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I. INTRODUCTION 
On December 18, 2025, the Committee on Public Safety, chaired by Council Member Yusef Salaam, will vote on several pieces of legislation: (i) Proposed Introduction Number 125-A (“Prop. Int. No. 125-A”), sponsored by Council Member Diana Ayala, in relation to prohibiting the police department from collecting DNA from a minor without consent from a parent, legal guardian or attorney; (ii) Proposed Introduction Number 1237-A (“Prop. Int. No. 1237-A”), sponsored by Council Member Oswald Feliz, in relation to requiring the police department to report on all criminal complaints and arrests; (iii) Proposed Introduction Number 1451-A (“Prop. Int. No. 1451-A”), sponsored by the Speaker, Council Member Adreinne Adams, in relation to requiring the New York city police department to provide the civilian complaint review board with direct access to officer body-worn camera footage and to establish related procedures; (iv) Proposed Introduction Number 1460-A (“Prop. Int. No. 1460-A”), sponsored by Council Member Brewer, in relation to access to encrypted police radio. The Committee voted in favor of all bills considered by a vote of nine affirmatives, none opposed, and no abstentions, except Prop. Int. No. 1451-A passed by a vote of eight in the affirmative, one opposed, and no abstentions; and Prop. Int. No. 1237-A passed by a vote of eight in the affirmative, none opposed, and one abstention. The Committee heard earlier versions of the legislation on February 24, 2025, and November 19, 2025, and received testimony from representatives of the New York City Police Department (“NYPD” or “the Department”), the Civilian Complaint Review Board (“CCRB”), the Department of Investigation (“DOI”), legal service providers, advocates, and other interested stakeholders.
II. BACKGROUND
a. NYPD Collection of DNA Samples
The Office of Chief Medical Examiner of the City of New York (“OCME”) maintains a database containing DNA profiles collected by NYPD from local crime scenes and criminal suspects.[footnoteRef:1] The NYPD collects DNA samples from criminal suspects through a variety of mechanisms, such as pursuant to a court order or warrant, or when a suspect is asked to consent to have their DNA taken in the course of an investigation. [footnoteRef:2] In other instances, the NYPD collects DNA samples surreptitiously, without the knowledge of the suspect. For example, after detaining a suspect, detectives may offer them a cigarette or a water bottle, and then recover the bottle or cigarette in order to swab the item for DNA samples.[footnoteRef:3] According to the NYPD, samples collected surreptitiously can then be used as a basis for probable cause to obtain a court-ordered sample.[footnoteRef:4]  [1:  See New York City Office of Chief Medical Examiner, “Department of Forensic Biology;” available at: https://www.nyc.gov/site/ocme/services/department-of-forensic-biology.page. ]  [2:  E.g., Jan Ransom and Ashley Southall, “NYPD Detectives Gave a Boy, 12, a Soda. He Landed in a DNA Database,” The New York Times, , August 15 2019, available at: https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/15/nyregion/nypd-dna-database.html]  [3:  Id.]  [4:  Testimony of NYPD, at hearing before the New York City Council Committee on Public Safety; February 25, 2020; available at: https://legistar.council.nyc.gov/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=4320022&GUID=D6C58364-FD4F-44EC-9229-CF530C3EB5B4&Options=&Search.] 

The legality of surreptitious DNA collection has been questioned by court practitioners and academics. The United States Supreme Court has found that taking someone’s DNA constitutes a search within the meaning of the 4th Amendment.[footnoteRef:5] The Court has ruled that a state law authorizing the collection of DNA from a person who is arrested based on probable cause to believe that individual committed certain crimes is constitutional, reasoning that the collection of DNA was lawful as an administrative step incident to a lawful arrest. [footnoteRef:6]  [5:  Maryland v. King, 133 S. Ct. 1958 (2013)]  [6:  Id. ] 

However, the NYPD appears to be collecting DNA after detaining individuals, but prior to formally arresting them, and in some circumstances, without arresting the individual.[footnoteRef:7] The NYPD has maintained that this practice is nevertheless lawful because the water bottle or cigarette butt has constitutes abandoned property.[footnoteRef:8] The Supreme Court has endorsed the practice of warrantless searches of abandoned property, holding that a person gives up their reasonable expectation of privacy by discarding trash.[footnoteRef:9]  However, critics argue that a person who discards an item while being detained, where that detention was designed to procure the discarded item, is substantially different than a person who discards property at home without police intervention.[footnoteRef:10]  [7:  Testimony of NYPD, at hearing before the New York City Council Committee on Public Safety; February 25, 2020; available at: https://legistar.council.nyc.gov/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=4320022&GUID=D6C58364-FD4F-44EC-9229-CF530C3EB5B4&Options=&Search.]  [8:  Id. ]  [9:  California v. Greenwood, 108 S. Ct. 1625 (1988). ]  [10:  See Public testimony at hearing before the New York City Council Committee on Public Safety; February, 25, 2020; available at: https://legistar.council.nyc.gov/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=4320022&GUID=D6C58364-FD4F-44EC-9229-CF530C3EB5B4&Options=&Search. ] 

In February of 2020, the NYPD announced a series of policy changes related to its collection of DNA, designed to “support a system that is fair and effective while also cultivating trust with the community.”[footnoteRef:11] the NYPD committed to conduct periodic reviews of the DNA database and to remove a profile unless the individual is convicted of a felony or a misdemeanor, continued to be a suspect of a crime in a police investigation or ongoing prosecution, or when the person was the subject of an arrest or prosecution where no judicial conclusion had been reached on the person’s innocence.[footnoteRef:12] Additionally, the NYPD created a “Consent to Submit DNA Sample Form,” which indicates an individual’s DNA profile will be developed and stored in a local DNA database, and that the individual may refuse to provide consent.[footnoteRef:13] The consent form does not indicate that the individual’s DNA will be compared to historical and future crime scene evidence.[footnoteRef:14] Individuals are not allowed to consent to have their DNA compared against the evidence for which they are a suspect without also having their DNA stored indefinitely in the database.[footnoteRef:15]  [11:  NYPD Press Release, NYPD Announces Reforms to DNA Collection Policies, February 20, 2020; available at:  https://www1.nyc.gov/site/nypd/news/pr0220/new-york-city-police-department-reforms-dna-collection-policies.]  [12:  Testimony of NYPD at hearing before the New York City Council Committee on Public Safety; February 25, 2020; available at: https://legistar.council.nyc.gov/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=4320022&GUID=D6C58364-FD4F-44EC-9229-CF530C3EB5B4&Options=&Search. ]  [13:  Id.]  [14:  Id. ]  [15:  Id. ] 

In addition, under the policy, the NYPD stated it would only collect DNA from juveniles for investigations of felonies, firearm crimes, sexually motivated or sex crimes, and hate crimes. For 11 and 12 year olds, the offenses were to be limited to class A and B felonies and firearms offenses.[footnoteRef:16] The NYPD also agreed to only seek consent to obtain DNA after notifying a parent or guardian and allowing for conferral between a minor and a parent or guardian prior to obtaining a consent sample. However, the policy continued to permit the Department to surreptitiously take DNA samples from juveniles.[footnoteRef:17] [16:  Id. ]  [17:  Id. ] 

b. Reporting on Criminal Complaints and Arrests
Crime statistics nationwide, are generally tracked and analyzed using seven standardized “Index Crimes.” [footnoteRef:18] These categories of serious crimes, established by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (“FBI”) to ensure consistency in crime reporting nationwide, are: four violent crimes, including murder, rape, robbery, and aggravated assault; and three property crimes, including burglary, larceny, and motor vehicle theft. [footnoteRef:19]  Generally, local law enforcement is advised to track and analyze the occurrence of criminal complaints, and arrests, and voluntarily report crime information to State and Federal officials, including through the FBI’s Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) program. [footnoteRef:20] [footnoteRef:21] Analyzing uniformly collected crime data, enables law enforcement agencies, researchers, policy makers, and the general public to effectively examine crime and enforcement trends in an effort to improve police operations and advance public safety.[footnoteRef:22]   [18:  Federal Bureau of Investigation, Uniform Crime Reporting; available at: https://www.fbi.gov/how-we-can-help-you/more-fbi-services-and-information/ucr. ]  [19:  Id. ]  [20:  Id. ]  [21:  U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation, & Criminal Justice Information Services Division. (n.d.). Law enforcement records management systems as they pertain to FBI programs and systems. In Law Enforcement Records Management Systems as They Pertain to FBI Programs and Systems. https://www.fbi.gov/file-repository/cjis/law-enforcement-records-management-system.pdf ]  [22:  Id.] 

Clearance rates—a calculation of the proportion of criminal complaints that are successfully solved by police—are one such analysis which aims to measure of how effective the criminal justice system identifies and apprehends individuals who commit crimes.[footnoteRef:23]  According to FBI standards, criminal clearance rates are calculated as a percentage of reported crimes that are "solved" by an arrest or "exceptional means," such as, if the suspected offender dies or a crime victim refuses to cooperate.[footnoteRef:24]  [23:  Watford, Amanda, “Why Clearance Rates Don’t Tell the Whole Story about Solving Crime,” Stateline, November 24, 2025; available at: https://stateline.org/2025/11/24/why-clearance-rates-dont-tell-the-whole-story-about-solving-crimes/ ]  [24:  U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation, & Criminal Justice Information Services Division. (n.d.). Law enforcement records management systems as they pertain to FBI programs and systems. In Law Enforcement Records Management Systems as They Pertain to FBI Programs and Systems. https://www.fbi.gov/file-repository/cjis/law-enforcement-records-management-system.pdf ] 

In New York City, pursuant to Local Law, the NYPD is required to publish quarterly reports on clearance rates for index crimes, disaggregated by borough.[footnoteRef:25]  Additionally, as part of the City’s OpenData portal, the NYPD publishes incident-level data on all criminal complaints, [footnoteRef:26] and arrests, [footnoteRef:27] that NYPD has recorded since 2007. This extensive dataset, provides the public with valuable information on crime and enforcement trends; however, since individual crime reports are not be matched to their corresponding arrests or case resolutions, the public data has limited use in assessing NYPD investigative outcomes and trends across crime types or precincts. [25:  The New York City Council - File #: INT 1611-2017. https://legistar.council.nyc.gov/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3042791&GUID=6BED2D8D-93F5-4B0E-8622-8E840CDF67C5&Options=&Search= ]  [26:  See, NYC OpenData, “NYPD Complaints Data Historical”: available at: https://data.cityofnewyork.us/Public-Safety/NYPD-Complaint-Data-Historic/qgea-i56i/about_data; “NYPD Complaint Data Year-to-Date;” available at: https://data.cityofnewyork.us/Public-Safety/NYPD-Complaint-Data-Current-Year-To-Date-/5uac-w243/about_data. ]  [27:  See, OpenData, “NYPD Arrest Data Historic”: available at https://data.cityofnewyork.us/Public-Safety/NYPD-Arrests-Data-Historic-/8h9b-rp9u/about_data; “NYPD Arrest Data Year-to-Date;” available at: https://data.cityofnewyork.us/Public-Safety/NYPD-Arrest-Data-Year-to-Date-/uip8-fykc/about_data. ] 

c. NYPD Use of Body-Worn Cameras 
Body-worn cameras (“BWC”) are widely used by law enforcement agencies as a means of documenting work undertaken by police officers.[footnoteRef:28] When utilized by police officers, BWCs can be a valuable tool by providing objective documentation of police investigations and officer-civilian encounters. Recordings can aid in supervisor review of officer performance, facilitate accountability for police misconduct or exonerate officers when faced with unfounded complaints, and inspire respectful interactions between officers and civilians by de-escalating potentially volatile encounters.[footnoteRef:29]  [28:  Research on Body-Worn Cameras and Law Enforcement | National Institute of Justice. (n.d.). National Institute of Justice. https://nij.ojp.gov/topics/articles/research-body-worn-cameras-and-law-enforcement]  [29:  Body-worn Cameras - NYPD. (n.d.). https://www.nyc.gov/site/nypd/about/about-nypd/equipment-tech/body-worn-cameras.page] 

Following a yearlong pilot program, the NYPD began implementing a Department wide body-worn camera policy in 2017, and all patrol officers were equipped with BWCs by February 2019.[footnoteRef:30]   Pursuant to NYPD policy, officers are required to record “[ ] any police service, as well as, law enforcement or investigative activity conducted in furtherance of official duties . . . includ[ing] responding to calls for service, addressing quality of life conditions, handling pick-up assignments and any self-initiated investigative or enforcement actions such as witness canvasses, vehicle stops and Investigative Encounters.” [footnoteRef:31] [30:  NYPD Completes Rollout of Body-Worn Cameras to All Officers on Patrol. (2019, March 6). The Official Website of the City of New York. https://www.nyc.gov/site/nypd/news/pr0306/nypd-completes-rollout-body-worn-cameras-all-officers-patrol#/0]  [31:  See NYPD Patrol Guide Procedure No. 212-123 ‘Use of Body-Worn Cameras’, available at https://www.nyc.gov/assets/nypd/downloads/pdf/public_information/body-worn-cameras-patrol-guide.pdf] 

Since the NYPD began equipping officers with BWCs, footage recorded by officers is routinely used as evidence in support of criminal prosecutions, but has also served a broader role in increasing public awareness of police operations, and providing objective documentation relating to allegations of police misconduct.  The NYPD has faced criticism regarding how it exercises control over the use and release of footage recorded by officer-worn BWCs. Public concern has related to the limited scope of BWC footage released to the public, the onerous process for requesting access to footage, and how the NYPD edits and presents such footage when eventually released.[footnoteRef:32]  Additionally, the NYPD’s handling of body-worn camera footage has been criticized due to limitations the NYPD places on access to BWC footage to entities tasked with overseeing the Department and investigating allegation of police misconduct.[footnoteRef:33] [footnoteRef:34]  [32:  Murthy, Divya, “How to Film the NYPD or Request Body Camera Footage, “ The City, March, 9, 2023; available at: https://www.thecity.nyc/2023/3/9/23632748/how-to-body-cam-footage-film-police-nypd. ]  [33:  Umansky, Eric, “Judge Says NYPD Illegally Withheld Footage in Police Shootings, Pro Publica, November 23, 2021; available at: https://www.propublica.org/article/judge-says-nypd-illegally-withheld-footage-in-police-shootings. ]  [34:  DOI’S OIG-NYPD, “Sharing of Body Worn Camera Footage in New York City,” November 5, 2021; available at: https://www.nyc.gov/assets/doi/press-releases/2021/November/21BWCRelease.Rpt.11.05.2021.pdf. ] 

In 2021, the DOI’s Office of the Inspector General for the NYPD (“OIG-NYPD”) issued a report examining how BWC footage is used by City agencies tasked with ensuring police oversight and investigating allegations of misconduct, including the Law Department, the Comptroller, CCRB, the Commission to Combat Police Corruption and the City Commission on Human Rights (“CCHR”). [footnoteRef:35]  The report noted that while there were differences in how each agency is granted access to certain BWC footage, the procedures for producing footage to external oversight entities can be complex.  [35:  Id.] 

For example, pursuant to a memorandum of understanding between CCRB and NYPD, the CCRB must engage in a multi-step process of requesting NYPD personnel to conduct searches for responsive footage. [footnoteRef:36] [footnoteRef:37]  According to the OIG-NYPD, deficits in this process fundamentally hinder CCRB’s ability to efficiently investigate claims of misconduct, as production of responsive footage is frequently delayed or withheld from CCRB investigators. [footnoteRef:38]  This is partly due to routine delays arising from the administrative burden required of NYPD personnel in conducting all searches on behalf of CCRB, reviewing all footage for necessary redaction, and potentially repeating the process if CCRB seeks additional footage. [footnoteRef:39] The report also noted significant problems with NYPD reporting false negatives in response to CCRB footage requests, circumstances where NYPD responds to CCRB indicating that requested footage does not exist, only for CCRB investigators to later discover such footage exists through other investigative methods. [footnoteRef:40]   [36:  Id. ]  [37:  A memorandum of understanding between NYPD and CCRB was agreed to in late 2019, which required NYPD to develop a “secure” viewing room inside CCRB offices to allow more efficient access to BWC footage. NYPD would still be responsible for conducting all searches for videos (with a CCRB investigator present); CCRB would be required to submit a detailed request for specific video footage with limited search terms allowed. The MOU further established certain timeframes for subsequent review and redaction of responsive footage. However, due to COVID and fiscal constraints, the procedures set forth in the 2019 MOU were never implemented. ]  [38:  DOI’S OIG-NYPD, “Sharing of Body Worn Camera Footage in New York City,” November 5, 2021; available at: https://www.nyc.gov/assets/doi/press-releases/2021/November/21BWCRelease.Rpt.11.05.2021.pdf. ]  [39:  Id. ]  [40:  Id. ] 

The DOI OIG report included recommendations for improved practices, including, among other things, that CCRB should be granted direct access to the vast majority of BWC footage maintained by the NYPD. In making such recommendation, OIG-NYPD acknowledged potential obstacles in implementing such a process, including the need to maintain confidentiality of sealed records; but ultimately, contended that obstacles to granting CCRB direct access to BWC footage, arise primarily due the Department ‘s own failing to properly segregate sealed footage within its database in a manner necessary to limit unauthorized access to sealed records.[footnoteRef:41]  [41:  Id.] 

d. NYPD Radio Encryption
Police radio transmissions are a vital tool for responding to emergency incidents. Using radio frequencies reserved for emergency use, members of law enforcement, and other first responders, are able to communicate about emergency incidents–such as through the dispatch of police, fire, or emergency medical responses to certain locations; and communications between personnel in the field.  [footnoteRef:42]  Since this information is transmitted via publicly accessible radio waves, civilians have historically been able to monitor these communications using devices outfitted to receive radio signals on frequencies allocated for emergency use—colloquially known as “police scanners.” [footnoteRef:43] [42:  U.S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcement Training Guide, “Communication Procedures and Basic Radio Operations;” available at: https://www.ojp.gov/pdffiles1/Digitization/145545NCJRS.pdf. ]  [43:  McCoy, Terrence. “Last of the Scanners: Are Police Security Measures and New Technologies Killing an American Obsession?” The Washington Post, 31 Dec. 2018, www.washingtonpost.com/local/social-issues/last-of-the-scanners-are-police-security-measures-killing-an-american-obsession/2018/12/28/4e344a62-09f5-11e9-a3f0-71c95106d96a_story.html. ] 

Members of the press can use information gathered from police dispatches to assist in covering emergency incidents and delivering breaking news. [footnoteRef:44] Members of the press have noted that this access is vital to the public interest, as it enables media to check police authority, ensure police accountability, and provide transparency on emergency incidents, or crimes.[footnoteRef:45] Additionally, hospitals, volunteer ambulance companies, and other first responders, also been noted as heavily relying on police radios to receive crucial information to assist in coordinating emergency responses. [footnoteRef:46] [44:  Maisel, T. (2019, December 19). Volunteer firefighters, EMTs worry they won't have NYPD radio access to help public | amNewYork. amNewYork. https://www.amny.com/editorial/volunteer-firefighters-emts-worry-they-wont-have-nypd-radio-access-to-help-public/ ]  [45:  See testimony from Public Safety Committee hearing, Nov. 20, 2023; available at: https://legistar.council.nyc.gov/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=6399128&GUID=EBC30B9E-8235-4ACA-9C79-741CABDB3835&Options=&Search]  [46:  Maisel, T. (2019, December 19). Volunteer firefighters, EMTs worry they won't have NYPD radio access to help public | amNewYork. amNewYork. https://www.amny.com/editorial/volunteer-firefighters-emts-worry-they-wont-have-nypd-radio-access-to-help-public/ ] 

With the proliferation of various mobile apps and websites—police radio transmissions, and the underlying information regarding emergency incidents, have become more broadly accessible to the public, as instant access to transmissions are provided online. Additionally, mobile apps, such as Citizen, monitor police radio channels and upload content to their platform which provides users with location-based safety alerts in real-time.
Nationwide, municipalities have responded to concerns of bad actors gaining access to police communications by encrypting their police radios.[footnoteRef:47] Generally, encryption, is a method of encoding information to prevent unauthorized individuals from accessing such information.[footnoteRef:48]  [47:  McCoy, Terrence. “Last of the Scanners: Are Police Security Measures and New Technologies Killing an American Obsession?” The Washington Post, 31 Dec. 2018, www.washingtonpost.com/local/social-issues/last-of-the-scanners-are-police-security-measures-killing-an-american-obsession/2018/12/28/4e344a62-09f5-11e9-a3f0-71c95106d96a_story.html. ]  [48:  IBM, What is Encryption; available at: https://www.ibm.com/think/topics/encryption. ] 

In 2019, the NYPD began discussing plans for broadly encrypting police radios as part of an overhaul of their communications systems. [footnoteRef:49]  In 2021, former NYPD Commissioner Dermot Shea emphasized the Department’s belief regarding the importance of encryption, stating that it is essential for maintaining the integrity of police investigations, responding to in-progress burglaries and managing large-scale events—with the intention of encryption as a means to ensure that criminals remain unaware of law enforcement's impending actions. [footnoteRef:50]  Police have also raised concerns about protestors, terrorists, and criminals who might attempt to jam, tap into, or create false radio transmissions in the existing unencrypted system.[footnoteRef:51] Throughout the process of encrypting their radio networks, the Department stated that members of the press would maintain access to police communications, and the communications would be provided in real-time and without the filtering of information.[footnoteRef:52]  [49:  NYPD Radios to Go Digital to Strengthen Security, Crime Reporters will Download App on Phones for Access. (2021, August 5). BoroPark24. https://www.boropark24.com/news/nypd-radios-to-go-digital-to-strengthen-security-crime-reporters-will-download-app-on-phones-for-access]  [50:  Id.]  [51:  Id.]  [52:  Id.] 

Beginning in 2023, the NYPD started deploying newly encrypted radios in certain police precincts with the intention of encrypting all Department radios citywide.[footnoteRef:53] Throughout this process, the NYPD has failed to show urgency in developing a meaningful plan for providing press access to encrypted channels, which has caused serious concerns and opposition from members of the press.[footnoteRef:54] At a City Council hearing on the topic from Nov. 2023, the NYPD reported it had not yet developed a specific plan for ensuring press access to encrypted channels—as they were still exploring the right balance of public transparency and public safety concerns.[footnoteRef:55] However, the Department did indicate that ad hoc efforts were underway to provide local first responder organizations (such as volunteer ambulance companies) access to encrypted channels.[footnoteRef:56] [53:  Maisel, T. (2023, July 28). NYPD pulls plug on press, public for Brooklyn precinct radios — and the entire city could follow soon | amNewYork. amNewYork. https://www.amny.com/news/nypd-brooklyn-precinct-radio-encryption/. ]  [54:  Id.]  [55:  Testimony of NYPD, at hearing before the New York City Council Committee on Public Safety; November 20, 2023; available at: https://legistar.council.nyc.gov/MeetingDetail.aspx?ID=1134053&GUID=06F55995-38B6-46C4-A8A3-909862FFD763&Options=&Search=. ]  [56:  Id.] 

In July 2025, the New York State Legislature voted to approve the “Keep Police Radio Public Act,” which would give credentialed members of the media access to encrypted police radio.[footnoteRef:57] As of the drafting of this report, the state proposal has passed both the Senate and Assembly, but has not been signed into law.   [57:  A3516/S416; available at: https://www.nysenate.gov/legislation/bills/2025/A3516.  ] 

III. LEGISLATIVE ANALYSIS
Prop. Int. No. 125-A:
Prop. Int. No. 125-A, requires in most circumstances, that the NYPD must obtain the consent of a parent, legal guardian or attorney before collecting a DNA sample from a minor. Notably, the bill includes exceptions, such as when the DNA sample is collected from a minor who is alleged to be the victim of a criminal offense, and permits a minor’s DNA collection when abandoned at the scene of a crime, or otherwise gathered in circumstances where the minor is not in police custody, or through interaction with law enforcement. 
Since introduction, the bill has been amended as follows. First, language was added to require police to get an attorney’s consent, rather than a parent or guardian, in circumstances when the parent’s interest might be adverse to the minor subject to collection.  Additionally, language was clarified the circumstances where police were allowed to continue practice of collecting DNA samples from items abandoned outside of police custody, or facility. 
This bill would take effect 90 days after becoming law.
Prop. Int. No. 1237-A:
Prop. Int. No. 1237-A would require the NYPD to post data related to all criminal complaints and arrests recorded by the Department since 2007 on its website. The dataset would include, among other fields: (i) the location, date, time, and nature of the offense; (ii) demographic information for victims, suspects, and arrestees; and (iii) information on whether a complaint resulted in an arrest or departmental resolution, and the date of such resolution. The data will be updated on a biannual basis, and provided in a machine-readable format. 
Since introduction, the bill was amended as follows. In an effort to protect the identities of crime victims and alleged perpetrators, bill language was amended to require reporting by age range, rather than specific ages. 
[bookmark: _Hlk213669842][bookmark: _Hlk213669956]This bill would take effect immediately upon becoming law.
Prop. Int. No. 1451-A:
Prop. Int. No. 145-A1 would require the NYPD to provide the CCRB with direct access to officer body-worn camera footage and establish related procedures. Specifically, such access would be required to permit remote users the ability to search for specific footage, and store or present such footage in a manner necessary to facilitate the investigation and adjudication of allegations of misconduct. Additionally, the bill requires that CCRB not be granted direct access to any footage where such access is otherwise prohibited by law, and requires NYPD to establish procedures for CCRB to receive redacted copies of BWC footage for which it could not receive direct access. 
Since introduction, the bill has been amended to clarify provisions related to the treatment of potentially sealed BWC footage, and establishing procedures related to the production and redaction of such footage. Additionally, the effective date of the legislation was delayed to provide NYPD sufficient time to develop systems to enable CCRB direct access to BWC footage.
This bill would take effect on July 1, 2028.
Prop. Int. No. 1460-A:
Prop. Int. No. 1460-A would require the NYPD to establish and implement a radio encryption policy that ensures certain levels of media and public access to encrypted police radio communications. Under the bill, the Department will be required to develop a policy that ensure that certain police radio communications, not including communications containing sensitive information, would be made available in real time to credentialed journalists. Additionally, the Department will be required to broadcast reports of critical incidents, over an unencrypted, citywide channel accessible in real-time to the general public.
Since introduction, the bill has been amended as follows. First, language was added to define the scope of encrypted channels to which journalists would be provided access. Language was also added to require the NYPD to publish a proposed policy, and engage in a process of public-comment, before finalizing any policy.  
This bill would take effect immediately upon becoming law.

























Proposed Int. No. 125-A

By Council Members Ayala, Restler, Won, Hanif, Hudson, Cabán, Stevens, Louis, De La Rosa, Salaam and Gutiérrez (by request of the Queens Borough President)

..Title
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to prohibiting the police department from collecting DNA from a minor without consent from a parent, legal guardian or attorney
..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:


1

4

Section 1. Chapter 1 of title 14 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended by adding a new section 14-199.1 to read as follows: 
§ 14-199.1 Consent required to collect the DNA of a minor. A. Definitions. For purposes of this section, the following terms have the following meanings:
DNA sample. The term “DNA sample” means any amount of blood, saliva, hair or other bodily material from which deoxyribonucleic acid can be extracted.
Minor. The term “minor” means a natural person under the age of 18.
Law enforcement officer.  The term “law enforcement officer” means (i) a peace officer or police officer as defined in the criminal procedure law who is employed by the city of New York, or (ii) a special patrolman appointed by the police commissioner pursuant to section 14-106 of the administrative code.
b. No member of the department or other law enforcement officer shall collect a DNA sample from a minor in connection with an investigation of an alleged criminal offense without first obtaining the written consent of such minor’s parent, legal guardian or attorney, except such consent shall not be required where the DNA sample is collected from a minor who is alleged to be the victim of such criminal offense.
c. No member of the department or other law enforcement officer shall collect a DNA sample that is located on an item that a minor received while in the custody of, or in the course of an interaction with, a law enforcement officer or in a facility used for the questioning of such minor in connection with an alleged criminal offense.
d. No member of the department or other law enforcement officer shall collect a DNA sample from a minor in connection with an investigation of an alleged criminal offense without first obtaining the written consent of an attorney representing the minor, subject to the exceptions set forth in subdivision b, in the following circumstances:
1. When the minor’s parent or legal guardian is also the parent or legal guardian of an alleged victim of the alleged criminal offense under investigation;
2. When the minor’s parent or legal guardian is reasonably suspected of having committed such alleged criminal offense; or 
3. Where the interest of the minor’s parent or legal guardian, as demonstrated by the parent or legal guardian in the presence of a law enforcement officer, is contrary to the minor’s legal interest. 
e. Nothing in subdivisions b, c or d of this section shall be construed to prohibit the collection of a DNA sample from a minor pursuant to a search warrant, other court order or provision of law that authorizes such collection.
§ 2. This local law takes effect 90 days after it becomes law. 
Prop. Int. No. 1237-A
By Council Members Feliz, Louis, Banks and De La Rosa

..Title
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to requiring the police department to report on all criminal complaints and arrests..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
	Section 1. Chapter 1 of title 14 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended by adding a new section 14-199 to read as follows:
	§ 14-199 Reports on criminal complaints and arrests. a. Data. The commissioner shall post on the department’s website, in machine-readable format, data on all criminal complaints and arrests. Such data shall include a listing of each criminal complaint received on or after January 1, 2007, and for each such complaint the following information: 
1. A randomly generated unique identification number; 
2. The precinct in which the incident occurred;
3. The date and time at which the incident occurred; 
4. A description of the incident and classification of any relevant offenses, including but not limited to: (i) a reference to all alleged violations of law that occurred; and (ii) whether the highest alleged offense was a felony, misdemeanor, or violation; 
5. The date on which the incident was reported to police;
6. The suspect’s perceived race, gender, and age range; 
7. The victim’s perceived race, gender, and age range, where known; 
8. The location where the incident occurred, including latitude and longitude if available, but in all cases at least as specific as the nearest intersection;
9. Whether the complaint resulted in an arrest, or otherwise has been resolved by the department; 
10. The date on which any arrest or departmental resolution of a complaint occurred; and 
11. If an arrest occurs, the location of such arrest and the age range, race, and gender of each arrestee. 
b. Any reporting of age ranges required by subdivision a of this section shall be in the following increments: under the age of 18, 18 - 25, 26 - 35, 36 - 40, 41 - 60, or over 60.
[bookmark: _Hlk216251283]c. Website. The information required to be reported by subdivision a of this section must remain posted on the city’s website indefinitely, and shall be updated on a biannual basis.   
	§ 2. This local law takes effect 90 day after it becomes law.










Prop. Int. No. 1451-A

By The Speaker (Council Member Adams), the Public Advocate (Mr. Williams), and Council Members Cabán, Abreu, Hanif, De La Rosa, Restler, Brewer and Gutiérrez

..Title
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to requiring the New York city police department to provide the civilian complaint review board with direct access to officer body-worn camera footage and to establish related procedures
..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
	Section 1. Title 14 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended by adding a new section 14-194.1 to read as follows:
	§ 14-194.1 Body-worn camera footage for the civilian complaint review board. a. For the purpose of this section, the following terms have the following meanings:
	Body-worn camera. The term “body-worn camera” has the same meaning as set forth in section 14-194. 
	Direct access. The term “direct access” means connectivity to a network server hosting digital material.
	Remote user. The term “remote user” means an employee of the civilian complaint review board designated to view footage recorded by a body-worn camera.	
	b. The department shall provide any remote user with direct access to any footage recorded by a body-worn camera of the department. Such access shall be comparable to that granted to an employee of the internal affairs bureau of the department. Such access shall provide a remote user with the ability to: (i) access visual and audio recordings captured by body-worn cameras utilized by department personnel, except as otherwise limited by this section; (ii) conduct searches for specific footage based on keywords, dates, locations, or officer involved; and (iii) store and present body-worn camera footage as necessary to facilitate the investigation and adjudication of allegations of misconduct by the civilian complaint review board as authorized by chapter 18-A of the charter. 
[bookmark: _Hlk216263633][bookmark: _Hlk216193912]	c. Notwithstanding subdivision b of this section, the department shall not provide a remote user with direct access to any footage recorded by a body-worn camera of the department where state law prohibits the disclosure of such footage. Within 15 days of receiving a request from a remote user for any such footage, the department shall provide such remote user with a copy of such footage that has been redacted or modified to remove any personally identifying information or otherwise comply with state law, provided that, where the department is unable to provide any such footage within 15 days of receipt of such a request from a remote user, the department shall, within such 15 days, provide to such remote user a written explanation for the delay and the estimated date by which such footage will be provided.
	§ 2. This local law takes effect on July 1, 2028. 










Proposed Int. No. 1460-A
By Council Member Brewer, the Public Advocate (Mr. Williams) and Council Members Marte, Hanks, Salaam, Cabán and Gutiérrez

..Title
A Local Law to amend the administrative code of the city of New York, in relation to access to encrypted police radio
..Body

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:
Section 1. Chapter 1 of title 14 of the administrative code of the city of New York is amended by adding a new section 14-199.2 to read as follows:
§ 14-199.2 Access to police dispatch radio communications. a. Definitions. For purposes of this section, the following terms have the following meanings:
Encryption. The term “encryption” means a method of encoding information for the purpose of preventing unauthorized individuals from accessing such information.
Professional journalist.  The term “professional journalist” has the same meaning as set forth in section 79-h of the civil rights law.
Radio communication. The term “radio communication” means verbal communications that are (i) transmitted over a department radio frequency, including communications between a police dispatch center and department personnel and among department personnel, and (ii) accessible to all department personnel monitoring such frequency. Such term shall not include point-to-point communications between two devices.
Sensitive information.  The term “sensitive information” means any portion of a radio communication that, if disclosed, would: (i) identify a confidential source or disclose confidential information; or (ii) reveal any non-routine criminal investigative techniques or procedures. 
b. The department shall adopt a written radio encryption policy governing department radio communications. Such policy shall meet the following requirements:
(1) Reports of critical incidents shall be broadcast over an unencrypted, citywide channel accessible in real-time to the general public.
(2) Encrypted radio communications transmitted over all precinct-level, borough-level, transit, and housing bureau channels, and any other department channel that does not routinely transmit sensitive information, shall be available to professional journalists who have (i) received press credentials in accordance with section 3-119.4; and (ii) paid reasonable costs, not to exceed costs incurred by the department to provide such access.
(3) Sensitive information shall not be made available to the public or to professional journalists.
c. The department shall publish a proposal of the policy required by subdivision b of this section on the department’s website no more than 180 days after the effective date of the local law that added this section. Upon publication of the proposed policy, the public shall have 45 days to submit comments on such policy to the commissioner.
d. The commissioner shall consider public comments and include in the publication of the final policy an explanation of any changes that were made in response to comments. Such final policy shall be provided to the speaker of the council and the mayor and shall be posted on the department’s website no more than 45 days after the conclusion of the public comment period established pursuant to subdivision c of this section.
 e. The department shall implement the final policy required by subdivision d no more than 12 months after the effective date of the local law that added this section.
§ 2. This local law takes effect immediately.
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