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PROPOSED INT. 489-B
By: Ferreras, Kallos, Gentile, Koo, and Palma.
TITLE:
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to notices of violation returnable to the environmental control board and to repeal subparagraph (j) of paragraph one of subdivision d of section 1049-a of the New York city charter, relating to the execution of environmental control board judgments by sheriffs.
ADMINISTRATIVE CODE:
Adds a new section §11-136 to the Administrative Code of the city of New York and repeals §1049-a(d)(1)(j) of the New York City Charter.
I. BACKGROUND

Beginning in the 1970s, the City and the State legislature established a policy that would transfer various quality-of-life offenses, such as littering, peddling, air, noise, sanitary and health code violations, from the Criminal Court to certain administrative tribunals, including the Environmental Control Board (“ECB”).

The ECB was created in 1977 in order for seemingly minor violations to receive the time and expertise they need for adjudication.
 The ECB is an administrative tribunal that adjudicates hearings on notices of violation for various quality-of-life infractions.
 The ECB does not issue notices of violations. Rather, notices of violation are issued by other City agencies which are also responsible for establishing enforcement policies, employing inspectors or agents, and directing, controlling or otherwise influencing where, when, or to whom notices are issued.  
Examples of quality-of-life infractions for which notices of violation are issued include:
· Dirty sidewalk;

· Unleashed dog;

· Loitering;

· Noise;

· Public indecency;

· Rollerblading or motorcycling in a forbidden area;

· Sidewalk obstruction;

· Rodent and pest control;

· Defacement of property; and

· Amount, location and nature of hazardous substances, and the labeling of hazardous substances.

Thirteen different City agencies write quality-of-life tickets and file them with ECB for adjudication:

Business Integrity Commission (BIC) 
Department of Buildings (DOB) 
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) 
Fire Department (FDNY)
Department of Health & Mental Hygiene (DOHMH) 
Department of Information Technology and Telecommunications (DoITT) 
Landmarks Preservation Commission (LPC) 
Department of Parks  & Recreation (DPR) 
Police Department (NYPD) 
Department of Sanitation  (DSNY) 
Department of Small Business Services (SBS) 
Department of Transportation (DOT)
II. ECB Adjudication

There are two types of notices of violation sent to the ECB by issuing agencies for adjudication: 1) compliance violations, which require corrective action, and 2) non-compliance violations, which require the payment of a fine, but no corrective action. Both require a hearing for adjudication, but 90% of the outstanding ECB docketed judgments are non-compliance violations.

A respondent
 may answer a notice of violation from an issuing agency for a type of violation under ECB’s purview by one of two ways: 1) paying the ticket (on-line, by mail, or in person); or 2) having a hearing before an ECB hearing officer (in person, live, on-line or mail).
  If a respondent chooses to have a hearing, hearing dates are set no later than 60 after the issuance of a notice of violation.
 After the conclusion of the hearing, the hearing officer will issue a decision and order.
  The decision and order will either find that the notice of violation must be dismissed, that the charges on the notice of violation could not be upheld (not in-violation), or that the charges on the notice of violation could be upheld (in violation). If the respondent is found to be in-violation then the ECB hearing officer will set a penalty. 
If a respondent fails to either pay the ticket on time or fails to appear or proceed at a hearing, then the respondent will be in default. Upon default, the hearing officer or board will render a decision and order in the absence of the respondent, which will take effect immediately.
 Notice of such order is sent to the respondent. 
If the notice of violation does not have any of the below pieces of information, it is considered to have a fatal defect and must be dismissed:
i. name of respondent;

ii. date of violation;

iii. place of occurrence of the violation; and 
iv. the section of law or rule violated and a brief description of the violation.

In Fiscal Year 2014 (“FY 2014”), the ECB received 566,000 notices of violation from issuing-agencies for adjudication. Of these, 195,000 hearings were conducted on the notices of violation. The average time for these hearings between ECB hearing assignment to decision and order was 6 days with 99% of decision and orders issued within 45 business days of hearing.

As seen from the graphs below, DSNY issued the greatest number of notices of violations (to be distinguished from amount owed) in FY 2014, followed by DOB and FDNY.  
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As seen from the graph below, in FY 2014, over 43% of cases adjudicated at the ECB were dismissed. 
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Source: Office of Administrative Trials and Hearings

III. Docketing ECB Judgments

Once a default judgment is entered or a respondent is found to be in-violation (guilty) and found to owe a penalty, the ECB sends request-for-payment notices to the respondent. If a respondent was found in default, the respondent is responsible for paying the base fine, any default penalty (which varies by issuing agency), and interest on the fine and penalty which begins accruing immediately.  If a respondent was found to be in-violation after a hearing, the respondent is responsible for paying the base fine, but interest will not begin to accrue until and if the judgment is docketed.

The ECB dockets default judgments in civil court when respondents fail to remit payment.
 Once the judgment is docketed, a lien is placed on the respondent’s real property and the City may use other enforcement tools available to it for collection, as set forth in the New York Civil Practice Law and Rules and the New York City Civil Court Act.
  After the judgment is docketed in civil court, then the ECB forwards those cases to DOF for collection.
 Ninety percent of the ECB judgments that are sent to DOF for collection are default judgments (as opposed to cases where the respondent appeared for the hearing, but then did not pay the resulting fine).

IV.  DOF Collection Efforts of ECB Judgments

Pursuant to a Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) entered into by DOF and the ECB on January 17, 2002, DOF is responsible for collecting default and in-violation ECB judgments.
  According to an audit performed by the New York City Comptroller in 2009 regarding DOF’s collection efforts of ECB/DOB violations, the MOU outlines criteria and enforcement tools that DOF may use for the successful collection of ECB judgments.  The Committee is not in receipt of the MOU. 

According to the New York City Financial Management System, in Fiscal Year 2014, DOF collected $41.5 million in outstanding ECB judgments.  However, it is not clear if the amount collected was from ECB judgments entered in Fiscal Year 2014, or includes judgments entered in previous years. 

On June 30, 2014, at the request of the Finance Committee, DOF submitted a report to the Council detailing the amount of outstanding ECB judgments sought for collection by DOF. According to that report, and as demonstrated in the charts below, to date, there is $1.48 billion in outstanding ECB judgments.  Of this amount, $350 million is interest and $1.23 billion (approximately 83%) is debt that is more than 2 years old.
 Moreover, while DSNY has issued the greatest number of notices of violation, notices of violation issued by DOB have the greatest amount of outstanding judgments. By law, the ECB cannot write off outstanding ECB debt for 8 years from the date the judgment is docketed.
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In that report, DOF cited several reasons for the high amount of outstanding debt: 
1) There is no unique identifier for the violations to properly identify a respondent, such as a name, Social Security number, or property address;
2) The names of the offenders are often unknown, so the ticket issuers simply write “Owner of…” on the ticket where an individual respondent’s name should be, however the respondent may not be the owner of the property at which the violation occurred; 
3) Misspellings on the violation (many of the violations are handwritten);
4) Businesses often go out of business and reincorporate with a new name to avoid judgments; and
5) Violations are written to an incorrect name or entity that has no legal connection to the property.
In addition, to increase the success of its collection efforts, DOF recommended: 
1) Requiring ticket-issuing agencies to give a unique identifier to the violator when name is unknown;
2) Allowing agencies to suspend or not grant or renew licenses until ECB debt is satisfied;
3) Giving the ECB greater enforcement tools;  
4) Allowing DOF to offer settlements; and
5) Examining ECB’s write off policy, which is statutorily set at 8 years.

Since DOF’s report focused on the amount of debt outstanding, rather than DOF’s collection practices or success rates (i.e., percentage collected, length of time for collection, enforcement tools used, etc), DOF’s success rate for collecting docketed ECB judgments is unknown to the Council. What is known is that, even after DOF’s efforts, there is $1.48 billion in outstanding judgments.
Moreover, the data does not provide information on the total amount of judgments issued by the ECB as compared to the total amount of outstanding judgments; the total amount collected by DOF for ECB judgments; the length of time for successful collection efforts of such judgments; or the enforcement efforts used to collect such debt.  The lack of this information makes it difficult to ascertain the success of DOF’s collection efforts of ECB judgments.
1. DOF’s enforcement tools

Pursuant to the New York Civil Practice Law and Rules,
 the following tools may be used to enforce a money judgment owed to the City:
· income execution;
· wage garnishment;
· sale of personal and property;  
· referral of debt to collection agencies;
· dunning letters; and
· use of sheriffs or marshals.
The frequency and scope of the use of these enforcement tools by DOF are not clear to the Committee. 
A. Referral of Debt to Outside Collection Agencies (“OCA”)
In July 2012, DOF contracted with three outside collection agencies to collect ECB judgments.
  Prior to 2012, it contracted with only two.
 
The chart below, from data provided by DOF, represents the revenue collected by the three contracted OCAs for ECB judgments. The data does not provide, however, information on the length of time it took to collect such judgments.  
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B. Sheriffs/Marshals

Sheriffs: The City Sheriff and his or her deputies are employees of the City of New York under the authority of DOF, and have authority to enforce ECB judgments.  The percentage of ECB judgments that are referred to the Sheriff and Deputy Sheriffs, and their success rate for collection, are not readily apparent to the Council. 
Marshals: New York City Marshals are public officials, appointed by the Mayor, but they are not paid employees of the City of New York. The Marshals operate in the same manner as the City Sheriff, with the exception that Marshals cannot sell property or make arrests.
  Currently, there are 83 Marshals.
 
Sheriffs and Marshals can both enforce ECB judgments on behalf of DOF, except that Marshals cannot enforce judgments entered pursuant to the adjudication of Sanitation Code violations.
 
2. Comptroller Audit

In a 2009, the New York City Comptroller released an Audit Report entitled “Audit Report on the Processes of the Environmental Control Board and the Department of Finance to Collect Fines for Violations Issued by the Department of Buildings.” In such report, the Comptroller raised many concerns about DOF’s collection efforts regarding ECB judgments. 
Specifically, the Comptroller found: 
1) The ECB did not forward cases to DOF for a period of more than 19 months.
2) DOF should improve its recordkeeping and collection process for DOB violations. It made minimal collection efforts for the sampled respondents.
3) DOF had no formal procedures to identify those respondents meriting additional collection efforts, such as field visits. 
4) The procedures DOF does have are not always followed by DOF personnel.
5) DOF failed to use its contracted collection agency to aid in its efforts.
6) DOF does not track the amount of DOB violation fines it collects as a result of its efforts and therefore cannot measure the effectiveness of its collection efforts.
Based on its findings, the Comptroller recommended the following:
1) DOF should ensure that dunning letters are sent to all respondents.

2) DOF should ensure that adequate searches are performed to find telephone numbers for respondents.

3) DOF should track returned mail and identify respondents with incomplete information in order to obtain the missing or inaccurate information by either making a request to the ECB or DOB for the information or by conducting its own search.

4) DOF should establish formal procedures to select cases for additional collection attempts.

5) DOF should ensure it adheres to its own internal collection procedures and documents these efforts.

6) DOF should contact the ECB to obtain prior payment information to try to identify bank accounts for execution letters to seize assets.

7) DOF should determine whether the bank accounts are viable for the fifteen respondents cited in the audit for whom execution letters were not sent to the banks and for whom the auditors identified banks from prior payment information at the ECB. If viable, attempt execution against them.

8) DOF should create a checklist to ensure that all required collection procedures are taken and documented and monitor the collection efforts of each case.

9) DOF should monitor and document the review of the collection efforts of each case to ensure that all necessary steps are taken in a timely manner.

10) DOF should continue to document its difficulties in collecting violations written to “Owner of…” until the condition is resolved. In the meantime, DOF should consolidate the violations by address and then request to have the judgments modified and placed against the correct party.

11) DOF should document its concerns to DOB and ECB and note difficulties with collecting violations written to respondents with name variations so the agencies can address these problems. When a viable asset is identified, DOF should attempt to have the judgments modified to the correct spelling of a respondent’s name.

12) The ECB and DOF officials should ensure that docketed cases are sent and received in a timely manner to allow DOF the time needed to make all necessary collection efforts.

13) DOF officials should review cases that were not received in a timely manner from the ECB and conduct additional collection efforts despite its procedures not to perform additional collection efforts for respondents with in-default violations having current judgment dates of more than one year. 

14) DOF should use the contract with its collection agency.

15) DOF and the ECB should consider legislative changes for more enforcement capabilities. They should also consider a program with DOB whereby DOB would be able to deny new permits to respondents with open and outstanding violations.

16) DOF should track DOB fine payments that resulted from its collection efforts so it can monitor the effectiveness of its efforts.

17) The ECB should generate a sync report when transferring docketed cases to DOF to ensure that DOF receives all cases.

V. October 14, 2014 Hearing
On October 14, 2014, the Committee on Finance held a hearing to learn more about DOF’s collection efforts and its success rate at collecting these outstanding ECB judgments. At the hearing, representatives from DOF and the ECB testified, as did members of the public.
DOF’s testimony revealed that the agency does not always utilize all the enforcement tools available to it in order to collect ECB debt. DOF testified that it did not begin to extensively use OCAs to collect ECB debt until Fiscal Year 2012. DOF also testified that it rarely, if ever, referred judgments to either the Sheriffs or Marshals for collection.

However, DOF acknowledged that it had great room for improvement and set forth several changes that it would be making in order to more successfully collect this debt. For example, DOF stated that it would begin rotating its debt between the collection agencies and create standard operating procedures to ensure that all debt is sufficiently worked and all available tools are utilized.
At the hearing, Proposed Intro. 489-A was considered. Proposed Intro. 489-A would have required that:

· No later than May 1st of each year, DOF must to submit a report to the Council on the judgments issued for notices of violations that are returnable to the ECB and referred to DOF  for collection; 
· The information provided in the report would cover outstanding debt received by DOF in the last calendar year, and the total outstanding debt that has been written off;
· The report would specify (1) the total number of judgments referred to the department by the environmental control board, including the number of default judgments; (2) the total dollar amount of judgments referred to the department, disaggregated by base penalty, interest, and default penalty; (3) the average length of time for referral of a judgment from the environmental control board to the department; (4) the total dollar amount collected by the department for judgments; (5) an analysis of the length of time for collection of judgments; (6) the total number of judgments that require corrective action by a respondent; (7) the enforcement efforts used by the department to collect judgments described in paragraph four; and (8) the total number of judgments that are no longer in full force and effect; and
· The information provided in the report would be disaggregated by the agency in which the notice of violation originated.
VI. Changes between Proposed Intro. 489-A and Proposed Intro. 489-B
Subsequent to the October 14, 2014 hearing, the following amendments were made to the legislation:

· Proposed Intro. 489-B would require that the report be provided no later than November 1st of each year.

· Proposed Intro. 489-B includes a requirement that, in addition to being provided to the Council, the report would be made available to the public by being posted on DOF’s website; and
· Proposed Intro. 489-B would repeal the provision of the charter that limited enforcement of judgments related to Sanitation Code violations to the Sheriffs. In repealing that provision of the charter, these judgments would also be allowed to be enforced by the Marshals.
As a result of these amendments, in sum Proposed Intro. 489-B would require the following:

· No later than November 1st of each year, DOF must to submit to the Council, and post on its website, a report on the judgments issued for notices of violations that are returnable to the ECB and referred to DOF  for collection; 
· The information provided in the report would cover outstanding debt received by DOF in the last calendar year, and the total outstanding debt that has been written off;
· The report would specify (1) the total number of judgments referred to the department by the environmental control board, including the number of default judgments; (2) the total dollar amount of judgments referred to the department, disaggregated by base penalty, interest, and default penalty; (3) the average length of time for referral of a judgment from the environmental control board to the department; (4) the total dollar amount collected by the department for judgments; (5) an analysis of the length of time for collection of judgments; (6) the total number of judgments that require corrective action by a respondent; (7) the enforcement efforts used by the department to collect judgments described in paragraph four; and (8) the total number of judgments that are no longer in full force and effect; 
· The information provided in the report would be disaggregated by the agency in which the notice of violation originated.
· The repeal of the provision of the charter that limits enforcement of judgments related to Sanitation Code violations to the Sheriffs, thereby allowing the Marshals to also enforce those judgments.
VII. January 7, 2014 Hearing
The Committee on Finance will consider Proposed Intro. 489-B on January 7, 2015 and, upon successful vote by the Committee, will be voted on by the full Council on the same day.

Proposed Int. No. 489-B
By Council Members Ferreras, Kallos, Gentile, Koo, and Palma.

A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to notices of violation returnable to the environmental control board and to repeal subparagraph (j) of paragraph one of subdivision d of section 1049-a of the New York city charter, relating to the execution of environmental control board judgments by sheriffs.
Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. Chapter 1 of title 11 of the administrative code of the city of New 
York is amended by adding a new section 11-136 to read as follows:

§ 11-136 Report on notices of violations returnable to the environmental control board. a. No later than November first of each year, the department of finance shall submit to the council, and make available on the department’s website, a report on the outstanding debt for base penalties, default penalties, and default judgments issued for notices of violations returnable to the environmental control board and referred to the department for collection during the previous fiscal year, and base penalties, default penalties, and default judgments issued for notices of violations returnable to the environmental control board and referred to the department for collection that remain in full force and effect, pursuant to subparagraph (i) of paragraph one of subdivision d of section 1049-a of the charter. Such report shall include: (1) the total number of judgments referred to the department by the environmental control board, including the number of default judgments; (2) the total dollar amount of judgments referred to the department, disaggregated by base penalty, interest, and default penalty; (3) the average length of time for referral of a judgment from the environmental control board to the department; (4) the total dollar amount collected by the department for judgments; (5) an analysis of the length of time for collection of judgments described in paragraph four; (6) the total number of judgments that require corrective action by a respondent; (7) the enforcement efforts used by the department to collect judgments described in paragraph four; and (8) the total number of judgments that are no longer in full force and effect, pursuant to subparagraph (i) of paragraph one of subdivision d of section 1049-a of the charter, and the total dollar amount of such judgments. The department shall disaggregate the information required by paragraphs one through eight of this subdivision by the agency in which the notice of violation originated, and the fiscal year in which the judgment was entered.  
b. For purposes of this section, the following terms shall have the specified meanings: 

“Base penalty” means, with respect to any notice of violation returnable to the environmental control board, the penalty that would be imposed upon a timely admission by the respondent or finding of liability after a hearing, pursuant to the environmental control board penalty schedule, without regard to reductions of penalty in cases of mitigation or involving stipulations.

“Default judgment” means a judgment of the environmental control board, pursuant to subparagraph (d) of paragraph one of subdivision d of section 1049-a of the charter, determining a respondent’s liability based upon that respondent’s failure to plead within the time allowed by the rules of the environmental control board or failure to appear before the environmental control board on a designated hearing date or on a subsequent date following an adjournment.    

“Default penalty” means a penalty imposed by the environmental control board, pursuant to section 1049-a of the charter, in the maximum amount prescribed by law for the violation charged.

 “Respondent” means a person or entity named as the subject of a notice of violation returnable to, or a judgment issued by, the environmental control board, or such other person or entity who asserts legal responsibility for the liability of the person or entity named in the notice or the judgment.  

§ 2. Subparagraph (j) of paragraph one of subdivision d of section 1049-a of the New York city charter is REPEALED.

§ 3. Subparagraph (k) of paragraph one of subdivision d of section 1049-a of the New York city charter is relettered as subparagraph (j).
§ 4. This local law shall take effect immediately.
LS#2101
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� See Memo in Support for Chapter 944 of Laws of 1984. 


� See Local Law 24 of 1977, codified in section 1049-a of the New York City Charter.  


� See Section 1049-a (c)(1) of the New York City Charter. “The environmental control board shall enforce the provisions of the charter and the administrative code, and any rules and regulations made thereunder, which relate to: (a) the cleanliness of the streets; (b) the disposal of wastes;(c) the provision of a pure, wholesome and adequate supply of water; (d) the prevention of air, water and noise pollution;(e) the regulation of street peddling; (f) the prevention of fire and danger to life and property therefrom which are within the jurisdiction of the fire department and which the fire commissioner shall designate by rule or regulation; (g) the construction, alteration, maintenance, use, occupancy, safety, sanitary condition, mechanical equipment and inspection of buildings or structures and the regulation, inspection and testing of wiring and appliances for electric light, heat and power in or on buildings or structures in the city which are within the jurisdiction of the department of buildings or the department of small business services and which the commissioner of buildings or the commissioner of small business services shall designate by rule or regulation; (h) the response to emergencies caused by releases or threatened releases of hazardous substances; (i) the use and regulation of all property subject to the jurisdiction of the department of parks and recreation; (j) the reporting of information relating to the amount, location and nature of hazardous substances, and the labeling of hazardous substances; (k) the construction, maintenance and repair and obstruction or closure of public roads, streets, highways, parkways, bridges and tunnels which are within the jurisdiction of the department of transportation and the department of information technology and telecommunications; (l) the use and regulation of all property subject to the jurisdiction of the department of small business services; (m) the defacement of property; and (n) landmarks and historic districts within the jurisdiction of the landmarks preservation commission.” 


� See id.


� See the website of the Office of Administrative Trials and hearings, About OATH ECB, available at � HYPERLINK "http://www.nyc.gov/html/oath/html/ecb/about.shtml" �http://www.nyc.gov/html/oath/html/ecb/about.shtml� (last accessed on October 10, 2014).


� See Debt Resulting from ECB Judgments: An Overview, at 10, provided by the Department of Finance, dated June 2014.  On file with the Finance Committee.


� A Respondent means the person against whom the charges alleged in a notice of violation have been filed. See Section 3-11 of Title 48 of the Rules of the City of New York. 





� See the website of the Office of Administrative Trials and Hearings, Frequently Asked Questions, available at http://www.nyc.gov/html/oath/html/ecb/faq.shtml (last accessed October 8, 2014).


� See  Section 3-51(b) of Title 48 of the Rules of the City of New York. “Notice of Hearing. The notice of violation shall set the hearing date and place or, if none, the executive director shall set such time and place. In no event shall such hearing date be set for more than 60 days.”


� See Section 3-57(a) of Title 48 of the Rules of the City of New York.


� See Section 3-81(b) of Title 48 of the Rules of the City of New York. 


� See New York City Comptroller Audit Report, � HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0CB4QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fcomptroller.nyc.gov%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2Fdocuments%2F7A08_084.pdf&ei=Qu83VOPPB_DbsATcsYG4AQ&usg=AFQjCNFtjNauhYSzzvFca3BTcBL6ye18-Q&sig2=fdseJd6xhJ433ueRUoM7fg&bvm=bv.77161500,d.eXY" �Audit Report on the Reliability and Accuracy of the Notices �of Violations Data in the Environmental Control Board Computer Systems, November 19, 2008, available at � HYPERLINK "http://comptroller.nyc.gov/wp-content/uploads/documents/7A08_084.pdf" �http://comptroller.nyc.gov/wp-content/uploads/documents/7A08_084.pdf� (last accessed on October 10, 2014).


� See Fiscal Year 2014 Mayor’s Management Report, Office of Administrative Trials and Hearings, at p. 80. 


� See the website of the Office of Administrative Trials and hearings, ECB Tribunal Data, available at � HYPERLINK "http://www.nyc.gov/html/oath/downloads/pdf/ecb_trib_stats/ECB.pdf" �http://www.nyc.gov/html/oath/downloads/pdf/ecb_trib_stats/ECB.pdf� (last accessed on October 10, 2014). 


� See id.


� See id.


� Interest on docketed judgments accrues at a rate of 9% per annum, unless otherwise provided for by law. See Section 5004 of the New York Civil Practice Law and Rules.


� The ECB sends undocketed cases to the Law Department. According to the Law Department, as of July 2014, there are $76 million in outstanding ECB fines that were sent to the Law Department for collection. 


� See generally Article 52 of the New York Civil Practice Law and Rules and Article 16 of the New York City Civil Courts Act.  Enforcement tools include, but are not limited to, income execution, wage garnishment, and sale of personal and real property. 


� See Sections 3-81(b) and  48 RCNY 3-82(b) of Title 48 of the Rules of the City of New York which, allows for a ‘grace period’ of 30 days and 45 days before the default judgment is docketed in cases where 1) the respondent is permitted to admit fault and pay the notice of violation, and 2) a new hearing date is requested, respectively.


� See Debt Resulting from ECB Judgments: An Overview, provided by the Department of Finance, at p. 10, dated June 2014.  On file with the Finance Committee.


� See New York City Comptroller Audit Report, Audit Report on the Processes of the Environmental Control Board and the Department of Finance to Collect Fines for Violations Issued by the Department of Buildings, January 22, 2009, available � HYPERLINK "https://comptroller.nyc.gov/wp-content/uploads/documents/MD08_071A.pdf" �https://comptroller.nyc.gov/wp-content/uploads/documents/MD08_071A.pdf�  (last accessed on October 10, 2014).


� See Debt Resulting from ECB Judgments: An Overview, provided by the Department of Finance, dated June 2014.  On file with the Finance Committee. 


� See Section 1 §1049-(a)(i) of the New York City Charter.  


� See  Debt Resulting from ECB Judgments: An Overview, provided by the Department of Finance, dated June 2014.  On file with the Finance Committee.


� See id.


� See generally Article 52 of the New York Civil Practice Law and Rules.


� S See  Debt Resulting from ECB Judgments: An Overview, provided by the Department of Finance, dated June 2014.  On file with the Finance Committee. 


� According to the New York City Comptroller Audit Report, Audit Report on the Processes of the Environmental Control Board and the Department of Finance to Collect Fines for Violations Issued by the Department of Buildings, January 22, 2009, available � HYPERLINK "https://comptroller.nyc.gov/wp-content/uploads/documents/MD08_071A.pdf" �https://comptroller.nyc.gov/wp-content/uploads/documents/MD08_071A.pdf�  (last accessed on October 10, 2014), prior to between approximately July 2005 and October 2008, the Comptroller could not find any evidence that DOF referred judgments for DOB violations to outside collection agencies.


� In August 1997, the New York State Legislature authorized marshals to also collect money judgments of the New York State Supreme Court and the Family Court. See section 1609 of the New York City Civil Court Act.


� See id at Section 1601(1).


� See §1049-a (j) of the New York City Charter. 
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