Intro. Res. No. 1297-2012 Laid on Table 3/13/2012
Introduced by Legislators Spencer and Muratore

RESOLUTION NO.8.4 3-2012, ESTABLISHING A SIX- MONTH
PILOT PROGRAM TO OPTIMIZE USE OF SHOTSPOTTER
TECHNOLOGY

WHEREAS, crime and gun violence are significant public safety issues in Suffolk
County and throughout the nation; and

WHEREAS, the County installed ShotSpotter technology in several communities
to improve policing and improve the likelihood of apprehending shooters; and

WHEREAS, one of the communities which has been equipped with ShotSpotter,
Huntington Station, also has a Business Improvement District (‘BID”) which maintains a network
of 36 security video cameras, with live video feeds available through secure software online;
and

WHEREAS, the Suffolk County Police Department (“SCPD”) currently has
access to the BID security cameras at its headquarters in Yaphank; the BID has offered to allow
the SCPD access to their security video feeds at the Second Precinct and will provide at least
one laptop with this capability preinstalled; and

WHEREAS, a pilot program should be established to coordinate use of the BID
security cameras with ShotSpotter technology to obtain additional information about the scene
of a shooting while police officers respond; now, therefore be it

1st RESOLVED, that the Suffolk County Police Department is hereby authorized,
empowered and directed to establish a six (6) month pilot program in the Second Precinct using
access to the Huntington Station BID security camera feed in conjunction with alerts from
ShotSpotter; and be it further

2nd RESOLVED, that the Police Department is further directed, upon receipt of a
ShotSpotter alert from the Huntington Station system, to locate the BID camera nearest to the
location provided by ShotSpotter, examine the live video feed of that camera and relay any
pertinent information that may aid responding officers; and be it further

3rd RESOLVED, that the Police Department shall evaluate this pilot program six (6)
months after implementation to determine its effectiveness and shall issue a written report to the
County Executive and each member of the County Legislature containing its findings and
recommendations to cease, expand or continue the program in its current form; and be it further

4th RESOLVED, that the written report shall be provided within sixty (60) days after
the pilot program ends; and be it further

5th RESOLVED, that this Legislature, being the State Environmental Quality Review
Act (SEQRA) lead agency, hereby finds and determines that this resolution constitutes a Type |l
action pursuant to Section 617.5(c)(20), (21) and (27) of Title 6 of the NEW YORK CODE OF
RULES AND REGULATIONS (6 NYCRR) and within the meaning of Section 8-0109(2) of the
NEW YORK ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION LAW as a promulgation of regulations,



rules, policies, procedures, and legislative decisions in connection with continuing agency
administration, management and information collection, and the Suffolk County Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) is hereby directed to circulate any appropriate SEQRA notices of
determination of non-applicability or non-significance in accordance with this resolution.

DATED: MAR 2 7 2012
APPROVED BY:

County Executive of Suffolk County

Date: {4/ 12



SUFFOLK COUNTY
County Legislature
RIVERHEAD, NY

This is to Certify That I, TIM LAUBE, Clerk of the County
Legislature of the County of Suffolk, have compared the foregoing copy of
resolution with the original resolution now on file in this office, and

which was duly adopted by the County Legislature of said County on
March 27, 2012 and that the same is a true and

correct transcript of said resolution and of the whole thereof.
In ‘Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and the

official seal of the County Legislature of the County of Suffolk.

T Fodoe

Clerk of the Legislature
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Calarco, Montano, Cilmi, Lindsay, Hahn, Barraga,
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Co-Sponsors:

Romaine, Schneiderman, Browning, Muratore, Anker
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Second:

Romaine, Schneiderman, Browning, Muratore, Anker

Calarco, Montana, Ciimi, Lindsay, Hahn, Barraga,

Kennedy, Nowick, Horsley, Gregory, Stern.@% Spencer

LD Legislator Yes| No | Abs| NP MOTION

1 |Edward P. ROMAINE ! ___2(_ Approve

2 |Jay H. SCHNEIDERMAN Table: v

3 [Kate M. BROWNING ____Send To Committee

4 (Thomas MURATORE _____Table Subject To Call

5 |Kara HAHN / ___Lay On The Table

6 (Sarah S. ANKER L ___ Discharge

7 |Rob CALARCO ___ Take Out of Order

9 [Ricardo MONTANO ____Reconsider

10 {Thomas CILMI __ WaiveRule ___.

11 [Thomas F. BARRAGA _____Override Veto

12 |John M. KENNEDY, JR. ___ Close

13 |Lynne C. NOWICK ___Recess

15 [DuWayne GREGORY

16 |Steven H. STERN APPROVED- FAILED____
17 |Lou D'AMARO No Motion No Second

18 |William SPENCER | - |
14 |Wayne R. HORSLEY, D.P.0. | '}/ ) _ RESOLUTION DECLAQE‘HI:J :;
8 |William J. LINDSAY, P.O. o _:_{_ADOPTED

Totals \ -1
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Tim Laube, Clerk of the Legislature
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