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[bookmark: main-content][bookmark: content]Participants:
Jason Scharf
Mark King
1st Deputy Chief Shoff
Valerie Didamo
Jennifer Tifft
Daniel Schwarz
Jawwaad Rasheed
Mujtaba “Muj” Tirmizey
Martha Grabowski
Tim Liles
Johannes Himmelreich
Ocesa Keaton
Deputy Mayor Sharon Owens
Absent
Nico Diaz (Excused)
Michelle Sczpanski (Excused)
Chief Tim Gleeson (Excused)


Agenda/Notes:
·  Membership update:
· Mujtaba Tirmizey is leaving the city
· Valerie Didamo will be taking his spot
· Bus Arm and Red-Light Camera’s Overview
· Corey shared that this would need NYS Approval
· Assemblyman Magnarelli
· Would be looking for a vender to install the cameras
· Not so much about generating revenue, it is more for safety
· Funds would go into a dedicated funds towards making roads safer
· Typically, fine would be $50
· Typically, not pursued criminally in court
· Focused on in and around school zones
· Based on a lot of resident feedback regarding school zones in and around school properties
· These readers would read plates and assign a civil penalty to the registered owner of the vehicle
· Have the ability to work on bus stop arm cameras, gives allowance to municipalities and districts to install these on buses statewide. 
· Daniel stated that he would love to see technology guidelines put into place, such as only capturing license plates when a car is speeding and not constantly capturing plates
· Neil stated that they have been asking a lot of these questions as they develop their RFP
· Jen asked if before the RFP is finalized, possibly asking someone from this group be able to provide input on the RFP, maybe even having someone from this group being on there.  Jen also asked if or when this technology may be able to be approved.  
· Neil stated that he hopes to be able to get approval this budget cycle, so they may be able to implement for the next school year.
· Martha stated that data sharing can be an important part also.
· ALPR Guidelines Discussion
· Permissible Uses: Discussed this section.
· Daniel stated that he would prefer this to include that data can only be shared with a Court Order.
· Retention Period:
· Mark stated the thinks it would be more helpful if we had one date range
· Johannes stated that he agrees with Mark, would like for the first default to be as low as possible, and the extension period to be as long as possible.  
· Mentioned 10-12 days for first number
· Mentioned 2-3 months for the extension period
· When a felony is tried, it is not subject to longer period
· Chief Shoff – Shared that his detectives would like 6 months' worth of data.
· Chief Shoff shared that they are worried about not getting information that they need
· Chief shoff shared that they recently got an email from the state stating that record retention should be a year, but are not sure what that means.
· Chief Shoff said that they are looking into this to see what this means for them
· Chief Shoff shared the following information in the chat:
· The records being referred to are covered by item 1241, which was recently updated in the Public Safety/Miscellaneous section of the 2022 LGS-1. The shortest retention period is 1 year. 
· Also, if we are planning to use a data storage vendor, the State Archives has guidance on developing a contract to protect the data in their online publication: Using a Data Storage Vendor: https://www.archives.nysed.gov/records/using-data-storage-vendor
· LGS-1 item 1241:
	Traffic enforcement camera and speed-timing records
	2020 (♦)
 2022 (♦♦)
	CO2 587; MU1 548; MI1 485
	1241

	a: Original record produced by camera, radar or other speed-timing device, except license plate reader records:
 RETENTION: 2 years after case closed

 b: License plate reader data:
 RETENTION: 1 year

 c: License plate reader hits on hot list data from the eJusticeNY Integrated Justice Portal:
 RETENTION: Retain as long as the case investigation to which the hit relates is retained

 d: Records of use of camera or speed-timing, such as radar activity log and reports of speed or traffic enforcement monitoring:
 RETENTION: 3 years
 NOTES: These records may have long-term value in transportation planning, in providing information on average and excessive speeds for specific road segments.

 e: Calibration and other quality control and testing records for speed-timing devices and traffic enforcement cameras:
 RETENTION: 3 years after device no longer in use


· Chief Shoff mentioned a homicide in Upper Onondaga Park that they just solved after a year.
· Chief Shoff stated that typically they know a homicide happened within
· We discussed the full range of time frames for the data retention.
· DM Owens shared that he would appreciate the context on both sides. 
· Perhaps mentioning in the footnote regarding where the range of opinions came from.  
· Low Range, High Range, and making this clear why we are making that
· Some acknowledgements that there the group did not have full agreement regarding the time frame for which retention period to pursue
· Some field 7 or less, some felt 30 days was the current standard, but a lot of SPD detectives would like
· Johannes mentioned perhaps we could vote to see how many people agree to different retention periods.
· DM Owens mentioned that he felt that he would be interested in knowing the poll of folks of how many agreed with what retention period.  
· Discussed a poll
· Possibly setting up a poll 
· Law Enforcement Purposes:  
· ALPR Vote (If time allows) 
· Coming Up 
· Questions
Previous Action Items:
· Nico and Jason will ask for folks to send any concerns or comments to us by email before the next meeting
· Chief Shoff and Jawwaad Rasheed shared that they could help review the FAQ Document

New Action Items:
· [bookmark: _@_35025620DE714D90AF932433D8B174E1Z]Create a survey for different retention periods and send to the members so that we will have this for our next meeting - @Scharf, Jason  	Comment by Scharf, Jason: @Scharf, Jason

