The

Atlantic, Oct. 1962, https://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/1962/10/the-downfall-of-

jimmy-walker-judge-seabury-cleans-up-new-york/658851/.
212 See N.Y. Pub. Off. Law § 11(1).
213 See id. at § 30(1)(h).
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Waterfront Permitting

Throughout New York City’s history, the development of New York’s
waterfront has been critical to its growth. Recognizing the importance of the
waterfront for economic development, the City created the Department of Docks in
1870, and gave it the authority to repair and construct wharves and piers.?!* The
Department and its powers changed over subsequent years before its final iteration
as the Department of Ports and Trade (1986-1991).21°

In connection with the dissolution of the Department of Ports and Trade in
1991 and transfer of its responsibilities, the Charter and Administrative Code were
amended to provide the Department of Business Services the exclusive authority to
regulate and issue work permits and certificates of completion for all construction
related to improvement or maintenance within its jurisdiction along the city’s 520-
mile coastline.?'® The jurisdiction of the Department, now named the Department of
Small Business Services, includes work performed on private property being used

for maritime purposes and all work on City-owned waterfront property, including

214 Laws of the State of New York, Passed at the Ninety-Third Session of the Legislature, 1870,
Article 14, §99. of the Department of Docks,
https://babel.hathitrust.org/cgi/pt?1d=nyp.33433090741947 &view=1up&seq=404.

215 Kenneth R. Cobb, “New York's Working Waterfront,” NYC Department of Records &

Information Services, July 24, 2020, https://www.archives.nyc/blog/2020/7/24/new-yorks-

working-waterfront.

216 N.Y.C. Charter § 1301(2)(b); Admin. Code Title 22; New York City Department of City

Planning, New York City: A City of Water, https://www.nyc.gov/site/planning/planning-

level/waterfront/nyc-city-of-water/nyc-city-of-water.page.
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marine waste transfer stations owned by the Department of Sanitation and park
buildings located on waterfront parcels.?!”

For privately-owned waterfront property, the New York City Department of
Buildings (DOB) oversees permitting for non-maritime structures, while SBS
handles permitting for maritime structures, such as piers and seawalls and all
structures on city-owned waterfront property.?!® This division of permitting
responsibilities complicates comprehensive administrative oversight. Revising the

Charter to consolidate waterfront permitting responsibilities in DOB could simplify

and rationalize the City’s approach.

“Sanctuary City” Laws

The Commission has heard considerable testimony calling on the Commission
to propose an amendment to change so-called “sanctuary city” laws—a term that is
often used to refer to policies respecting information-sharing and cooperation
between the City and federal authorities. But the term “sanctuary city” has also been
a source of public confusion. Accordingly, it is important to clarify and enhance
public understanding around this issue to sharpen public dialogue.

This area of law has been the subject of frequent and iterative action by both
the Executive and Legislative Branches, as well as rulings by the Judicial Branch. In
1989, then Mayor Koch issued an executive order (EO No. 124, which is no longer
in effect), which declared that information about people’s immigration status should

not be transmitted by City employees to federal immigration authorities unless the

217 NYC Small Business Services, Waterfront Permits,

https://www.nyc.gov/site/sbs/businesses/waterfront-permits.page.

218 Id.
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individual “is suspected ... of engaging in criminal activity” or certain other
exceptions applied.?”

In 2003, Mayor Bloomberg issued two executive orders (EO Nos. 34 and 41,
which are still in effect) that, among other things, ordered that the policy of the Police
Department is not to inquire about immigration status of any crime victims,
witnesses, or other people approaching the police seeking assistance.??° Those
executive orders also directed NYC law enforcement not to ask about a person’s
immigration status unless investigating illegal activity other than mere status as an
undocumented alien.??! The Bloomberg executive orders did not restrict NYC law
enforcement from cooperating with federal immigration authorities as to individuals
suspected of criminal activity; to the contrary, they mandated that police officers and
officers of the Department of Correction “shall continue to cooperate with federal
authorities in investigating and apprehending aliens suspected of criminal
activity.”??2
Local laws enacted by the City Council in 2011, and expanded from 2014

through 2018, imposed new limitations.?>*> These laws prevent NYC from

cooperating with federal immigration authorities by dictating that “No city

219 Executive Order No. 124 of 1989, revoked by Executive Order No. 34 of 2003.

220 Executive Order No. 34 of 2003, as amended by Executive Order No. 41 of 2003.

21 g

22 1y

223 Admin. Code § 9-131, added in 2011 and amended in 2014, 2017, and 2018, restricts the
Department of Correction’s authority to honor a civil immigration detainer; Admin. Code § 14-
154, added in 2014 and amended in 2017 and 2018, restricts NYPD’s authority to honor a civil
immigration detainer; Admin. Code § 9-205, added in 2017, restricts the Department of
Probation’s authority to honor an immigration detainer; Admin. Code § 10-178, infra, was added

in 2017.
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resources, including, but not limited to, time spent by employees, officers,
contractors, or subcontractors while on duty, or the use of city property, shall be
utilized for immigration enforcement.”?** Subject to very narrow exceptions (such
as honoring judicial warrants obtained by federal immigration authorities), city
personnel are not allowed to assist immigration authorities.??

Separately, a 2018 New York State appellate court ruling interpreted New
York State law as prohibiting local law enforcement from holding and detaining
individuals pursuant to ICE detainers and administrative warrants.??® That court
ruling is binding state-wide, including on New York City, unless and until New Y ork
State’s legislature amends state law or the New York’s highest court says otherwise.

The Commission is also mindful that the City has in recent years seen an
extraordinary influx of migrants. At the time of writing, over 208,000 migrants have
arrived in New York City, leading to an explosion in the City’s shelter population
and related expenditures. The arrival of migrants has led to renewed focus on so-
called sanctuary city policies—and, at times, a conflation of sanctuary city policies
and other city policies respecting new arrivals.

In view of the repeated executive and legislative actions in this area, judicial

construction of relevant state law, and the ongoing and fluid challenges posed by the

224 Admin Code § 10-178.

225 The local law recognizes that NYC law enforcement can cooperate with federal law
enforcement agencies in cases and investigations not “primarily intended to further immigration
enforcement.” Admin. Code § 10-178(e) (“Nothing in this section shall prohibit city officers and
employees from performing their duties in accordance with state and local law by, including, but
not limited to: [] participating in cooperative arrangements with city, state, or federal law
enforcement agencies that are not primarily intended to further immigration enforcement . . .”).

226 people ex rel. Wells v. DeMarco, 168 A.D. 3d 31 (2d Dept 2018).
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influx of new arrivals to the City, the Commission does not believe a ballot question

concerning this important area is appropriate at this time.

Resident Feedback
The Citizens Budget Commission (CBC) proposed that the Charter be

amended to require the City to periodically conduct and publish a statistically valid
resident feedback survey and report.??” CBC suggested that such a survey could
include findings at the community district level, and across major demographic
categories, in order to improve the City’s understanding of quality-of-life concerns
and views on local service delivery. These findings could, in turn, inform decisions
about municipal operations and the City budget.

Receiving feedback on policy priorities directly from New Yorkers is
important for policymaking. In December 2022, Mayor Adams shared the results of
NYC Speaks, the largest public policy survey in New York City government
history.??® The report represented feedback from over 62,000 New Yorkers and 3
million data points that highlighted major public policy priorities such as housing
and public safety.??’

Future commissions should explore the benefits and drawbacks of formalizing

NYC Speaks or other surveys in the Charter.

227 Andrew S. Rein, President of Citizens Budget Commission, Charter Revision Commission
Fiscal Responsibility Forum & Manhattan Public Hearing (June 13, 2024) (testimony).

228 Office of the New York City Mayor Eric Adams, Mayor Adams Releases Community Driven
“NYC Speaks Action Plan” (Dec. 2022).

229 14
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Support for Community Boards

The commission has received extensive testimony advocating for community
board reform from a diverse array of stakeholders, including members of the public,
current and former community board members, and elected officials. Proposals
covered a wide range of issues, including occasionally conflicting recommendations
concerning term limits, eligibility requirements, districting, and the scope of
community board authority.?*° Bronx Borough President Vanessa Gibson proposed
that the Department of Citywide Administrative Services expand its authority to
handle community board training and Equal Employment Opportunity matters.?’!
Manhattan Borough President Mark Levine submitted written testimony
emphasizing the need for the Commission to clearly define the support provided to
community boards within the Charter while also advocating for increased
resources.?*? Brooklyn Borough President Antonio Reynoso testified that his office
1s unequipped to provide adequate support to community boards and proposed the

creation of an Office of Community Boards dedicated to fulfilling this role.?*?

230 See e.g. Written Testimony of Robert L. Bieder (Jun. 12, 2024), Written Testimony of the
Community Board Reform Task Force (Jul. 3, 2024); Roxanne Delgado, Charter Revision
Commission Government and Election Reform Forum & Hearing - Bronx (Jun. 17, 2024)
(testimony); Antonio Reynoso, Brooklyn Borough President, Charter Revision Commission
Public Safety Forum & Hearing - Brooklyn (Jun. 20, 2024) (testimony); Vanessa Gibson, Bronx
Borough President, Charter Revision Commission Hearing — Bronx (Jul. 11, 2024) (testimony).
21 Vanessa Gibson, Bronx Borough President, Charter Revision Commission Hearing — Bronx
(Jul. 11, 2024) (testimony).

232 Written Testimony of Mark Levine, Manhattan Borough President (Jun. 13, 2024).

233 Antonio Reynoso, Brooklyn Borough President, Charter Revision Commission Public Safety

Forum & Hearing - Brooklyn (Jun. 20, 2024) (testimony).
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In 2018, New York City voters approved several ballot initiatives proposed
by the 2018 Charter Revision Commission to promote civic engagement and
improve community boards.>** These reforms included creating the Civic
Engagement Commission (CEC), whose responsibilities include assisting and
training community boards.?> Section 3203 of the Charter authorizes the CEC to
support community boards by providing technical assistance, identifying qualified
consultants, and offering training and resources for limited English proficient
community members.?*® The Charter also requires the CEC to produce an annual
report outlining the resources provided to community boards, their usage, and any
recommended changes to better serve their needs.>*” Voters further approved several
changes to community board structure, including new term limits.?3®

Community boards help engage New Yorkers in local governance. Though
they exercise only advisory powers, Community Boards offer a significant local
perspective on municipal decision-making. The recency of the 2018 reforms, as well
as the diverse (and divergent) recommendations received by the Commission on this
topic, underscore the need for further analysis. The Commission recommends that
future commissions study structural changes to the Charter that would further define
the appropriate role for Community Boards and support Community Boards in

serving that end.

234 Sarah Almukhta et al., “New York Election Results” The New York Times, May 15, 2019.

https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/11/06/us/elections/results-new-york-elections.html.

235 Charter Revision Commission, Final Report of the 2018 New York City Charter Revision
Commission, (Sep. 6, 2018), at 47.

236 N.Y.C. Charter § 3203.

237 14

238 Charter Revision Commission, Final Report of the 2018 New York City Charter Revision
Commission, (Sep. 6, 2018), at 75.
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Appendix A — Clean Streets

Ballot Question

Cleaning Public Property

This proposal would amend the City Charter to expand and clarify the
Department of Sanitation’s power to clean streets and other City property and require
disposal of waste in containers.

Voting “Yes” will expand and clarify the Department of Sanitation’s power
to clean streets and other City property and require disposal of waste in containers.

Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.

Abstract

The Department of Sanitation (DSNY) is responsible for the cleanliness of
New York’s streets and the disposal of waste. The current Charter grants the DSNY
Commissioner the power to adopt regulations relating to the use of sidewalks for
disposal of refuse and to issue violations for failure to comply with such regulations
punishable by fine, imprisonment, or civil penalty. The Charter currently does not
expressly set forth any requirement to containerize refuse—even though DSNY has
issued several rules that limit the amount of time that non-containerized refuse
spends on City streets. The current Charter also does not provide DSNY with
jurisdiction over certain property, such as parks and highway medians. Additionally,
while the Office of Street Vendor Enforcement is housed within DSNY, the Office
does not have the authority to enforce vending on certain City properties, such as in
parks.

The proposed amendments would clarify that DSNY has jurisdiction to clean
all City property at the Mayor’s direction. The proposed changes would also clarify

that DSNY has the authority to ensure that street vendors comply with sanitation
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requirements not just on the streets but on other City-owned properties. Lastly, this
proposal would expressly recognize DSNY’s authority to regulate the proper
placement of bags of refuse on the sidewalk, including by requiring that waste be

placed in containers.

Proposed Charter Amendment Text

Section 1. Subdivision a of section 753 of the New York city charter, as
amended by local law number 68 for the year 2023, is amended to read as follows:

a. Except as otherwise provided by law, the commissioner shall have charge
and control of and be responsible for all those functions and operations of the city
relating to the cleanliness of the streets and the disposal of waste, including, without
limitation, the following:

(1) the sweeping, cleaning, sprinkling, flushing, washing and sanding of the
streets;

(2) the removal and disposition of ashes, street sweepings, garbage, refuse,
rubbish and waste;

(3) the removal of ice and snow from the streets;

(4) the removal of encumbrances from the streets and the storage or disposal
of such encumbrances; [and]

(5) plans, design, construction, operation, alteration, repair, maintenance,
replacement, enlargement and regulation of the use of incinerators, landfills and
other plants, facilities and equipment necessary for or useful for performing the
functions and exercising the powers and duties enumerated in this section;

(6) the manner in which garbage, refuse, rubbish or waste may be set out for
collection, including, to the extent practicable, ensuring that garbage, refuse,

rubbish, or waste are not placed directly on the street or sidewalk; and
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(7) upon designation by the mayor, the cleaning of any other city-owned

property.

§ 2. Section 753 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
subdivision g to read as follows:

g. Upon designation by the mayor, the department of sanitation shall have the
authority to enforce any laws, rules and regulations in force in the city as they relate
to the cleanliness of streets, sidewalks, and the exterior of city-owned real property.
Such authority shall be in addition to and not in place of the authority of any other

agency responsible for such enforcement.

§ 3. Section 13-e of the New York city charter, as added by local law
number 18 for the year 2021, is amended to read as follows:

§ 13-e. Office of street vendor enforcement. There shall be an office of street
vendor enforcement, which shall consist of enforcement agents who are specially
trained in local laws and rules related to vending on the streets and sidewalks of the
city of New York. The office of street vendor enforcement shall be fully operational
on or before September 1, 2021 and shall commence enforcement activities on or
before such date. Such enforcement activities shall, at a minimum, include a
sufficient number of street patrols to inspect or examine the vending activities of at
least 75 percent of applicable permittees or licensees on an annual basis. For the
purposes of this section, the term "applicable permittees or licensees" means persons
issued full-term or temporary permits pursuant to section 17-307 of the
administrative code, or persons issued licenses to vend pursuant to sections 17-307
or 17-307.1 of the administrative code, or licenses issued pursuant to section 20-456
of the administrative code. The mayor may establish such office in the executive

office of the mayor, within any other office in the executive office of the mayor, or
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within any department, the head of which is appointed by the mayor. Such office
shall have the power and duty to:

a. enforce all local laws and rules related to vending on the streets and
sidewalks and in parks of the city of New York, other than such local laws and rules
related to food safety, including, but not limited to: section 16-118, subchapter 2 of
chapter 3 of title 17, section 18-146, subchapter 27 of chapter 2 of title 20, and
chapter 1 of title 24 of the administrative code; article 89 of the health code; and any
rules of the city of New York implementing such laws;

b. focus its enforcement efforts on areas including, but not limited to, areas
adjacent to retailers that dedicate substantial floor area to the sale of fresh fruits and
vegetables, and any other areas identified by the department of transportation or
department of parks and recreation as excessively congested and featuring a high
level of complaints about vendor activity, if any;

c. collaborate with the department of small business services to provide
training, outreach and education to all street vendors on entrepreneurship and
compliance with all applicable local laws and regulations, as well as solicit feedback
from the street vendor community;

d. receive all complaints related to street vending on the streets and sidewalks
of the city of New York from the 311 service center or from any other means; and

e. engage in such other activities related to enforcement of laws related to
vending on the streets and sidewalks and in parks of the city of New York, or related
to improving compliance with such laws, as may be designated by the mayor. For
the purposes of this section, “excessively congested” areas include, but are not
limited to, areas where pedestrian volume regularly approaches or exceeds the

capacity of the sidewalk.
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§ 4. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
subdivision o, paragraph (1) to read as follows:

0. (1) The amendments to the charter amending section 13-e and subdivision
a of section 753 and adding a new subdivision g to section 753, approved by the
electors on November 5, 2024, shall take effect immediately upon certification that

the electors have approved such amendments to the charter.
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Appendix B — Fiscal Responsibility

Ballot Question
Additional Estimates of the Cost of Proposed Laws and Updates to Budget Deadlines

This proposal would amend the City Charter to require fiscal analysis from
the Council before hearings and votes on laws, authorize fiscal analysis from the
Mayor, and update budget deadlines.

Voting “Yes” would amend the City Charter to require additional fiscal
analysis prior to hearings and votes on local laws, and update budget deadlines.

Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.

Abstract

This proposal would require additional analysis of the fiscal impacts of
proposed local laws. The proposal would also update certain budget timelines.

First, the amendment would require the Council to estimate the cost of
proposed laws prior to a public hearing by a Council committee and prior to a full
vote of the Council. It would also require the Council to provide an opportunity for
the Mayor’s Office of Management and Budget to submit its own estimate in a
timely manner.

Currently, the Charter requires a Fiscal Impact Statement before a vote on a
local law by a Council Committee and before a vote by the full Council. It does not
specify who should develop those Statements, but in practice the Council formulates
them. This amendment would codify the Council’s role. It would also move the
Fiscal Impact Statement requirement earlier in the legislative process by requiring
them before public hearings. Further, as noted above, the amendment would ensure
that the Mayor, acting through the Office of Management and Budget, has an

opportunity to submit financial estimates. As a result, Fiscal Impact Statements
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would, with this amendment, generally contain two estimates: one from the Council
itself, and one from the Mayor. Specifically, the amendment would require that the
Council give eight days’ notice to the Mayor (unless the Mayor waives the notice)
before holding a public hearing or a full Council vote on a proposed local law,
allowing the Office of Management and Budget to provide its own financial
estimate. However, if that office has not responded at least three days before the
hearing or vote, the Council could still move forward with such hearing or vote.

Second, this amendment would update several budget-related deadlines in the
Charter, with the intention of reflecting modern practices. In particular, it would give
new mayoral administrations more time to compose a preliminary budget by
extending the deadline for the preliminary budget from January 16™ to February 1%
in years following a mayoral election. There is precedent for this: recognizing that
the existing January 16" deadline can be difficult for a new administration to meet,
on past occasions the City Council has passed local laws that extend the deadline for
submitting the preliminary budget when a new Mayor enters office. The proposed
amendment would similarly update related budget deadlines to accommodate the
new preliminary budget deadline: in years following a mayoral election, the deadline
for the Mayor to submit a preliminary certificate on capital debt and obligations
would be extended from January 16" to February 1%, and the deadline for the
Independent Budget Office to report on revenues and expenditures would be
extended from February 1% to February 15%,

Likewise, with the intention of promoting a more accurate executive budget,
this amendment would extend the deadline for submitting the executive budget from
April 26" to May 1. The Charter presently requires the Mayor to submit an
executive budget on April 26™. That date falls shortly after the April 15" tax
deadline, which gives the City relevant information about tax collections. A short
—would give the Office of
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Management and Budget more time to determine likely revenue. The amendment
would accordingly extend the deadline for Borough President recommendations on

the executive budget from May 6™ to May 13™.

Proposed Charter Amendment Text

Section 1. Section 33 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

a. No public hearing on a proposed local law shall be held by a council
commiittee, and no proposed local law [or budget modification] shall be voted on by
[a council committee or] the council, unless[ it]: (i) the council committee, the
council, or the speaker has provided no fewer than 8 days’ notice of such hearing
or the council’s intent to vote on such proposed local law, as applicable, to the
director of management and budget, provided that such notice shall not be required
if the mayor shall have certified as to the necessity for the immediate passage of such
local law, and (ii) such proposed local law is accompanied by a fiscal impact
statement containing the information set forth in subdivision [b] ¢ of this section.

b. No proposed budget modification shall be voted on by a council committee
or the council unless such budget modification is accompanied by a fiscal impact
statement containing the information set forth in subdivision c of this section.

c. A fiscal impact statement required by subdivision a of this section shall
contain estimates from the council and the office of management and budget,
provided, however, that an estimate from the office of management and budget shall
not be required where such office has not provided such estimate to the council at
least 3 days before a hearing or vote subject to such subdivision a. A fiscal impact
statement required by subdivision b of this section need only contain an estimate

from the council. Each such estimate in a fiscal impact statement shall: indicate the

93



fiscal year in which the proposed law or modification would first become effective
and the first fiscal year in which the full fiscal impact of the law or modification is
expected to occur; and contain an estimate of the fiscal impact of the law or
modification on the revenues and expenditures of the city during the fiscal year in
which the law or modification is to first become effective, during the succeeding
fiscal year, and during the first fiscal year in which the full fiscal impact of the law
or modification is expected to occur.

[c.] d. All agency heads shall promptly provide to any council committee any
information that it requests to assist it in preparing a fiscal impact statement.

[d.] e. Each estimate contained in a fiscal impact statement shall identify the
sources of information used in its preparation.

[e.] /- If [any of] the estimate [or estimates] contained in [the] a fiscal impact
[statements are] statement is inaccurate, such [inaccuracies] inaccuracy shall not

affect, impair, or invalidate the local law or budget modification.

§ 2. Section 235 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

§ 235. Preliminary certificate of the mayor on capital debt and obligations. No
later than the sixteenth day of January, or in any calendar year immediately
following the election of a mayor, the first day of February, the mayor shall submit
to the council, the comptroller, the borough presidents and the city planning
commission and publish a preliminary certificate setting forth the maximum amount
of debt and reserves which, in the mayor's opinion, the city may soundly incur for
capital projects during the ensuing fiscal year and during each of the following three
fiscal years, and the maximum amount of appropriations and expenditures for capital

projects which the city, given such maximum amount of debt and reserves, may
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soundly make during each such fiscal year. At any time up to the submission of the
executive capital budget to the council, the mayor may amend such preliminary
certificate. Any such amendments shall be submitted to the council, the comptroller,
the borough presidents and the city planning commission, and published forthwith

in the City Record.

§ 3. Section 236 of the New York city charter, as amended by local law
number 218 for the year 2017, is amended to read as follows:

Not later than the sixteenth day of January, or in any calendar year
immediately following the election of a mayor, the first day of February, the mayor
shall submit to the council and publish a preliminary budget for the ensuing fiscal
year. Copies of such budget shall be provided to the council, borough presidents,
each community board and borough board, the city planning commission, and the
department of city planning. A copy of such preliminary budget shall also be
provided to the council not later than the sixteenth day of January, or in any calendar
year immediately following the election of a mayor, the first day of February, in both
a human-readable format or spreadsheet and in a non-proprietary format or
spreadsheet that permits automated processing and renders such data capable of
being downloaded in bulk or any other format mutually agreed upon between the

mayor and the council.

§ 4. Section 237 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

§ 237. Report of independent budget office on revenues and expenditures. On
or before the first day of February, or in any calendar year immediately following
the election of a mayor, the fifteenth day of February, the director of the independent
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budget office shall publish a report, for the ensuing fiscal year, with respect to
expected levels of revenues and expenditures, taking into account projected
economic factors and the proposals contained in the preliminary budget submitted
by the mayor for such fiscal year. Such report shall also include a discussion of city
budget priorities, including alternative ways of allocating the total amount of
appropriations, expenditures and commitments for such fiscal year among major
programs or functional categories taking into account how such alternative
allocations will meet major city needs and effect balanced growth and development

in the city.

§ 5. Subdivision a of section 249 of the New York city charter, as amended
by local law number 218 for the year 2017, is amended to read as follows:

a. Not later than the [twenty-sixth] first day of [April] May, the mayor shall
submit to the council (1) a proposed executive budget for the ensuing fiscal year,
and (2) a budget message, both of which, along with any accompanying reports and
schedules, shall be printed forthwith. Copies of such proposed executive budget,
budget message and any accompanying reports and schedules shall also be provided
to the council not later than the [twenty-sixth] first day of [April] May in both a
human-readable format or spreadsheet and in a non-proprietary format or
spreadsheet that permits automated processing and renders such data capable of
being downloaded in bulk or any other format mutually agreed upon between the

mayor and the council.

§ 6. Section 251 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as

follows:
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§ 251. Borough president recommendations on the executive budget. Not later
than the [sixth] thirteenth day of May, each borough president shall submit to the
mayor and the council a response to the mayor’s executive budget. Such response
shall indicate which of the recommended appropriations submitted by the borough
president pursuant to section two hundred forty-five, which were not included by the
mayor in the executive budget, should be considered by the council for inclusion in
the budget. Any appropriations recommended in this manner for inclusion in the
budget shall be accompanied by recommendations for offsetting reductions in other
appropriations within the borough. Any such increases or reductions must be stated

separately and distinctly and refer each to a single object or purpose.

§ 7. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
subdivision o, paragraph (2) to read as follows:

0. (2) The amendments to the charter amending sections 33, 235, 236, 237,
251, and subdivision a of section 249, approved by the electors on November 5,
2024, shall take effect immediately upon certification that the electors have
approved such amendments, provided, however, that the amendments to section 33
shall apply only to proposed local laws for which a public hearing or vote of the
council is held after the effective date.
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Appendix C — Public Safety

Ballot Question
More Notice and Time Before Votes on Public Safety Legislation

This proposal would require additional public notice and time before the City
Council votes on laws respecting the public safety operations of the Police,
Correction, or Fire Departments.

Voting “Yes” will require additional notice and time before the Council votes
on laws respecting public safety operations of the Police, Correction, or Fire

Departments. Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.

Abstract

This amendment would establish additional procedural requirements before
the Council votes on proposed local laws respecting the public safety operations of
three City agencies: the Police Department, Department of Correction, or Fire
Department.

Prior to a vote by the full Council on a covered public safety proposal, the
Council would be required to give an additional notice to the public, the Mayor, and
the commissioner of each affected agency at least 30 days in advance of such vote.
The Mayor and affected agencies could use the period between such notice and such
vote to hold one or more additional public hearings on the proposal in order to solicit
additional public input. The Mayor could waive the additional procedures imposed

by this amendment.

Proposed Charter Amendment Text

Section 1. Chapter 2 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a
new section 33-a to read as follows:

§ 33-a. Local laws relating to public safety.
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a. No proposed local law relating to the public safety operations of the police

department, the fire department, or the department of correction shall be voted on

by the council unless the council has provided to the public, the mavor and the

commissioner of each such department written notice of the council’s intent to vote

on the proposed local law no sooner than thirty days following such notice. During

the period between the provision of notice and a vote on the proposed local law, the

mayor or any such commissioner may hold one or more public hearings to solicit

additional public comment on such proposed local law, provided, however, that

nothing in this section shall limit the authority of the mayor or any commissioner to

hold public hearings at other times.

b. The speaker may perform functions assigned to the council pursuant to

subdivision a of this section.

c. The requirements of subdivision a shall not prevent the council or a council

committee from amending the proposed local law prior to voting on it, and such

amendments shall not require additional notices as long as the notice required by

subdivision a has been provided.

d. The mayor may waive in writing any requirement imposed by this section.

§ 2. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
subdivision o, paragraph (3) to read as follows:

0. (3) The amendments to the charter adding section 33-a, approved by the
electors on November 5, 2024, shall take effect immediately upon certification that

the electors have approved such amendments.
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Appendix D — Capital Planning

Ballot Question
Capital Planning

This proposal would amend the City Charter to require more detail in the
annual assessment of City facilities, mandate that facility needs inform capital
planning, and update capital planning deadlines.

Voting “Yes” would require more detail when assessing maintenance needs
of City facilities, mandate that facility needs inform capital planning, and update

capital planning deadlines. Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.

Abstract

The City engages in regular capital planning to determine how to invest in its
infrastructure. As part of that assessment, information about the City’s infrastructure
is collected and shared through several documents, including the annual Citywide
Statement of Needs, the annual inventory of city facilities, and the bi-annual Ten-
Year Capital Strategy. All three documents provide information about the City’s
existing infrastructure and planned investments. However, the Charter does not
explicitly require the City, when developing the Statement of Needs, to look at
maintenance and repair. Nor does it require the City, its Ten-Year Capital Strategy,
to consider its official facility inventory or Statement of Needs.

The proposed amendments would require that the City, when assessing
significant City facility expansions and reductions in its annual Statement of Needs,
also collect information related to maintenance needs, like the condition, function,
and estimated useful life of all City facilities, to the extent practicable. The
amendments would also require that the Department of City Planning and the Office

of Management and Budget, when developing the Ten-Year Capital Strategy,
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consider City facility conditions and maintenance needs, together with other factors
such as geographic distribution, impact on resiliency, and the importance of facilities
for agency operations. The amendments would change the date that the Ten-Year
Capital Strategy is due from November 1% to align with the date for the City’s
preliminary budget, which is currently January 16" The amendments would
similarly change the date for the public hearing associated with the Ten-Year Capital

Strategy to accommodate the later date for the initial submission.

Proposed Charter Amendment Text

Section 1. Subdivision a of section 204 of the New York city charter, as added
by a vote of the electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended
to read as follows:

a. Each year not later than the fifteenth day of November, the mayor shall
submit to the council, borough presidents, borough boards and community boards a
citywide statement of needs concerning city facilities prepared in accordance with
the criteria established pursuant to section two hundred three. Copies of the
statement shall also be made available to the public in the main branch of the public
library in each borough. The statement shall identify by agency and program: (1) all
new city facilities and all significant expansions of city facilities for which the mayor
or an agency intends to make or propose an expenditure or to select or propose a site
during the ensuing two fiscal years and (2) all city facilities which the city plans to
close or to reduce significantly in size or in capacity for service delivery during the
ensuing two fiscal years. To the extent practicable, the statement shall also identify
for each city facility its condition, function, location, estimated useful life, and
whether such facility would enable or benefit from related capital investments in

other city facilities.

101



§ 2. Section 215 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

a. For the purposes of this section, the term “ten-year capital strategy” means
the report issued by the mayor in accordance with this section and pursuant to
section two hundred forty-eight. Such strategy shall be informed by the citywide
statement of needs and the capital plant inventory required by sections two hundred
four and one thousand one hundred ten-a, respectively.

b. The ten-year capital strategy shall be issued by the mayor pursuant to
section two hundred forty-eight after (1) submission of a preliminary strategy by the
department of city planning and the office of management and budget pursuant to
section two hundred twenty-eight, and (i1) submission of a report on the preliminary
strategy by the city planning commission following a public hearing, pursuant to
section two hundred thirty-four.

[b.] c. Contents of ten-year capital strategy. Each ten-year capital strategy
shall include:

(1) a narrative describing the strategy for the development of the city's
capital facilities for the ensuing ten fiscal years; the factors underlying such
strategy including goals, policies, constraints, assumptions, and [the criteria for
assessment of] the city’s capital needs; the anticipated sources of financing for
such strategy; and the implications of the strategy, including possible economic,
social and environmental effects;

(2) tables presenting the capital commitments estimated to be made during
each of the ensuing ten fiscal years, by program category and agency. Where
relevant the anticipated sources of financing for particular categories and projects
shall be specified; and
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(3) a map or maps which illustrate major components of the strategy as
relevant.

[c.] d. In the preparation of the preliminary ten-year capital strategy, the
department of city planning and office of management and budget shall consider: (i)
the strategic policy statements of the mayor and the borough presidents pursuant to
section seventeen, (ii) relevant citywide, borough and community plans adopted
pursuant to section one hundred ninety seven-a, [and] (ii1) the reports pursuant to
section two hundred fifty-seven comparing the most recent ten-year capital strategy
with the capital budgets and programs adopted for the current and previous fiscal
years, and (iv) the city’s capital needs, as informed by the citywide statement of
needs and the capital plant inventory required by sections two hundred four and one
thousand one hundred ten-a, respectively, including but not limited to city facility
and capital plant conditions and deterioration, geographic distribution, impact on
agency function or mission, impact on resiliency, and relevant federal or state

conditions or requirements.

§ 3. Section 228 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

Not later than the [first] day [of November]| the preliminary budget is
published pursuant to section two hundred thirty-six in each [even] odd-numbered
year, the director of management and budget and the director of city planning shall
jointly submit to the mayor, the council, the borough presidents and the city planning
commission a draft ten-year capital strategy prepared in accordance with the

provisions of section two hundred fifteen.
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§ 4. Section 234 of the New York city charter, as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 7, 1989, is amended to read as
follows:

Not later than the sixteenth day of [January] March in each odd-numbered
year, the city planning commission shall submit to the mayor, the borough presidents
and the council a report containing its comments on the draft ten-year capital strategy
submitted in accordance with section two hundred twenty-eight of this chapter,
including such recommendations as it deems appropriate. The city planning
commission, in the preparation of such report, shall, upon adequate public notice,
hold a public hearing at which interested organizations and individuals may express

their opinions regarding the draft ten-year capital strategy.

§ 5. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
subdivision o, paragraph (4) to read as follows:

0. (4) The amendments to the charter amending subdivision a of section 204,
and sections 215, 228, and 234, approved by the electors on November 5, 2024, shall
take effect on April 1, 2025.
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Appendix E - MWBEs and Modernization

Ballot Question
Minority and Women-Owned Business Enterprises (MWBEs), Film Permits, and

Archive Review Boards

This proposal would amend the City Charter to establish the Chief Business
Diversity Officer (CBDO), authorize the Mayor to designate the office that issues
film permits, and combine archive boards.

Voting “Yes” would establish the CBDO to support MWBEs, authorize the
Mayor to designate the office that issues film permits, and combine two boards.

Voting “No” leaves laws unchanged.

Abstract

This amendment would revise several provisions in the Charter.

First, to support minority and women-owned business enterprises (MWBEs),
this amendment would establish the Chief Business Diversity Officer (CBDO) in the
Charter. It would also provide that the CBDO will serve as the point of contact for
MWBEs, evaluate the efficacy of the City’s policies to address disparities in
procurement, and propose needed changes to city policy.

Second, this amendment would empower the Mayor to give the office that
processes film permits—the Mayor’s Office of Media and Entertainment
(MOME)—the power to issue those permits. At present, the City Charter only gives
the power to issue permits for film and television to the Department of Small
Business Services. As a result, to discharge its film permitting duties and perform
its mission to strengthen New York City’s creative economy, the Commissioner of
MOME is an employee of the Department of Small Business Services. Other MOME

employees do not have the ability to grant film and television permits if the

105



Commissioner is unable to fulfill their duties or if the position is temporarily vacant.
The proposed amendment would empower the Mayor to designate another City
agency to grant these permits, allowing the Mayor to designate MOME and ensure
other MOME employees can exercise this authority when appropriate.

Third, this amendment would combine two Charter-created boards that focus
on review of municipal archives. Under the current Charter, the City must maintain
both the Archival Review Board and the Archives, Reference and Research
Advisory Board. These boards have similar missions and annual reporting mandates.
This proposed amendment would combine the Archival Review Board and the
Archives, Reference and Research Board into one body, the Municipal Archives and
Library Advisory Board, in an effort to promote efficiency and save City resources.

This proposed amendment would take effect immediately.

Proposed Charter Amendment Text

Section 1. Section 20-h of the New York city charter as added by a vote of the
electors at a general election held on November 5, 2019, is amended to read as
follows

[Office of minority and women-owned business enterprises.| Chief business
diversity officer.

a. Definitions. As used in this section, the following terms have the following
meanings:

Agency M/WBE officer. The term “agency M/WBE officer” means a deputy
commissioner or other executive officer designated pursuant to subdivision f of
section 6-129 of the administrative code.

[Director. The term “director”] Chief business diversity officer. The term
“chief business diversity officer” means the holder of the position defined under

paragraph (14) of subdivision c of section 6-129 of the administrative code.
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EBE. The term “EBE” means an emerging business enterprise certified in
accordance with section 1304.

M/WBE. The term “M/WBE” means a minority or women-owned business
enterprise certified in accordance with section 1304.

Office. The term “office” means the office of [minority and women-owned
business enterprises.] the chief business diversity officer.

b. Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary contained in section 6-129
of the administrative code, the [director| chief business diversity officer shall report
directly to the mayor.

c. The mayor shall establish an office of [minority and women-owned
business enterprises] the chief business diversity officer within any office of the
mayor. The head of such office shall be [either the director or an individual who
shall report directly to the director] the chief business diversity officer.

d. The office shall perform the following duties:

1. Monitor agencies’ compliance with section 1304 of the charter and section
6-129 of the administrative code, and assist the [director] chief business diversity
officer in carrying out [the director's] their duties under section 6-129 of the
administrative code;

2. Promote agencies’ use of authority under other state and city laws,
including but not limited to sections 311 and 324 of the charter, to promote
opportunities for small businesses, including M/WBEs and EBEs, to participate in
city procurements;

3. Work with agency staff, including agency M/WBE officers, to facilitate
[M/WBE] participation of M/WBEs and EBEs in city procurement opportunities;

[3.] 4. Facilitate communication between M/WBEs and EBEs, other members
of the public and agencies to address [M/WBE-related] concerns related to such
business enterprises;
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[4.] 5. Assist in the development of policies, maintain oversight and help
expand agency programming relating to M/WBEs and EBEs across all city agencies,
and in the implementation of mentor programs for small businesses pursuant to
section 1309 of the charter;

[5.] 6. Carry out outreach and education efforts regarding programs and
opportunities for M/WBEs and EBEs to engage in city procurement, including
efforts to encourage eligible firms to certify as M/WBEs and EBEs with the city;

[6.] 7. Establish and maintain relationships with the public to promote
government procurement opportunities for M/WBEs and EBEs; and

[7.] 8. Other duties as the mayor may assign.

e. The head of each agency shall cooperate with and furnish to the office such
information and assistance as may be required in order for the office to perform its

duties.

§ 2. Section 20-h of the New York city charter is amended by adding new
subdivision (f) to read as follows:

1. The chief business diversity officer for the city shall serve as the principal
liaison for minority- and women-owned business enterprises. The chief business
diversity officer will make recommendations concerning policy, legislation, and
regulations relating to minority and women owned business enterprises and
emerging business enterprises. Agencies shall coordinate with the chief business
diversity officer on matters related to minority and women-owned business
enterprises and emerging business enterprises. The chief business diversity officer
will also periodically review agency procurement data and relevant research (i) to
recommend any changes in the ethnic or gender categories of firms eligible to be
certified based on data demonstrating that they have been underutilized in city

procurements relative to their availability in the relevant market, (ii) to evaluate the
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effectiveness of policies and programs for addressing disparities in procurement
across the city, and (iii) to propose any necessary adjustments to city policies based

on such review.

§ 3. Paragraph r of subdivision 1 of section 1301 of the New York city charter
1s amended to read as follows:

r. to issue permits for the taking of motion pictures, and for the taking of
photographs and for the use or operation of television cameras and/or any other
transmitting television equipment in or about city property, or in or about any street,
park, marginal street, pier, wharf, dock, bridge or tunnel within the jurisdiction of
any city department or agency or involving the use of any city owned or maintained
facilities or equipment. Upon designation of the mayor, this function may be

performed by another department or unit therein.

§ 4. Section 3005 of the New York city charter, as added by local law number
22 for the year 2003, is amended to read as follows:

[Archival review]| Municipal archives and library advisory board.

There shall be in the department [an archival review board which shall consist
of five members; two of whom shall be appointed by the speaker, two of whom shall
be appointed by the mayor, and one of whom shall be the commissioner, who shall
serve ex officio as chairperson of the board. At least one such appointment shall be
a professional archivist and at least one other such appointment shall be a
professional historian. The members of the commission, other than the chair, shall
be appointed within 30 days of the effective date of this section and shall be entitled
to reasonable expenses. All appointed members of the commission shall be residents
of the city. Members shall serve for terms of four years from such date of
appointment. Vacancies in appointed membership of the board shall be filled by
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appointment by whosoever was responsible for such original appointment. The
board shall meet once every 90 days or upon the request of any of its members] a
library and archival review advisory board consisting of nine members. All
appointed members of the board shall be residents of the city. Three members of the
board shall be appointed by the speaker. The commissioner shall serve ex officio as
chair of the board. The mayor shall appoint five additional members, including at
least one professional archivist, one librarian and one public historian. The
remaining members appointed by the mayor and the speaker shall be representative
of community interests and consideration should be given to appointing members
with experience in community engagement, media, cultural institutions and
education. Members other than the commissioner shall serve for terms of three
years, provided that of those members first taking office, two shall be appointed for
one year, three for two years and three for three years. For the members first taking
office, the mayor and speaker will each appoint one member for a one-year term and
one member for a two-year term, the speaker will appoint one member for a three-
year term and the mayor will appoint three members for a three-year term. Members
shall serve until successors are appointed and a member shall not be removed from
office except by the person or persons who appointed such member or for cause by
the mayor. Vacancies in appointed membership of the board shall be filled by
appointment by whosoever was responsible for such original appointment. Members
of the board, other than the chair, shall serve without compensation, but shall be
reimbursed for expenses necessarily incurred in the performance of their duties,
following the policies of the agency. The board shall meet once every 120 days or
upon the request of any of its members and shall consult with the commissioner with
respect to subdivisions one and two of section 3004 of this chapter. Any member of
such board shall have complete access, during work hours, to inspect and review any

appraisal, organization, processing or archiving of city records in the custody of an
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entity with which an agreement has been entered into for the purpose specified in
subdivision five of section 3003. Such board may request and receive from the
department, assistance and data as may be necessary for the proper execution of its
powers and duties. Such board shall render annually to the mayor a report
[reviewing] regarding the development of municipal archives, reference and
research services in the government and administration of the city including the
archival processing of any city papers during the year for which the report has been

written.

§ 6. The heading of section 3007 of the New York city charter, as amended
by referendum of the voters in November 1988, is amended to read as follows:

Departmental [libraries] collections.

§ 7. Section 3009 of the New York city charter is REPEALED.

§ 8. Section 1152 of the New York city charter is amended by adding a new
paragraph (5) to read as follows:

0. (5) The amendments to the charter adding subdivision f of section 20-h,
repealing section 3009, and amending section 20-h, paragraph r of subdivision 1 of
section 1301, section 3005, and the heading of section 3007, approved by the
electors on November 5, 2024, shall take effect immediately upon certification that

the electors have approved such amendments.
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Appendix F — Agency Proposals

In addition to public outreach, the Commission has also sought the input of
the heads of City agencies. Many agencies submitted suggestions to amend
provisions of the Charter relating to their agencies in an effort to improve service
delivery and remove roadblocks that may, at times, stymie agency initiatives.
Suggestions included:

e The Department of Sanitation (DSNY) proposes expanding DSNY’s
jurisdiction to include cleaning services in parks and enforcement
authority against vendor operations.

e The Mayor’s Office of Media and Entertainment (MOME)
recommends moving the formal authority to issue film permits from
SBS to MOME, who already issue these permits in practice.?*’

e NYC Service, within the Mayor’s Office, suggests formalizing
processes between the public and agencies and mayoral offices to
increase accountability. For example, agencies and mayoral offices
should develop online portals to solicit public feedback and report or
publish such feedback.

e The Department of Health & Mental Hygiene (DOHMH) recommends
several administrative reforms to address diversity concerns in
healthcare. administrative reforms to address diversity concerns in
healthcare. DOHMH also recommended the Charter be amended to
require docketing of judgments from the Environmental Control Board

and the Health Tribunal if it is not already required. DOHMH further

29 N.Y. Charter § 1301(1)(r).
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highlighted several Charter provisions that should be rephrased to
delineate the Board of Health versus the Department’s responsibilities.

e The Office of Labor Relations (OLR) encourages the limitation of
unfunded mandates that impact collective bargaining.

e The Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) advocates lifting
the cap on the number of deputy commissioners DEP can appoint.?*

e The Mayor’s Office of Climate and Environmental Justice (MOCEJ)
proposes consolidating environmental responsibilities within a single
entity and imposing emissions reduction requirements on tenants of
city-owned property. MOCEJ also suggests exempting acquisitions
from ULURP and competitive processes if the acquisition is for flood
protection or has already undergone an environmental review.

e The Department of Consumer and Worker Projection (DCWP)
recommends expanding DCWP’s authority to demand business
ownership information for businesses under investigation.*!

e The Department of Buildings (DOB) seeks to streamline the code
revision process: allowing DOB to amend technical provisions of the
NYC Construction Codes by rule, establishing a separate code for
existing buildings, and moving jurisdiction of the waterfront from SBS
to DOB. DOB also recommends the Charter clarify that a non-licensed
commissioner can designate either a First Deputy or Deputy
Commissioner who is a licensed professional engineer or registered

architect. Finally, DOB proposes clarifications to the adjudication

240 N.Y.C. Charter § 1402,
24IN.Y.C. Charter § 2203.
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process, allowing service by electronic mail and requiring time limits
for OATH decisions.

e The Department of Social Services/Human Resource Administration
(DSS/HRA) also supports restrictions on unfunded mandates.
DSS/HRA suggests local laws requiring expenditures of more than $1
million or 10% of agency’s City Funds budget should require specific
budget appropriations to fund enactment.

e The Department of Small Business Services (SBS) seeks to clarify the
agency’s functions by removing the Public Utility Service*** and
codifying the Mayor’s Small Business Advisory Commission into the
Charter.

e The Business Integrity Commission (BIC) proposes moving the
regulation of private towing companies from DCWP to BIC.

e The Department of Correction (DOC) also supports limitations on
unfunded mandates by requiring consultation with entities on safety,
operational, and fiscal challenges. DOC proposes clarifying the chain
of authority to assign authority to the First Deputy Commissioner if the
Commissioner is absent. DOC also suggests revising the agency’s
duties to remove agency authority over prisoners requiring hospital care
while awaiting arraignment.**

e The Mayor’s Office of Talent and Workforce Development (WKDEV)
recommends formalizing the creation of its office into the Charter.

e The Mayor’s Office of Contract Services (MOCS) recommends

removing the public hearing requirement for contracts with a value of

22 N.Y.C. Charter § 1306.
23 NY.C. Charter §§ 622-625,
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$100,000 or more in value in an effort to grant flexibility, streamline
the procurement process, and adapt to inflation.>** As an alternative,
MOCS suggests the Procurement Policy Board determine the threshold
for public hearings.

e The Office of the Chief Medical Examiner (OCME) suggests amending
the Charter to specify OCME as the lead agency in any mass fatality

event and classify OCME vehicles as emergency response vehicles.

2 N.Y.C. Charter § 326(a).
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Charter Revision Commission

RESOLUTION OF
THE NEW YORK CITY CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION

dated July 25, 2024, in relation to the filing with the City Clerk of proposals
revising the city charter and questions therefor for the purpose of having the same
submitted to the electors of the City at the general election held November fifth,

two thousand and twenty-four, and the adoption of a report relating thereto.

Resolved; that pursuant to Section 36 of the Municipal Home Rule Law, five
proposals to amend the charter of the City of New York with the appropriate ballot
questions and the amendments to be effected upon the approval of such questions
are attached hereto, to be filed with the City Clerk of the City of New York on or

before September twenty-ninth, two thousand and twenty-four; and be it further

Resolved, that the City Clerk of the City of New York shall take such action
as may be required by law to provide for the submission of the said revisions to the
electors of the City of New York at the general election to be held on November

fifth, two thousand and twenty-four; and be it further

Resolved, that the Commission hereby adopts the report that is attached
hereto; and be it further



Resolved, that the Commission hereby authorizes and delegates to the Chair,
the Executive Director and other staff, and the Office of the Corporation Counsel the
duty and power to take all necessary and/or appropriate actions to effectuate the
placement of the questions on the ballot in accordance with section 36 of the
Municipal Home Rule Law, including but not limited to the consolidation of
amendments and changes presented to the Commission today into the relevant text,
inclusion of non-substantive technical changes to the documents attached hereto, the
finalization of ballot abstracts pursuant to law, substantially in the form attached
hereto, the preparation of other material to be appended to the final report including
documentation memorializing the proceedings of the commission, and other
materials relevant to the Commission's deliberations, and the defense or
commencement of litigation to effectuate such placement on the ballot, and to
provide for such publication and other publicity as may be appropriate to ensure that
the public is adequately informed about the proposals, including in reliance on the

resources of the Office of the Mayor and other City agencies.

The foregoing resolution was adopted by the New York City Charter Revision

by a vote of in favor, ()  opposed, with | not present.
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