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Good morning Chair Dromm and all the Members of the Education Committee here today. My name is
Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor of the Division of Operations at the NYC Department of Education
(DOE). Joining me are Elayna Konstan, Chief Executive Officer of DOE’s Office of Safety and Youth
Development, and John Shea, our Chief Executive Officer for the Division of School Facilities. Thank
you for the opportunity to discuss Intro 131.

Ensuring that our students are safe and secure is our fundamental responsibility, and continues to be a top
priority., The DOE’s Office of Safety and Youth Development (OSYD) works with schools and school
support téams to put individualized safety protocols in place and create procedures to help maintain a safe
learning environment. Additionally, OSYD has a collaborative partnership with the New York City
Police Department’s School Safety Division (NYPD-SSD). Together, OSYD and NYPD develop school
safety protocols and procedures, school safety and emergency preparedness plans, and training for school
safety agents and other school-based staff.

We share the Council’s commitment to ensure that the appropriate school safety systems are in place,
particularly for our most vulnerable students. Chancellor Farifia and I are profoundly saddened by the
tragic loss of Avonte Oquendo. Avonte inspires us every day to better ensure that all of our students are
safe and secure in school. In the wake of this tragedy, we have undertaken a comprehensive review of our
existing safety protocols and procedures. As a result of this review, we have implemented a number of
refinements to our safety and security protocols.

Firstly, we codified and enhanced our Missing Student Protocol, which outlines the procedure that must
immediately be followed when a student is reported missing, when a student’s whereabouts cannot be
confirmed, or when there is concern for a student’s safety or well-being. Among other protocols, schools
must be prepared to initiate a soft lockdown and assign staff to secure exit doors in an effort to prevent the
student from leaving the building. As part of this initiative, OSYD has provided protocol-specific training
for principals, assistant principals, other designated scheol staff, NYPD police officers, and school safety
agents. ~

In addition, OSYD, in collaboration with District 75 (D75), has implemented the following safety
improvements: '

o Enhanced the School Safety Plan (SSP) to improve the collection of information regarding D75
students and relevant safety protocols. SSPs are designed so that principals can identify students who
have “elopement” tendencies, thereby allowing school administrators and staff responsible for safety
and security, including school safety agents to become familiar and aware of the unique ways that
these students may be supported regularly as well as during an emergency.
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o Conduct ongoing site visits to buildings that are newly co-located with D75 programs and other
schools to review safety protocols and procedures. These visits include representatives from OSYD,
D75, Division of School Facilities (DSF), NYPD-S8SD, and the principals of each school on the co-
located campus. These visits also require a review of the procedures that will be implemented if the -
D75 students enrolled are those with conditions that may include elopement tendencies.

¢ Conduct trainings in behavioral support and safety protocols for special education paraprofessionals.
OSYD and D75 staff will continue to collaborate in order to offer this training annually.

¢ Developed comprehensive training for school-based staff in collaborafion with school leaders, with an
emphasis on training teachers and classroom support staff in the use of appropriate transitional
practices with students when proceeding from one area of the school to another.

¢ Developed in collaboration with school leaders, more appropriate arrival and dismissal procedures -
that can be implemented in all school buildings.

¢ Revised the Emergency Readiness curriculum that is used to train all staff and students in the proper
use of the General Response Protocols to include a supplemental special needs curriculum. These
lessons are reviewed and revised regularly.

o Performed assessments of District 75 sites to identify sites in need of additional two-way radios, and
provided trainings to enable D75 staff to communicate more effectively with school safety agents and
Building Response Team (BRT) members.

e Engaging in ongoing research to identify updated safety systems and tools (for example, video
systems, door alarms, panic bars, etc.) that can be used in our schools. Research includes staff from
the NYPD-SSD, DSF, OSYD, and the School Construction Authority.

For many years, OSYD has provided specialized training to new recruits of the NYPD School Safety
Division on the Chancellor’s Regulations, best practices for supporting students with special needs,
conflict resolution, and peer mediation. This year, we have enhanced our trainings to provide a more
thorough overview of D75 students and programs. Over the last year, we have re-designed our training
for current school safety agents with an increased focus on students with special needs. Specifically,
these trainings provide an in-depth overview of D75 programs, structures, and the needs of the D75
population as well as highlight the missing student protocol.

The DOE employs a comprehensive multi-faceted approach to school safety, from supporting schools to
create and sustain an orderly, supportive school climate to providing professional development and
training on emergency preparedness and crisis response. This includes system-wide training for various
stakeholders working in our schools including principals and assistant principals, staff from the Office of
School Food, Office of School Health, DSF, parent coordinators, Community Education Council
members (CECs), and NYPD-SSD staff. Each member of the school community has an important role to
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play in this effort, and this work allows each member to develop an understanding of their
responsibilities.

Since 2000, all schools have been required to create a School Safety Committee mandated to meet once a
month, and develop a School Safety Plan (SSP). The committee plays an important role in establishing
and reviewing safety procedures, and recommending additional security measures in response to
emerging needs. The Safety Committee is also responsible for communicating the responsibilities and
expectations for students and staff to the school community.

SSPs are revised each school year and are approved by the DOE and the NYPD. Each school building
uses a standard template but plans are designed to identify the unique learning communities that exist
across the city, as well as the safety and emergency procedures that are unique to each building. For
example, each plan identifies specific facility designs, evacuation and relocation procedures, response
teams and protocols activated in emergencies, and staff and students with conditions that either limit their
mobility or require special assistance in an emergency.

The SSP calls for the creation of a Building Response Team (BRT). The BRT plays an essential role in
coordinating the actions of students and staff during an emergency until first responders arrive. The
General Response Protocol is designed to provide all schools with the direction they must take when an
emergency incident occurs. Principals and other school-based staff are required to attend a two-hour
emergency readiness training session every two years provided by OSYD. This training session covers
General Response Protocols, design of a School Safety Plan, BRT responsibilities and the Missing
Student Protocol, among other topics. Throughout the school year, Borough Safety Directors hold on-site
assessments to identify additional needs at schools for targeted training,

To complement our safety protocols we continue to utilize the newest technlogy. As of May 2014, we
have installed Internet Protocol Digital Video Surveillance (IPDVS) in over 500 buildings serving
approximately 870 schools, with over 22,000 cameras online. The number of buildings with these
surveillance camera systems is expected to surpass 600 by the end of 2015. These cameras are funded in
the current Capital Plan. The IPDVS application allows authorized school officials to view live and
archived camera images at their computer stations and provides remote viewing capab111ty to authorized
personnel from borough and central offices.

Historically, the placement of cameras has been prioritized based on a number of factors, including the
number of incidents occurring in a school or on a campus. The proposed FY2015-2019 Capital Plan
allocates approximately $100 million for security systems. Going forward, we will increase our focus on
the placement of these systems using additional criteria, including age range and special needs of the
student population.

Intro 131 requires the DOE, in consuitation with the NYPD and principals, to install door alarms systems
at the entrance and exit doors of school buildings serving elementary and District 75 students where the
Chancellor deems such door alarms appropriate for safety purposes. In addition, Intro 131 requires the
DOE to assess and prioritize each covered school building for the potential installation of door alarm
systems and report its findings to the Speaker of the City Council by the end of the calendar year.
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We share the Council’s goal to prevent the unauthorized departure of our youngest students and students
with disabilities. Though the requirements of the bill are unclear, we have some concerns regarding the
proposed legislation to the extent that it imposes a legal mandate requiring DOE to install door alarms
systems in all school buildings housing elementary and District 75 students.

We believe the DOE should maintain the discretion to work with schools to implement individualized
safety and security systems as school communities have unique safety and security needs related to their
student population, programs, and physical environment.

Currently, each school building has designated entrances, which are monitored by school safety agents. In
addition, each building has other doors that are locked from the outside but must remain unlocked from
the inside, pursuant to the New York City Fire Code. During the course of the school day, these doors are
checked by school safety agents, to ensure they are secure. Some schools assign staff to serve as hall
monitors during class transitions, bathroom meonitors, cafeteria monitors, and as assistants during entry
and dismissal times. These staff members are responsible for interacting with students in a way that
creates a safe environment, as well as reporting any issues that require immediate attention to school
safety and school administrators.

As previously mentioned, many school buildings have surveillance cameras in all entrances and exits. In
addition, a principal may request to have a door alarm system installed in his or her school building with
costs typically covered by the school.

Students in our D75 programs have a range of disabilities and unique needs. As you are aware, some
children with antism spectrum disorder can be particularly sensitive to environmental stimuli, such as
noise. We have concerns regarding how the loud sound of a door alarm could affect these students.

Some principals have chosen not to install door alarms because of the propensity for them to be activated
by students or staff in a nonemergency, and for other operational reasons. These include the need to
deactivate the alarms during the day for certain school activities, and at dismissal.

For a large and diverse school system such as ours, there is no “one-size-fits-all” response that will
prevent a student from leaving a school building without permission. Door alarm systems may be a
viable option for some schools, as one element of a comprehensive school safety and security plan. -
However, no single device can replace the human element: elementary school students and certain D75
students must be under close adult supervision at all times during the school day.

We share the Council’s commitment to ensure that our children are safe at school and we commend the
Council for its leadership on this issue. We will continue to review our safety protocols and procedures,
as well as the installation of other security technologies, such as silent alarm systems. We look forward to
working with the Council on this very important issue.

With that, we would be happy to answer any questions you may have.
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Good morning. My name is Stephanie Gendell and I am the Associate Executive
Director for Policy and Government Relations at Citizens’ Committee for Children of
New York, Inc. (CCC). CCC is a 70-year old independent child advocacy organization
dedicated to ensuring that every child in New York City is healthy, housed, educated and
safe.

I would like to thank Council Member Dromm and all of the members of the Education
Committee for holding today’s hearing on Int. 131, which would require audible alarms
on all exit doors at elementary schools and district 75 schools. CCC strongly supports
this commonsense legislation, which would help keep NYC’s public school children
safer.

CCC thanks Council Member Cornegy Jr. for spearheading and championing this
legislation. In addition, we are grateful to the 45 additional City Council Members and
Public Advocate James who are co-sponsoring the legislation.

Unfortunately, all too often it takes a tragedy before commonsense solutions are put into
place. We have already had a horrific tragedy because 14-year, Avonte Oquendo left his
school through a side door and school staff was unaware of his departure dramatically
delaying the search for Avonte. Had there been an alarm on that side door, we believe
that Avonte might still be alive today.

Since the death of Avonte, an additional 8 children have left their schools through side
doors. We are lucky because these young children ages 4-7, either found their way home
or were helped by a Good Samaritan. We are very fortunate that none of those stories
ended in any number of countless tragedies that could have befallen a young,
unsupervised child wandering the City streets alone, be that traffic, a subway accident or
fatality, or encountering a stranger who could have put them in harms’ way.

The timing of this bill is extremely important, given that there will be thousands more
young children in school buildings this coming fall, given the significant expansion to
pre-k. CCC has been disappointed that DOE has expressed reluctance to implement this
measure at both the Preliminary and Executive Education Budget Hearings.

Installing alarms on side doors of elementary and district 75 schools is a relatively
inexpensive means to protecting thousands of young and vulnerable children. The alarms
cost approximately $125-$175 each. The total cost has been estimated at about $1.5
million and CCC is eager to hear more about the cost estimate from DOE at the hearing.

If DOE remains unwilling to fund the alarms, CCC urges the City Council to create a
new City Council Initiative to fund these alarms in FY15. Funding audible alarms is a
great one-year City Council initiative because they only need to be purchased once, and
thus proponents of this legislation will not need to advocate for the funding to be restored
next year. Most importantly, the relatively small investment has the potential to save
young lives. :



In addition to ensuring elementary schools and District 75 schools have audible alarms on
the exit doors, CCC believes that all early childhood preschools and child care programs
also have alarms on the side doors. This would likely require amending Article 47 of the
Health Code, although the City could take measures to ensure city-funded programs had
this safety measure.

When parents send their children to school (and child care) they should feel confident
that they will be safe. Audible alarms on the side doors/exit doors would immediately
alert school staff that a child has left the building. This legislation is common-sense,
logical and relatively inexpensive. CCC urges the City Council to pass Int. 131 and
ensure that the funding for the alarms is included in the City’s Fiscal Year 2015 budget.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify.



June 12, 2014

Testimony before the Council of the City of New York Committee on Education
Kim Mack Rosenberg

President, National Autism Association New York Metro Chapter

Board Member of the Elizabeth Birt Center for Autism Law & Advocacy

Good Morning. Council Member Cornegy, other sponsors of Int. No. 131, the -
Committee Chair and Committee members, thank you all for giving me the opportunity
to speak here today. It is an honor to have been asked to participate. And thank you even
more for your concern for students with autism in the City of New York. My name is
Kim Mack Rosenberg and I am President of the New York Metro Chapter of the National
Autism Association and a board member of the Elizabeth Birt Center for Autism Law and
Advocacy. 1am also the parent of a 14 year son on the autism spectrum. It is heartening
to see the City Council pay attention to the critical issue of autism and wandering. As the
number of students with autism increases in the New York City schools, wandering will
become a bigger and bigger issue.

What is wandering? It’s when an individual tries to leave a safe situation —so a

person may try leaving the classroom or even the school, may try to leave an adult
caregiver when out in the community or even try leaving his home or apartment.
Because many people with autism face significant challenges with social and
communication skills and safety awareness, wandering is a potentially dangerous
behavior. And as we have seen too often and very recently here in NY in the case of
Avonte Oquendo, the results of wandering can be deadly.

Studies have shown that approximately half of individuals with autism will

engage in wandering behaviors. Wandering is something that everyone who lives with,



cares for or works with children or adults with autism needs to be aware of. Wandering-
related factors, including drowning and prolonged exposure to outdoor conditions remain
among the top causes of death for those with autism.

Why does a person with autism wander? Tile .reasons are many But often a person
with autism will wander either to escape a situation or to try to get to something he or she
desires. Many people with autism have deep interests in things and may gravitate towards
items of interest. That interest may be trains, a pool or other water source, a particular
store, a particular person — the options are endless — and the person with autism may
wander to try to reach that item of interest. Other times, a person may want to escape an
environment. Again, there can be many reasons for this, especially a situation they find
overly challenging or overly stimulating.

Most children with autism spend many hours a day in a school environment and,
as Avonte’s tragic case demonstrated, they may be vulnerable in that environment. We
also know that Avonte is not the only child to have wandered from a school in NYC this
year — his is just the most high profile case.

I testified in April before the Public Safety and Mental Health committees
concerning measures to safely recover those vulnerable individuals who do wander.
However, the most effective thing that can be done is to stop the wanderer before he or
she leaves a safe environment. That is what this bill intends to do and why its passage is
)so important. To implement a simple, cost-effective safeguard, such as an audible alarm
system, in a place where chjldrgn spend a significant portion of their waking day, will

undoubtedly curtail wandering incidents. In fact, many parents use a similar system in



their homes with inexpensive door and window alarms that can be purchased at home
improvement stores.-

Time is of the essence when a person with autism wanders. An alarm system,
alerting school personnel that a child has triggered an exit door, will demand immediate
attention and likely will result in stopping the wanderer before he or she leaves the school
building or immediately thereafter.

We must also make sure that everyone working in our schools know as much as
possible about wandering and wandering prevention. Ideally, with increased awareness
and training, fewer children will be able to leave a classroom, and those who leave a class
will get stopped before they reach an exit door. But for those who do make it to an exit
door, an audible alarm is an excellent way to prevent further elopement.

For those who have concern that children with sensory issues will be affected by a
loud alarm, I don’t discount the reality of sensory issues. However, I believe we must
balance the significant risks of injury or even death to a wandering child against sensory
disregulation. Saving the wandering child must win out. Moreover, classroom teachers
and therapists in schools can work with children with sensory issues to help minimize the
impact of the alarms on their sensory systems and provide sensory tools to help children
regulate.

NAA NY Metro’s national parent organization has for the last several years taken
a leading role in bringing awareness and education on the issue of wandering on a
nationwide level. Among its initiatives is a program called AWAARE.org — Autism
Wandering Awareness Alerts Response and Education. At the AWAARE website you

can find valuable tools about wandering prevention and ways to increase chances that a



person with autism who does wander is found safe. There is information for both parents
and professionals. Among the most valuable tools with respect to wandering are those
put in place to prevent or minimize wandering in the first place. As we have tragically
learned, often the professionals in whom we entrust our children’s care are not adequately
trained to protect our children from wandering. While we may never be able to eradicate
wandering entirely, we can and should take measures to train professionals and parents to
minimize chances of wandering.

Thank you for taking meagures to protect among the most vulnerable of our

citizens, those affected by autism spectrum disorders, and thank you for your time today.
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Council Member Daniel Dromm
250 Broadway, Suite 1821
New York, NY 10007

Dear Councilman Dromm,

| am writing to you from Advocates for Children about the proposed bill before the
City Council’s Education Committee to amend the New York City charter to equip all
exit doors in elementary school buildings and buildings that house District 75
programs with an alarm system to protect students at risk of elopement.

At Advocates for Children, a non-profit organization that has been warking to
protect the rights of New York City’s most vulnerable children for over 40 years, we
feel strongly that a comprehensive approach is necessary to keep safe youth who
may be tend towards wandering away from their schools. We support the targeted
use of alarms, but only as a piece of a larger plan. Reliance on one strategy alone, as
is the case in the bill before the Council now, is dangerous and will only serve as a
band-aid to the problem. Alone, alarms are unlikely to prevent another disaster like
NYC experienced {ast fall when Avonte Oquendo was able to leave his schoo!
unattended. We propose instead that solutions must be driven by individual
students’ needs and proclivities and adapted to unigue school situations taking into
consideration staffing, location, and building layouts. To be successful, any move to
protect students from elopement will also need to include targeted training of
school staff, improved communication within each school building and a variety of
carefully thought out preventive measures.

Unfortunately, staff from Advocates for Children will be unavailable to offer
testimony on Thursday, but we did want to make clear that while we fully support
moving 1o protect young students and students with autism or other disabilities that
may make them especially vulnerable in the outside world from being able to leave
their schools unsupervised and unprotected, we would recommend that the
proposal made by Councilman Cornegy be expanded to include a multi-faceted
approach to institutionalizing school safety.

151 West 30ch Street, Seh Floor ' New York, NY 10001 © Tet (212) 947-9779 ¢ Fax (212) 947-9790

wwwadvocatesforchildre norg



If you have any questions, feel free to reach out to me at (212) 822-9514, Randi
Levine at {212) 822-9532 or Maggie Moroff at (212) 822-9523.

Best,
M M
Kim Sweet

cc: Jan Atwell
Aysha Schomburg
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Good afternoon. My name is Carmen Alvarez, and I am the UFT’s vice president for special
education. On behalf of our president, Michael Mulgrew, and our 200,000 members, we want to
thank Speaker Mark-Viverito, Chairman Dromm and the City Council for the opportunity to testify

before you today.

I'd like to begin by commending you for your attention to the safety and security of New York City
students and by acknowledging Council Member Cornegy and the other sponsors of Int. 0131 for
raising the visibility of this critical issue. The UFT maintains a continual focus on safety in our
schools. Nearly 7,500 children in District 75 schools and over a thousand more attending
neighborhood schools have been diagnosed with autism and, as | know you realize, the incidence of
“running” is significantly higher among this group of children. However, we also have general
education students who are prone to “running.”

Teachers, paraprofessionals, guidance counselors, school safety supervisors and other UFT
members who work in New York City schools devote their lives to caring for students. We strongly
believe that school safety is a fundamental right for every student and staff member.

We know that protecting children who have a tendency to run, whether they are special education
or general education students, requires a comprehensive school-wide solution. Just last week, we
received a call from educators at school who were desperate for guidance and support concerning
this very question of how to deal with children who are “runners.” We told them what we will tell
you today: consistent and effective protocols, procedures and preparation are necessary to prevent
a child from running out of a school building in the first place. Placing alarms on the exit doors of all
elementary schools and all buildings that house District 75 programs, as Int. 0131 calls for, may
help in alerting school staff once a child has left the building. But that should just be one piece of an
overall plan. By the time an alarm sounds, it’s already too late.

A comprehensive safety plan that maximizes the value of all available technology should include
these elements:

IDENTIFYING STUDENTS AT RISK FOR RUNNING

Schools have a responsibility to identify students who are at risk for running, whether they are
special education or general education students. Schools should help these students understand the
dangers of running off and encourage appropriate and effective replacement behaviors.

Some schools send letters home to parents of children with autism, asking them if their children are

prone to running or wandering off. At a minimum, one of the top five questions for parents at IEP
1



meetings should be whether their child has exhibited this behavior. Likewise, if a staff member
notices that a child engages in this behavior at school, the parent should be notified.

While it’s easy to say that students at a risk of running should have that information clearly
indicated in their IEPs or behavior intervention plans, the reality is that running is not something
you can diagnose and it's not always known that a student is a runner until they actually run.
Furthermore, not all students with a history of running are special education students; general
education students will not have an IEP.

That's why communication and collaboration between parents and schools is critical, but it only
happens when there is a culture of trust and support. Some parents are hesitant to inform a school
about a past incident for fear that their son or daughter will not be admitted to the school or will be

isolated.
MAKING OTHERS AWARE OF “RUNNERS”

All school personnel, regardless of whether they have direct contact with students, should be made
aware of any students identified as at risk of running.

The UFT recommends that the city Department of Education immediately modify the “alerts”
checklist on the IEP cover page to add “elopement risk.” In addition, we strongly recommend that
the State Education Department consider adding a similar “alert” component on the first page of the

statewide IEP form.

It is also vital that IEPs are regularly updated and that teachers and administrators at any host
school to which the student travels have immediate access to that student’s IEP in the Special
Education Student Information System (SESIS). This summer, hundreds of children with autism
who have 12-month programs will travel to schools they don't normally attend to receive services.
Administrators and staff who have been informed that they are taking on additional students for
the summer have told us that because they don’t have information about these new children, they
cannot put the proper safety steps in place. It’s a problem waiting to happen.

Receiving schools must have access to the students’ IEPs through SESIS as soon as the summer
assignments are made and each staff member with IEP implementation responsibilities must be
informed about his or her role and review their students’ IEPs before the summer program beglns
This is an issue that needs to be addressed immediately.

The local NYPD precinct should also be informed about at-risk students, again with the full consent
of the parent or guardian and within FERPA guidelines, since they will take the lead in searching for

the student if he or she is reported missing.
PROTECTING AND SUPPORTING STUDENTS AT RISK

Once a student has been identified as at risk for running, the school and the child’s parents should
work together to ensure that additional assessments are conducted. With the results of these
assessments in hand, an IEP meeting should be convened to develop a behavior plan and goals and
determine the human and environmental supports needed to protect the child and help the child
learn appropriate behaviors. Relevant information about the student’s behaviors, triggers and
method of communication (if nonverbal) should be detailed in the IEP. Debriefing and assessing
after an incident can be particularly helpful to identify triggers and look for ways to prevent
situations from occurring in the future.



School administrators should take steps to ensure that a child who is a known runner is always
accompanied by a staff member who knows and understands their behavior, including during the
lunch period and transitions between rooms. These children should never be left unsupervised.

Schools can also discreetly provide school safety agents with photos of students who have been
identified as runners, so they can recognize those students in the hallways before they attempt to
leave the building. This measure can only be used with the full consent of the parent or guardian
and within Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) guidelines.

Paraprofessionals play a key role in supporting students who may wander or run off. First and
foremost, they work to ensure that the child is safe by keeping an eye on them. Consistent with the
child’s IEP goals, paraprofessionals also assist in teaching replacement behaviors and help the
student become as self-sufficient as possible.

Educators can teach these children about the dangers of running through “social stories” and
strategies like those employed in the “walk with me” program, which teaches instructions like “walk
with me” and “stop” and progressively introduces stimuli and distracters. The school and the parent
work with the student in using these strategies in different environments. Educators and parents
can set goals for students and conduct periodic reviews to see how well the student is doing.

One helpful tool being used by schools participating in the Institute for Understanding Behavior
initiative is called the Individual Crisis Management Plan. Schools develop these plans for their
students by analyzing their high-risk behaviors, identifying the triggers and other contributing
factors for those behaviors, and then helping the students develop coping skills to minimize those

behaviors.
TRAINING

Elopement is typically precipitated by a desire to get something, such as access or proximity to
something that the child finds interesting or stimulating, or to avoid something, such as a task that
the child cannot do or finds difficult or a stimulus such as a loud alarm or yelling that the child finds

undesirable.

Every staff member in a school building, from custodians to kitchen staff, should be trained in what
behaviors to watch for in children at risk of running and how to intervene when necessary. They
must also receive training in the behaviors of students with autism and how certain actions on their
part could escalate a situation, trigger exireme fear or anxiety in a child, or prompt a child to run off.

Staff members also need training in what to do when they see any child unsupervised and near an
exit. The school-based support team is an important resource in that regard. One particular worry
among some District 75 teachers is that their students “tailgate” behind other students who are
walking around - or out of - a school building. Everyone needs to be on the lookout for that type of
behavior. School doors and gates must be monitored and kept closed at all times.

PROPER STAFFING & SCHEDULING

Summer gives us an opportunity to reassess staffing and scheduling in our schools. Schools must
take steps to ensure that at-risk students are supervised during peak stress times ~ arrival at
school, lunch, trips to and from the cafeteria, transitioning from room to room in the building, and
at dismissal. Paraprofessionals assigned to provide one-to-one support for a child at risk of running



off are particularly important. Many schools use staff members to guard exit doors in large
gathering spaces such as cafeterias and auditoriums.

Summer is also an opportunity to reassess the number of school safety agents at a school and to
redeploy or bring in new agents as necessary. A school could also consider creating a building-
response team. Members of the team would walk the halls throughout the day and respond
immediately when an incident occurs.

USE OF VOLUNTARY IDENTIFICATION TOOLS AND TRACKING DEVICES

Many District 75 schools have already put in place strategles to keep track of students who are
prone to running. Some schools have explored discreet measures for identifying these students,
much in the same way they identify students who are diabetic or have severe peanut allergies. For
example, some schools have a tag that clips ontoa student’s shoelaces Schools should discuss the

various options with parents.

Parents and caregivers also have the option of using tracking technology for students who may run.
U.S. Sen. Charles Schumer has advocated using federal grant funding to pay for ID bracelets that
include GPS technology or emit radio frequencies that would allow law enforcement to locate the
children in the event they wander off, similar to the devices used with people who have Alzheimer’s

disease.
TARGETED USE OF ALARMS AND CAMERAS

Many of our members also support using alarms on doors and surveillance cameras in the halls as
part of a larger comprehensive safety plan, but not as a stand-alone mechanism without tailoring to

each school building.

If used correctly, alarms and cameras can be important tools. But alarms must be part of a
comprehensive system of monitoring throughout the day, ideally with a surveillance camera system
that is integrated with the access control system.

Alarms need to be monitored to ensure that every alarm that sounds triggers a response. As we all
know, an alarm can’t prevent a student from opening a door and leaving a building; it can only tell
you when someone has left. {Alarms also need to be monitored by cameras to deter tampering.) If a
student has managed to leave a school, a quick response to the alarm and immediate information on
the location of the alarm are essential. Similarly, surveillance cameras can help schools respond
quickly if a student is seen to be leaving a building, but only if those cameras are momtored atall

tlmes

It may make the most sense for security agents to have the primary responsibility for monitoring
alarms and cameras, possibly with aides or even parent volunteers playing a supporting role.
Ideally, the central station would allow for remote monitoring as a backup to in-person monitoring
Key people in each school would need to have access to the technology. Rapid communication
among school employees in the event of an incident is also essential. To facilitate that, many schools
have strategically placed radios and walkie-talkies in classrooms and with certain school personnei

in case of emergency.

Alarms or other passive security systems that aren’t wired to a central monitoring system are .
neither practical nor effective. That's one of the lessons our school system learned in the early
1990s when the Department of Education experimented with door alarms in response to a series



school shootings and stabbings. A public outcry led to putting alarms on many high school doors.
This program fell victim to hardware malfunctions and vandalism, resulting in many false alarms to
the NYPD and FDNY. This problem of constantly ringing alarms became more disruptive than

helpful.

Since many of our school buildings are old, environmental protocols also require the School
Construction Authority to probe walls for asbestos and lead before they can be drilled into;
remediation may be necessary. Staff who will be using the technology must be trained and
scheduled so that someone is always monitoring the feeds. Funding and personnel must be in place
to maintain and repair the technology. Some school districts outside of NYC even contract out to
security companies that offer video and alarm monitoring management services.

There needs to be a more thoughtful analysis of how security systems can best protect the safety of
our students while they are at school. The proposed five-year capital plan includes $100 million for
safety and security enhancements that include network-based video surveillance, ID-card access
control and radio communication. This funding offers an opportunity to loock more closely at these
issues, particularly in buildings with District 75 students.

It’s also worth noting that since a loud sound such as an alarm, a siren or even a large crowd can be
a ‘trigger’ that causes a child with autism to panic and flee, schools may need to consider
nontraditional approaches to an alarm system. For example, if a child with autism has an extreme
reaction to loud bells or buzzers, the autism advocacy community strongly supports replacing those
alarms with another manner of notification, such as a silent alarm or systems that text teachers and
staff. The autism advocacy community also says that visual supports such as a large red STOP sign
on a door can be an effective method of stopping a student.

REQUIRE DOE & NYPD TO DEVELOP SCHOOL-SPECIFIC PROTOCOLS

School-specific protocols should be developed and reviewed annually by the city Department of
Education, the NYPD and the School Leadership Team, which includes the principal, parents,
teachers and, for some schools, students. At that time, a decision can be made about what type of
security measures should be installed, taking into consideration the physical layout of the building,
whether it is a co-located school, and the needs of that particular school’s student body and other
factors. For campuses that house multiple co-located schools, the School Leadership Team of each
school should be involved in this process. The review of and training in these protocols for school
staff is best done each year before students arrive in the fall.

Schools and their local precincts should hold regular safety and security meetings and establish
working relationships. Doing so would create opportunities to develop response and information-
sharing protocols involving law enforcement and the school.

We also believe that the DOE should review its missing student protocols once a year. Updates
should be made as needed, and the latest information should be passed along to every school. A
yearly review would also provide the DOE with an opportunity to identify and circulate examples of
effective models and best practices. For example, many schools have learned that running after a
student can escalate a situation and instead have created protocols to fan out, follow and close in by
using walkie-talkies to relay locations, lock doors and block stairwells to prevent a student from

leaving the building.



MODIFYING BUILDING LAYOUTS & DESIGN

Every school building presents its own unique challenges. Some buildings empty into fenced-in
courtyards and enclosed play spaces, while others empty right onto heavily trafficked streets.
What's more, some school interiors are designed to funnel students into main hallways and big
foyers that feature several sets of doors, while others feature narrow and winding hallways that are
hard to monitor and that exit right onto the sidewalk outside.

When it comes to planning new school buildings, consideration should be given to creating
architectural barriers, both inside and out, to prevent students from leaving campus unattended.
While not violating building codes and laws, these barriers can make it difficult for children to leave

a school without being noticed.

Architectural barriers can also be added to existing buildings wherever possible. Schools typically
have many vulnerable areas that make it easy to for students to hide, including stairwells, blind
hallways and rooms such as auditoriums that typically have egress doors. A school’s school safety
committees and School Leadership Team should conduct regular walk-throughs to reevaluate and
find solutions for site-specific issues.

The DOE and the School Construction Authority should consider a pilot program in a few school
buildings with District 75 students to assess if cost-effective modifications consistent with building
and fire codes could be made that would make it more difficult for students to run off. These are
tough issues with the other safety concerns in a school that the building’s design must
accommodate. Making changes to existing buildings is, of course, challenging, but the design for
new school buildings should immediately explore these issues.

ADDITIONAL THOUGHTS

There are many moving parts in any school system, but particularly in a system as large as ours.
That means individual schools can’t do this important work without help and support from all of us.
A comprehensive student safety plan hinges on consistent policies, procedures and protocols from
the city DOE. At the school level, for the plan to be effective, everyone in a school building as well as
parents and law enforcement should be informed and engaged.

The UFT looks forward to working with Speaker Viverito, Council Member Dromm, Council Member
Cornegy and the bill's other sponsors as a partner in ensuring that our students are kept safe at all
times. Thank you again for spotlighting this critical issue.

H##
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Good morning, my name is John Khani, Assistant Director of Political Affairs at the
Council of School Supervisors and Administrators (CSA), and on behalf of the nearly 16,000
members of CSA, | want to thank Chairman Dromm and the members of the committee for this
opportunity express our thoughts on this important issue.

Before | speak another word | want to be clear: The CSA commitment to the heaith and
safety of our students and staff is non-negotiable. Our members are directly responsible for
ensuring a safe environment and we will always look closely at any attempt to improve security.
As school bdilding administrators, the security of our school fire doors both to prevent
unauthorized exits and unwanted visits from unauthorized visitors is a constant challenge.

Yet, despite our best efforts and commitment nearly every school has found a door
check not operating properly causing a door not to completely close or a child who has left the

school without permission.,

That is why CSA welcomed the amendment to Section 528 of the City Charter in 2006
which called for the installation of security cameras in New York City Public Schools.
Unfortunately the 2006 amendment did not mandate cameras in every school but in locations
where the chancellor deems such cameras to be appropriate.

So here we are, after eight years and the tragedy of Avonte Oquendo, too many of our
schools are still in need of the security cameras, and we now looking add “Avonte’s Law” to the
charter. This legislation, Intro 0131-2014, would require the Department of Education to equip
all exit doors with an alarm system in elementary school buildings and buildings that
accommodate district 75 programs.

We are pleased this legisiation includes the caveat which requires the Chancellor to
consult with the Principal before deciding if the door alarms should be installed.,

Clearly any legislation designed to ensure the safety and even the lives of our students
and staff, is welcomed. However, before moving forward, we would like to discuss come
concerns we have about the implementation of the new law.

For example:

Most elementary schools are assigned a single School Safety Agent (SSA), so assuming
the alarm is audible who will respond when it sounds? How do we ensure the SSA is able to
hear and identify the location of each alarm? if and when the School Safety Agent does leave
the desk, who will relieve the agent who has responded to the alarm?



Ideally the door alarms would work best as part of a comprehensive School Safety Plan.
However, knowing that someone made an unauthorized departure from the school building is
not enough. Cameras are needed to identify the person who exited unauthorized and allow the
SSA (or whoever is monitoring the cameras) to take the next step in responding.

Other concerns from our members include:

e Will the classes near an exit be interrupted by loud noises or will it scare the
younger students?

* Wil staff be able to disarm the alarms if they are leaving and returning from an
outdoor activity?

» Wil there be funds available to train additional personnel to monitor the
cameras?

* When implemented, will there be additional SSA’s to monitor the alarms and
doors?

In conclusion, we support the goals of Intro 0131-2014 but we have concerns about the
implementation. Some schools have already purchased door alarms and have implemented the
system before the law has been ratified and our research shows that the system can work when
the School Safety Team is on the same page. Where it is working, all staff members have
deputized themseives to respond. It is not enough to let Administration and Schoo! Safety to
have the sole responsibility.

This cannot be another unfunded mandate that advocates for something that is good
and needed but never reaches the potential of what it was designed to do because of lack of
funding. An alarm to alert us to an unauthorized exit is only part of the solution. There must be
cameras to document the cause of an alarm and to deter unauthorized departures and
sufficient staff must be assigned and trained to make it work.

We are committed to working with the DOE to proactively insure the safety of students
and staff, '
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TESTIMONY FROM DARLENE BOSTON, ORGANIZER, BEDFORD-STUYVESANT
CHAPTER, STUDENTSFIRSTNY, IN SUPPORT OF INTRO 0131, “AVONTE’S LAW"

My name is Darlene Boston and I'm the organizer for the Bedford-Stuyvesant chapter of
StudentsFirstNY. Councilmember Cornegy, thank you so much for the opportunity to speak
today. [ am a constituent, the parents whom I organize are constituents, and we are all
proud that you're playing a leadership role on this important issue. I'd also like to thank
the other 45 sponsors of the bill.

[ am here today in a number of roles. First, I'm here to represent the hundreds of Bed-Stuy
parents actively involved with StudentsFirstNY, and the thousands of StudentsFirstNY
parents in chapters all around the City. Our parents volunteer their time to fight for a
better education for every child, and they have spoken out strongly in favor of the Audible
Alarms bill. A number of them joined me this morning on the steps and they are here in the
Chamber to show their support. ‘

Our Bed-Stuy parents have seen too many children leave school through unsecured,
unalarmed school doors. Tania Pierre, the President of our Bed-Stuy chapter, found her 4
year-old son on the street by his school. He had left his pre-k program and wandered out.
He’s a smart kid, but he’s also four years old. And with the Mayor’s new Pre-K plan, we're
going to have many more young kids in school buildings who have never been in settings
like that before. Thankfully Tania’s son made it home safe, but our school safety policy
shouldn’t be luck. We’ve seen the tragedies. We must put a stop to this.

On top of being a parent organizer, I'm also a mother of three.

My youngest son Shaqueil is autistic and non-verbal. He attended PS 305. One of my
biggest worries everyday was Shaqueil’s safety at school. I worried that he would wander
out of school and be in danger.

As the parent of an autistic child or the parent of a young child entering pre-K, one of the
scariest things you can do is entrust their safety to the City of New York. But as parents we
do this on a daily basis and hope for the best.

As the mom of an autistic child, and-as an organizer who talks to public school parents all
day, every day, | implore you to pass the Audible Alarms bill. I don’t want to hope for the
best, and gamble with the safety of any more precious young lives.

Adding alarms to NYC public school doors should be a no-brainer. It is the City's
responsibility to protect my child when he’s at school. We have seen the danger of students
wandering out. We've seen tragic ends, and many more stories that could have met tragic
ends. Please pass this bill to protect our kids and meet your responsibility to parents like
myself.

Thank you.



My name is Kirsten Phillips. [ am a former D75 classroom teacher. | am writing to you today to express
my sincere gratitude that a rally is being held to equip schoo! doors of vulnerable students with alarms. |
am in full support of this movement because it has recently cost me my passion, my job and my
livelihood. | wish to share my story with you to illustrate that the impact of such a change will not only
preserve the safety of our most vulnerable students but also the dedicated professionals who have
been given the responsibility of protecting them.

On the afternoon of January 24th, 2014 | accompanied an autistic student from a downstairs cafeteria
restroom where he had been abandoned by his paraprofessional. Although | was officially on a
scheduled prep, | quickly escorted him into my classroom and closed the door behind him once he'd
stepped inside. Not half an hour later, | was informed by my assistant principal that | had a "missing
student”. Completely in shock, I returned to my classroom to find that the student had not left the
building but had been found in an adjacent classroom unattended. He had been found by another
paraprofessional but before he could be returned to my classroom, my assistant principal heavily
questioned those who were officially responsible for his whereabouts but no one claimed responsibility
for seeing him leave the classroom. The student, being autistic, was accustomed to spending that
portion of his schedule in an adjacent room. However, due to a change in the schedule on that day, that
particular room was empty. The student simply followed his usual routine, went into the empty
classroom and waited until he was found by another paraprofessional.

At no time was the student in any danger. At no time did he leave the floor of his present classroom. At
no time did he leave the building or even approach the front door of the building.

In addition, at no time was the student’s parent ever made aware of the incident.

Because none of the four adults in my classroom claimed responsibility or knowledge of the student’s
whereabouts, the blame fell on me. As an untenured teacher, | was given virtually no protection from
the severe consequences handed to me by the superintendent. Although 1 appealed and pleaded my
innocence, | was shown no leniency. Despite the fact that | followed protocol, because of the remarks
made against me | was temporarily reassigned, isolated from my students and colleagues and finally
terminated from my position. | meant no harm and did no harm.

| have been taken away from the students and job | have grown to love. | have been removed from a
profession | have devoted years of hard work, time and money to and it saddens me to even write of
this injustice. | have given the last five years of my life to serving students with autism and their families
to the best of my professional ability and, sadly, due to the current zeitgeist of the Oquendo tragedy, my
voice has no impact. The safety of our students is vital and change must be imminent! Even the most
diligent of educators can miss a student slipping outside a door. This must not be allowed to ha ppen.
The district has put in place several safety measures and practiced mandatory lockdown procedures in
case of emergency. These steps are to be lauded but they are clearly not enough to prevent further
incidents.
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Testimony before New York City Council
Committee on Education

Thursday June 12, 2014

Good morning Chairman Dromm, members of the Committee on Education, Council Members, committee
staff, and guests.

My name is Pat Barrientos; I serve as the External Affairs Coordinator for Quality Services for the Autism
Community, otherwise known as QSAC.

We are a New York City and Long Island based organization, founded by a group of parents, in 1978. Since
then, QSAC has grown significantly and provides person-centered services to more than 1,600 children and
adults with autism. We also provide support services for parents and siblings.

Earlier this year, I testified in support of a package of legislation that revolved around the issue of GPS
technology, which was in response to the case of Avonte Oquendo. In that testimony, I stated that GPS
technology should be used in coordination with other precautionary measures that parents and service
providers have in place, coupled with valuable community-based trainings for parents and caregivers.

Requiring the Department of Education to equip all exit doors with an alarm system in all elementary school
buildings and all buildings accommodating District 75 programs falls within the category of “other
precautionary measures.”

That is why QSAC lends its support to Council Member Cornegy’s bill, Introduction 131.

The case of Avonte Oquendo, brought to light the fear that many parents of a child or adult with
autism have on a daily basis- whether at home, school, a neighborhood store or a family outing - the fear of
their child “eloping,” otherwise known as wandering, bolting or running is very real.

According to a study conducted by the Interactive Autism Network through the Kennedy Krieger Institute,
forty-nine (49%) percent of children with an autism spectrum disorder tried to run off at least once after they
reached the age of four (4).

In that same study fifty-eight (58%) percent of parents stated eloping was the most stressful behavior they
encountered. Further, the study also highlighted children between the ages of four (4) and seven (7) with
autism were four (4) times more likely to wander away than children of the same age without autism. That
number doubles to eight (8) times between the ages of seven (7) and ten (10).

When it comes to children with autism, especially in a school setting, all precautionary measures must be
taken to ensure the safety of children with autism — even if that means installing an alarm system.

As an organization that has served the autism community for more than thirty-six (36) years, Introduction
131 means a great deal to the families we serve throughout New York City. Introduction 131 would provide
for another layer of safety for the autism community.
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Since 1978, QSAC has been trusted by families, on a daily basis, not only to provide high quality services for
their loved ones, but also trusted to keep their children safe.

Community based organizations like QSAC can provide valuable insight and guidance to ensure the success
of new programs that seek to assist families in protecting their loved ones. We look forward to working with
Council Member Cornegy and members of this committees, as together we ensure the safety and well-being
of children with autism.

Thank You.
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Testimony for Avont,

fune 12, 2014

Dear City Council Members:

| am Valerie V. Williams, a mother of a Special Needs child, and District 75 Citywide
Educational Council Member.

This should be a NO BRAINER FOR THE ENTIRE CITY, Mayor De Blasio, and especially
NYC Department of Education. The fact that this law was not unanimously passed, and that
a hearing has to be conducted makes me wonder about the value of a life.

In this case not only one life, but eight lives - there have been seven District 75 children
reported missing since October 2014 - and one 4 year old from General Education that just
walked away from their schools. Where was the Paraprofessional supervision?

Why is this a question of finances?
At $35,000 per student in Special Education, 189,046 Special Education Students in NYC
DOE and the Special Education budget of $ 3.4 Billion dollars (What is the problem?)

One life has been lost, and the prevention of another life being lost is in the NYC DOE'’s
capability and in true fashion they are once again dragging their feet. NYC DOE has been
labeled “The Most Racist Educational System in the Country” and now they are also going for
the title of “The Most Neglect” . If Avonte's law does not pass, then it will show the world that
NYC DOE is not only racist, but they value money more than they do human lives.

Stncerely,

Valerie Williams
DISTRICT 75 CITYWIDE EDUCATIONAL COUNCIL MEMBER
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T I WLy P M*ﬁma!%ﬂ&mmm - st

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Res. No.

\Eﬂin favor [ in opposition
L1z

Date:

=

(PLEASE RRINT)
Name: SQ‘V\ @

' D’Z,ZA D
Addresm:

I represent: F\K WE V\_ES \_S\‘-\,..:DM .

Addreas: _&QS %0\\7“'\ \ S&e \qQQ A NAC‘

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms

¢




“'THE COUNCIL,
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ...~ Res. No.
in favor [] in opposition

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT) .

| Name: C//l/f/)c,ﬂ/ MO N G—Oﬂ/it, sy,
Address: ,l,é) MA—OIS onJ . S/ 474/
lrep:.;;em: AEL  Nordl Ciy (‘DUJC:GJG of il
Address: -QO\O \\ ?OD Sh~ NN I}

L L ._-\.ﬂ..--nA' .

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

A

i e . 2y

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. '_L:))_é__-.Res., No. ﬁ

Pl/in favor [J in opposition
Date; -

(PLEASE PRINT)

N.me K LIRO220L0
.. Address:. lfé‘) Mﬂwﬂz\ AO

1 represent: CAMMUNITY EDucArion/ <o 3{v-WNYIC
Address: /0 %A[:/UT_S IO

Fomom " T ————— -
LR N TR, . o, . R R P s ST ST s

" IHE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW\ORK B

Appearance Card

- I intend to appear and speak-on Int. No. _,B—_ Res. No. _
i in favor [ in opposition

Date: Q // /5/

PRINT)

Name: . -‘j’/‘QS/‘JU& df4 2,[ o
. Address: /l/é [ YA J?’V«T

I represent: becpg GQ S:I'U‘J UZSCV‘& MQL’J F}?@Gm:f?/ne‘ r
Address: 89‘ Z—-e L’V‘/J AVQ b?ynﬂg/r\ /U)/

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘ »




. Addresa

S s oy St T

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ______ Res. No.
[ infavor [J in opposition

Date:
— (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: JF/{,M— '{ [7(0 74
Address: g/ ! LFQ @

I represent: {'/IF T

o Addreaa —— 9 )‘ . /g’w C/ (/f//zf

.- ClL T S r s = e L gt et k2 AR T g s
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ___ ___ Res. No.
[J infavor [J in opposition )

Date:

71'\/ _ (PLEASE PRINT), _ S ,
Name: pﬂ&ﬁ"”l O/ 6 PP I

Address: //C”% QM'HQ(/V‘?( 7 e o] g
ol T

0
;
§

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

T intend to appear argysk onInt. No. -~ . - _ Res. No. _
infavor [ in opposition - :

. Date: J
(PLEASE PRINT)

.4 Name: Q‘/\/ TG.OMA.QM \QJDJ
Address: 1 1% %a.dm@%é?_, %@ H 233

1 represent: @tOC)\l(-ulL/ A"Wﬁx (//(’)/W_
Address: ‘556/L€(—«-/J._M &ﬁ/\ /Vl;f /IJL 03

. Please complgthu card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms .. ‘ .




“THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

/ A—ppearance Card

Res. No. _

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No.
“ [0 infavor (] in opposition

Date:

i (PLEASE PRINT)
Name jﬂﬂﬁ-l‘f 7’3‘[ ﬁv ‘g
Addrens: L’SZE’ 7%(»‘!(“(7-9 M
1 represent; p S 106 /') 7 /57‘\
w 'A‘ddresai“ /Rh %/MﬂaLIW /Wi

; " THE COUNCIL _ o
" THE CITY OF NEW YORK . -~

Appearance Card

~ .- I intend to appear and speak on Int. No.. — Res. No.._-
‘ fd-inrfaver . [] in opposition

Date:

T /(//E S P (PLEASE pnmr) J’@m&c
Address: /é?’/)/‘/ﬂﬂof)df(/??ﬂ/ Ax o Sule M

-1 represent: /V\L/SM P-g 83

THE COUNC[L
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Iintend to appear and speak on Int. No, _{ 2% Res. No.
if infavor [ in opposition
Date: _16",1' 'L{

(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: K‘(S‘L’f\ phl”w’f

Address: _ 149 @Y\claf ¢- A«ﬂ'i Ekl\/n MY 11291

I represent: Se ['G

- ‘ '
Address: t

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘ J



Viﬁﬁijﬁﬁﬂjiww‘“‘ul-mwww
- THE CITY-OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Y

. I'intend to appear and speak onlInt: No. .£3/ __ Res. No.
B, in faver [} in opposition
| ﬁaﬁ¢

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT) -

.. Name: pCL_{" IG)CLr 'e,[/\’)-‘os
Address: .

I represent: QSHC-
\{ \00 o

THE CooNaL
" THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

~ Lintend to appear and speak on Int. No. ______- . - Res. No.
' / O infavor [ in opposition

, ’('(7}/’{ a L Date: .
Name: _S sDE\V\/ %h@d EA&E/?RINT)V A

Address:. -
3 veprevns: TCE, Ly

 Addrdie. —— N umm
- THE COUNCIL R

THE CITY OF NEW YORK'

Appearance Card

‘I'intend to appear-and speak on Int. No: _______ Res. No.
' O in favor in opposition :

. Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)

o Qe L WS M%"T o ep
Address: . .

lrepresent{ ur
Address: . g_B ﬁ/(c,'fo/vg,q{ /W‘{]’ y‘/ f

: ’ " Please complete this card and return-to the Sergeant-at-Arms - ‘ .




Wi 0 VG a e THE CO[]-,NCI_I_.J._.:—..'-_- ST S T i
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ______ Res. No.
[] infavor [J in opposition

Date:
{PLEASE PRINT)

Name: Car”"P/I 'q{ylffP'Z! Vie 6P d{"n{ £ ?p{b},/&qﬁ
Address:

I represent: uFT
_ Addresw: __ S)@/quww /V{ W fO’('JaL[ _ —

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK -

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ____ Res. No.
0 in faver [J in opposition

Date:
{PLEASE PRINT)

Name: ’wﬂ{ g _Ger ar I D 7?«6&?@& N

Address:

I represent: Lli ! ‘

Address: (/fl/:T 9 > rﬁ/@qﬂ,bvg../ M /P/ /0(/(1{% _

"~ THE COUNCIL
 THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _____ Res. No..
- O infaver ™ [J in epposition

Date:

vome: il S

. Address:
"I represent: D fE

Address: -

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



"THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. __ Res. No.
[ infavor [J in opposition

Date:

(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: 2 ’OUU\ NA UKW(\ N SAA W

Address: ' \%\‘{’\?\\{(\ {Q‘i

I represent: Dbe | -

Add:én /0 %

L em R B o RS AR

THE COUNCIL =~
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ___ __ Res. No.
[] infavor [J in opposition

" ) | Date: 6/ I)' // 4

{PLEASE PRINT)

Name: S«K\Oh(hm( Geend el

Address: -
L represent: Q205" Commbee & (Chldeen
_Address: - —
- THE COUNCIL
- THE CITY-OF NEW YORK
Appearance Card
1 intend to. appear and speak on Int. No. _. . . Res. No.

T in favor [ in opposition

Date;

g . (PLEASE PRINT) - 1
. Name; /‘Q Liem (41’/\-/']_—_"

 pddeens A2 L pmnox A

I represent: -7_{’& {3"2’ “lzﬁ lf_ 9’1# #ﬁ:’b—/é /"--\

Address: l L

’ Please complete.this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms - -

-




THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on:Int. No. .. Res. No. _.___
o ;@)1:1 favor [] in opposition
. Date:

(PLEASE PRINT)

. Name: . )///ff!?, ///// _E’_ﬁ' . S L
Address: . t"”i /7 ] A I /{Xﬁ

-. . I represent: 7)75" /}'i—‘/’/ e : .

T THE COUNCIL |
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. 213/ Res. No.
%] in favor [J in opposition

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: (DlAﬂ (-(”\\é’ ?OQ‘B’\)

Address: ""r ””76\/1’\/ LA‘V‘-—Q - f?m lc‘Cv\) Y J=21>
I represent: S-[/"O(O/-(} S f:( s f\/\/
Address: QL(V— ’:}-{4 4 Solt ; \}jyf\rl’__f"oa(

e a i s e »-:.-ﬂ.!m Pty o =

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

" Appearance Card

T intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _13_)_ Res. No.

in favor [J in opposition

Date: (_0[ }Z-! “—[

(PLEASE_PRINT)
Nane:.. Mm MWMark Q@?fﬂ/ﬂf&fo
addeess: _(0_E. UM SE 4p zu/c, AN _[O/2K
1 represent: ﬂd:f’fma/ Autarsn I4§SOC /VS/ Mﬂ/‘l/d (&‘?Okr\
Address: _ Syt -

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



THE COUNCIL

" * THE CITY OF NEW YORK - -

Appearance Card

- Lintend to appear/and speak-on Int::No. f'_72L_._ Res. No.
- - -/ M in favor* [J in opposition

.Date: i

(PLEASE PRINT) v

Name: (\(AWA l/}{)f(uﬂﬂrm i .
... Address: 230 Wi REN Mye 10018 . o
I represent:. Abﬁ)!f"‘ S \’NCJG '
aadpaen___NYC +ledwlc

T ——

 THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

“Tintend.to appear and speak on Int. No.__-.___ .. ‘Res. No.,

% in favor [J in opposition / l
. Date: / &

(PLEA PRINT)
.Name:. 370””! FP r‘:;:}ef-e
Address:. L Y45 k’;ﬂfﬁ'\?/ﬂt way e

. L represent: ﬁ-‘j(?h fp Qfﬁn{‘f?)s)//)

L Addreu
e T, _,ﬁl‘g.w,,zq#, BT S BN, it R o D MQ’“:_A‘E%’WM

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card
I intend to appear and spegk-on Int. Noo_l_g__O_"o?_U! %es No.

favor [ in oppositien

Dale 6 / / 2’/ / y
K }\ (PLEASE PRINT)

Name: ﬂ/\’\ ‘ ‘U\t AS‘;‘{D‘( Wri/;{i’fé,/f?c{ﬁ‘/f
Address: ‘7'0 «E(‘?LOI' S‘{‘ /VKT C

I represent: COL\ h(, / CI‘LS‘-AU"/ f"tp\/ ‘i A"Ilv\,n- CS‘A'

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



THE COUNC[L SE—

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No, O1 2 | Res. No.
)Z"\in favor [ in opposition
Date: © [ i D ( \LT/

____(PLEASE PRINT)
Nane: MG\\FV\ XG\ SOy —

Address: '? { CX\'BJKCLDM ,’\ /L){
Scvmere Lalleg - Sa gpe e~
CJ . \

by THE CITY OF NEW YORK
Wy /71/4,\

< 71)&/ 'féfw‘ o 7 A ppearance Card

- .Lintend to appear and ’sip}k- onInt. Noc.-._ - Re i Lo
- /12 nfavor [J in opposntlon /
7 Date & /% ,\ / L'p
L (PLEASE PRINT)
. Name: SOM ai sz ~/ u_// [ -f
Addrew: 9D~ D L’/ (‘7)//’7%/( é e %‘-

1 represent:. LS ;‘7 £ 4-’4 M{_,&flo
Address: . {bwm —1-—]%‘//’/\///3

T THE coUNaL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I represent:

i "

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ___ Res. No.
{] infaver [ in opposition

Date:

Name: g}ﬂ /QXQ\/ ( mg’&?

Addreaa: e 3 W

El . e complete this card and{- ;:-:Zo the %rgeam-at Arms ‘




