
Public comments received on NYC Rules for: Proposed amendment to General 
Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code) 

 
 
#1  
Eda Perman  
Comment:  
The categories listed exclude important family relationships that are now common today 
and will become more common in the future. Many families simply don't fit the traditional 
approach proposed. These omissions, alongside the inability for adoptees to access 
information regarding their family history, create an unfair barrier to access. Death 
records list cause of death and for an adoptee, this is important health information they 
probably cannot get anywhere else. Another problem is that non-family cannot do 
research. Professional genealogists would be unable to perform their jobs. Also, the 
greatly expanded time periods (which are now amongst the most restrictive in the 
nation) keep people from researching and educating others about important historical 
information such as military veterans, Holocaust survivors, and immigrant communities.  
Agency: DOHMH  

 
 
 
#2 
Kathi Galvin  
Comment:  
Obtaining a birth or death record is not the only way someone can get a persons 
information. To try to say that holding back the records because there is a privacy issue 
is unrealistic. You can get a persons social security number online just months after 
their death. Genealogists and average family reasearcher like myself need and use 
these records to identify if in fact we have the right person on our family trees. Coming 
from a family where my dad was raised in foster care and knew none of his family 
information these rules and provision would cause me to be stuck right away. This 
information in invaluable to people who are searching for their family histories. Please 
allow the records to be open to everyone. 
Agency: DOHMH  

 
 
#3 
Emily Citraro  
Comment:  
While the proposed amended rules would allow a few more family members to access 
records, it would not be sufficient for those who are doing research for others (such as 
people who need records but don't live in NY) or those of us trying to put together the 
records of more distant family in order to try to complete a family tree. It would be a 
terrible disservice to the genealogical researcher to have these limits put in place, and 
they are far too extreme. Please reconsider, so we can continue to find our roots. 
Agency: DOHMH  
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#4 
Drew Egan  
Comment:  
These records are more than just documents, they are a tangible piece of history that in 
many cases ties us to relatives some of which we never met before. For myself being 
able to obtain vital records for my family has become very important due to my 
application for dual citizenship. The current law goes well beyond what other 
jurisdictions require for the same type of information, and frankly as a taxpayer is 
unacceptable. The proposed amendment is a step in the right direction, however the 
city has more to do to allow families to access key documents. 
Agency: DOHMH  

 
 
#5 
Donna Sexton  
Comment:  
In addition to family history, genealogical information is also required to learn family 
medical history. Often times families are fractured and without expansion of family 
members able to obtain death certificates it will be impossible for many people to 
correctly evaluate their risk of certain diseases and to make informed health care 
decisions.  
Agency: DOHMH  

 
 
 
#6 
Fern Gutman  
Comment:  
The people who will have access to birth and death records should also include step 
family members. There is a problem with limiting research to relatives who need the 
documentation to prove their relationship. I  
Agency: DOHMH  

 
 
 
#7 
Jody Lutter  
Comment:  
The Proposed Amendment to Article 207 of the NYC Health Code to expand access to 
vital records will not permit most family researchers to obtain records. The modern-day 
researcher is often more removed than four generations from the people studied and 
would still be precluded from obtaining records even with the Proposed Amendment. 
Other towns, counties, and states publish vital records online. New York City has moved 
in the opposite direction by restricting these records with Article 207 and the Proposed 
Amendment does little to support research of family and local history. 
Agency: DOHMH  

http://rules.cityofnewyork.us/agency/dohmh
http://rules.cityofnewyork.us/agency/dohmh
http://rules.cityofnewyork.us/agency/dohmh
http://rules.cityofnewyork.us/agency/dohmh


 
#8 
Will Holman  
Comment:  
We applaud the efforts of the NYCDOHAMH to expand the range of those to whom 
copies of birth and death records would be accessible. The newly established 
categories will help many individual genealogists access these important records. 
However, these expansions still unnecessarily limit the ability for individuals to access 
these records for research purposes. A researcher often needs to view the information 
on an individual’s birth or death record before being able to correctly assert their 
relationship to that individual. Genealogists are frequently beset by research questions 
that involve individuals with extremely common names, inconsistencies in biographical 
details, and other hurdles that make a identifying a specific familial relationship difficult – 
if not impossible – to determine without access to birth and death records. Furthermore, 
the categories exclude important familial elements that are becoming more prevalent 
today and will continue to do so over the next 125 years. The reality of New York’s 
families today and in the immediate past is incongruent with the traditional approach 
proposed by the NYCDOHAMH. For example, the exclusion of step-relationships from 
the list discriminates against thousands of families living in NYC today. These 
omissions, alongside the inability for adoptees to access information regarding their 
family history, create an unfair barrier to access. While an individual genealogist might 
focus on their specific family, this is not the only use of these materials for genealogical 
and historical research. The greatly expanded time periods(which are now amongst the 
most restrictive in the nation)prohibit local and family historians from studying an 
incredibly large number of topics, such as: --Members of a community who served in 
WWII, the Korean Conflict, or the Vietnam War(as records pertaining to most WWII 
veterans fall within of the new timeframes). The stories of these heroic men and women, 
who sacrificed their --lives for our freedom, will remain hidden for up to a century. --
Survivors of the Holocaust, as the records of family members who escaped to New York 
in the 1940s are now inaccessible to researchers until the mid-21st century. --
Biographical, genealogical, and cultural studies of any immigrant communities and their 
impact on NYC throughout the 20th century. --Those seeking research into family health 
history, as applicable information is needed from third and fourth cousins, categories not 
covered under the proposed expansions. Therefore we ask that the Department of 
Health create an additional category for access – Researcher – that specifically allows 
researchers to access these records. The creation of this category would help to resolve 
the situations outlined above. This level of access could still require an appropriate level 
of identification(such as a drivers license, passport, or state ID)and clarify an individual’s 
purpose in requesting a specific record. 
Agency: DOHMH  
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#9 
Charles Weinstein  
Comment:  
The proposed new rules are definitely a step in the right direction. However, for those in 
need of information to verify issues of inheritance and family medical history, the 
relationship should extend to first cousins and their direct descendants and ancestors, 
as well. In addition, there should be a provision, similar to a power of attorney, for a 
qualified person to allow an attorney or genealogist representing them, to acquire birth 
and death certificates, either for family medical history, or to prove relationships for 
purposes of estate inheritance or for proving descent for genealogical purposes. In 
order to qualify for membership in various descendency organizations (such as Sons of 
the American Revolution, DAR, etc.), or to apply for dual citizenship in many countries, 
based on a direct ancestral relationship to that country, obtaining birth and death 
records are vital. There is no reason to prohibit access when it is needed for these 
purposes. The numbers of people requesting these records under these suggestions 
should not be onerous, provided the original records, themselves, are properly stored 
and filed.  
Agency: DOHMH  

 
 
#10 
Jeff Kaplan 
Comment: 
I think that this proposed change would be a significant improvement, although not 
perfect, to the newly adopted rules. I have a number of aunts, uncles, great aunts and 
great uncles that have been deceased for decades and some were born over 100 years 
ago and I still cannot get their birth/death certificates. So I welcome this change. Thank 
you. 
 
 
 
#11 
Robbin Smith  
Comment:  
I would like to express my opinion that the amendment be passed. The family chain now 
is longer than immediate families.  
 
 
#12 
Karen Ramon  
Comment:  
I appreciate the consideration to add the new proposed guidelines to the vital records 
access. This is a great step and am in support of the amendments. I hope the board 
considers extending the guidelines to create an additional category, Researcher, which 
would allow persons who are not necessarily family members to conduct scholarly 
research on certain locations, immigrant groups, etc. Thank you, Karen Ramon 

http://rules.cityofnewyork.us/agency/dohmh


#13

Morris McKee

Comment:
Why is the privacy of deceased persons so very important? Like HIPPA, this proposed
rule goes too far. If you insist on promulgating this rule please include a way around it
that is not too onerous. For example, genealogical and historical societies should be
exempt and have an easy way to request birth and death records.

#14

Jean King

Comment:
I have been researching my family in New York City for over 25 years and have used
birth and death records to solve many brick walls in my family tree. Extending the
waiting periods for these records will prevent researchers from obtaining information
that is available from the rest of the state in 75 for birth records or 50 years for death
records. The proposed amendment would be of some help but would not solve the
problem of the extended waiting periods. I agree with others posting comments that
birth and death records could be marked as an unofficial copy - with the stamp For
Genealogical Purposes Only. This is used in other states and I feel this should be used
for genealogy purposes in New York City.



#15
Cinthia Mahon 
Comment: 
I am a child of divorced parents. My father and his family had no contact with me or any 
of my siblings from the time we were little children. I would like to access family health 
information contained on my grandparents and great grandparents death certificates. I 
cannot access them without proof that I am a child of my father. I need his birth record 
listing their names so that I can prove my relationship to them and obtain their death 
certificates. If there are no modifications to the current rule I will not be able to do so. 
The rule changes and time periods are too restrictive and I would not be able to show 
proof of my lineage. I would be long dead before I could access them publicly. 

#16 
Lauren Holt 
Comment: 
As so many have commented, having access to records for NYC available for 
genealogical purposes is convenient and a "requirement" for those of us still struggling 
with details of our families. While I have found many records available, i still have a long 
way to go to complete the process of identifying several births and marriages from the 
mid 1800's.I can't imagine a worse plan to thwart people in their search for family 
history. PLEASE do all that you can to insure that our records stay open and accessible, 
so that families can savor the connections to the past that this resource brings to us all. 

#17 
Claudia Williams 
Comment: 
While I understand the City's need to ensure the safety of its records, in so doing it 
should not cripple the availability of said records to those endeavouring to explore their 
family's genealogy or to further learn about their family's medical history. So far I have 
been fortunate to be a direct descendant but as I spread out looking for relatives who 
married into my family or other family members who are not direct descendants I should 
have options to obtain these records too. As I noted someone earlier suggested 
perhaps a stamp across the non-direct family could have a large stamp stating for 
genealogy purposes only. I appreciate the fact that I have been able to obtain so much 
information about my family from the NYC records. I have both confirmed old family 
stories and learned many new things, such as specific medical issues seem to run in 
the family. Thank you for giving me the opportunity to comment. 



#18 
jacqueline helt 
Comment: 
have been researching my family for about 20yrs & still have a few roadblocks which 
could be solved by access to birth & death records.......extending the time frame only 
worsened this problem.....the proposed amendment would possibly help, but even 
better would be a special category for researchers & family history buffs like the state of 
ny has - simply mark the document as an unofficial copy - for research purposes. 

#19 
Linda Johnson 
Comment: 
I fail to understand the necessity of making family records virtually inaccessible to 
researchers. The primary goal is to accurately research and document known 
information on one's lineage. This cannot be accomplished if vital records are kept from 
the researcher for an unreasonable amount of time. Vital records are mandatory for 
proving or disproving a relationship to the researcher. How can this be accomplished if 
the records are denied? Many researchers will be gone by the time the documents 
become available, thereby preventing the researcher from accomplishing his/her goal. 
Included in these documents could be family health and medical information needed to 
determine genetic illnesses that are inclusive in a particular line. If NYC is doing this to 
"protect" individuals' privacy in these documents, who are they protecting? The 
individuals have long since passed and have no vested interest in these documents. Let 
us be realistic and use some common sense here. I applaud the proposed amendment 
for extended family access, but let us not make it more difficult to access these records 
by extending the timeframe of when they can be. Family researchers are writing their 
histories and they need to view documents that add to this history, not be kept from it. 

#20 
Pat Shea-Bischoff 
Comment: 
Recently retired, I am currently working on the genealogy for my family. We have lived 
in NYC for generations and it is incredibly important that I have access to documents in 
the NYC Vital records to lend credibility to this research. PLEASE ensure in the 
upcoming amendment that family members have access to birth, death, marriage and 
other important records. At this time, I expect to be able to demonstrate that one branch 
of the family goes back to 1700 America, enabling me and my descendants "DAR" 
status. But records need to be presented to validate this claim. The current "rule" 
disallows my "deeper" research. Thank you for your consideration of this earnest 
request. Pat Shea-Bischoff, PhD 



#21 
John D Leith 
Comment: 
Some of my and my wife's direct ancestors and their relatives came thru NYC and 
upstate NY. We regularly find ourselves researching NY and NYC records for 
information about them, trying to find data that offer good proof of relationships. Like 
others, we know and often find that NY records are vital to proving these relationships. 
We have also helped friends in experienced in genealogical research to find more about 
their ancestors and relatives - as a hobby, with no pay involved. We greatly value our 
access to old written records wherever they lie, not just in NY but certainly very 
importantly including NY and NYC. We use Ancestry.com and their New York records 
almost every day, sometimes spending all day researching one issue. New York, as a 
gateway to the entire U.S., is one of the richest sources of old written records. We 
earnestly hope that it can stay that way! 



From: Jason Gersh
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 10:57:17 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Dear Members of the Board of Health:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposed amendment. Given the restrictive
nature of the recently approved timetable for releasing birth and death certificates to DORIS
(against which I, and many others, argued quite firmly), this latest proposed amendment is a
welcome -- albeit imperfect -- change to the status quo. Extending access to the additional
classes of entitled parties referenced in the amendment will have a significant and immediate
positive impact upon the genealogical community. I wanted to start my comments by
commending the Board's willingness to acknowledge that genealogical research serves a
"proper purpose" and to propose amending the Health Code accordingly.

As an experienced amateur genealogist with extensive roots in New York City (and, therefore,
a strong vested interest in the outcome of the proposed rule change), I see a number of ways in
which the proposed amendment could be improved. In that vein, I would recommend a few
revisions to the amendment that I believe would assist in making it better serve the needs of
genealogists and family historians:

1. For access to birth certificates of deceased persons, I would recommend adding the class of
great-grandnieces and great-grandnephews to the list of entitled parties. This class of persons
falls under the same generational relationship to the deceased as great-grandchildren, who are
already in the list of entitled parties under the proposed amendment. This class also falls into
the same type of relationship to the deceased as grandnieces/grandnephews (an entitled party
per the proposed amendment), simply one generation further removed. Extending access to
this additional generation of relatives would facilitate research by younger generations of
family historians without creating any additional privacy issues. This can be particularly
critical in the cases of deceased persons born in the 1910s, for whom there may not be living
children, grandchildren, nieces/nephews, or grandnieces/grandnephews.

2. For access to death certificates, I would recommend adding the classes of great-
grandnieces/great-grandnephews and great-great-grandnieces/great-great-grandnephews to
the list of entitled parties. These classes of persons fall under the same generational
relationships to the deceased as great-grandchildren and great-great-grandchildren, who are
already in the list of entitled parties under the proposed amendment. These classes also fall
into the same type of relationship to the deceased as grandnieces/grandnephews (an entitled
party per the proposed amendment), simply one or two generations further removed. The
rationale for extending access to these classes is the same as the rationale for extending access
to great-grandnieces/great-grandnephews for birth certificates -- facilitating research by
younger generations of family historians without creating any additional privacy issues.

As an example of how extending access to great-great-grandnephews would benefit family
historians, I can provide a case in my own family of a great-great-granduncle who was born
circa 1870 in Poland and died in 1952 in Manhattan. To the best of my knowledge, this
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individual has no living relatives who fall under the entitled parties in the proposed
amendment. Obtaining access to his death certificate now (rather than waiting another 10
years for the record to be transferred to DORIS) would potentially allow me to fill in gaps
about his parents and the latter part of his life. No doubt there are many other researchers
facing this same generational situation.

3. For access to death certificates, I would additionally recommend adding the class of great-
great-great-grandchildren to the list of entitled parties. With death certificates from as far
back as 1949 remaining in the custody of the Department of Health, the passage of time makes
it exceedingly likely that some of these individuals have great-great-great-grandchildren who
would benefit from access to their ancestors' death certificates. The rationale for extending
access to this class is the same as the rationale in my previous two recommendations --
facilitating research by younger generations of family historians without creating any
additional privacy issues.

4. For access to both birth certificates of deceased persons and death certificates, I would
encourage the Board to add the classes of first, second, and third cousins (within one or more
degrees of removal) to the list of entitled parties. These classes of persons are also within a
close degree of consanguinity of the deceased, and extending record access to these classes
would enable a broader group of family historians to research their extended family.

5. To facilitate research by professional genealogists working on behalf of clients, I would
recommend that the Board extend enhanced access privileges for credentialed genealogists.
The Board for Certification of Genealogists (https://bcgcertification.org/) is a nationally
recognized organization that certifies the credentials of professional genealogists in one or
more categories according to a set of robust, uniform standards. In addition, this organization
provides a code of ethics for professional conduct for its members, and provides
mediation/arbitration for disputes between its members and clients. Extending enhanced
access privileges to credentialed genealogists would facilitate access to records for family
members who hire professional researchers, while the code of ethics to which credentialed
genealogists are bound would provide the Board and the public with assurance that records
and research would be handled with the utmost of integrity. (For the record, I am not a
professional genealogist, nor am I certified by -- or affiliated with -- the Board for
Certification of Genealogists.)

I strongly believe that extending access to New York City birth and death certificates to as
broad a population as possible would best serve the interests of the public, and I also believe it
would be in the best interests of the City to avail itself of the opportunity to bring in the
additional revenue that would be realized from the large population of researchers eager to
explore their family history. Thank you very much for your consideration of my comments. I
am 

Yours sincerely,

Jason Gersh

--------------------------
Jason A. Gersh
32 Meridian Circle
Newtown, PA 18940
Home: (215) 860-3564
Mobile: (919) 357-4428
Email: jason.gersh@gmail.com

https://bcgcertification.org/
tel:%28215%29%20860-3564


From: Betty Wood
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Restrictive Access
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 10:38:04 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

To records.  This email is written to protest the increased limits on access to birth, death and marriage records.  As
an amateur genealogist with family in New York City I need online access.  It seems cruel and extreme to place such
restrictive limits on these records.  I urge  you to change these policies.

Thank you,

Betty Wood, LCSW
38 Rowe Ranch Way
Novato, CA 94949
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Susan R. Miller 
22 Mackey Avenue 

Port Washington, NY 11050 
Suemiller555@optonline.net 

 

April 23, 2018 

 

 

Department of Health and Mental Hygiene 

Attn: Board of Health 

Gotham Center, 42-09 28th Street, CN31 

Long Island City, NY 11101-4132 

 

Dear Department of Health and Mental Hygiene,  

 

I am on staff at the New York Genealogical and Biographical Society (NYG&B) but am sending this 

as an individual, not for the NYG&B. 

 

I would like to thank the Board of Health for their attention to this issue. Your reading of the many 

comments regarding changes to Article 207 is to be applauded.  

 

I fully support implementing the greater access in the current Amendment of Provisions of Article 

207. But I do not feel it goes far enough, and I would ask for detailed attention to Josh Taylor’s 

comments on that. 

 

The process for requesting a birth certificate, which I recently did in person at the Health 

Department for a 1921 birth, required that I provide the place of birth and the parents names. When 

trying to prove identity for family health or genealogical purposes, the researchers may not know 

those information items. They therefore may fail to receive the certificate. I ask the Board to 

thoroughly review procedures for implementation of the new regulations. I do not believe them to 

be in accord with what the Board was told in the March meeting. 

 

When developing new rules and regulations, please reach out to the community for input before 

proposing new amendments to Article 207. This could be done through several of the genealogical 

organizations in New York City, although since New York City’s population often spreads across 

the nation, it is not just a local issue. 

 

Regarding genealogy, is the Board aware that Genealogy Standards exist? We spend time and money to 

find original records with information documented as close to the time of the event recorded as 

possible. We evaluate the information items based on who the informant was—was the informant in 

a position to know from first-hand knowledge what they “put down on paper.” Should any Board 

member wish a copy of those standards, I would be happy to provide a copy. They are published 

and subject to copyright law. 
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Susan R. Miller 
22 Mackey Avenue 

Port Washington, NY 11050 
Suemiller555@optonline.net 

When we research a person with a common name, many records must be searched and quite a few 

people eliminated from contention. For that we find and purchase certificates for people who may 

not turn out to be the subject of our search. 

If the Board’s reason for not making death certificates public for 75 years is the chance that they 

may need to be amended—and seriously how many are amended after even 25 years, please allow 

informational certificates—not certified ones. 

Regarding death certificates, I would ask the Board to reconsider the time period before making 

death records public records. The stated reason regarding an infant death and thus protecting the 

privacy of parents does not hold weight. Closing death records for more than twenty-five years does 

not seem necessary. 

Please open indexes to births and deaths. Birth indexes like those previously published by the 

Department should be open after 20 years. Death Indexes should be open after 5 years. 

Again, thank you for your time in reading all the comments. 

Sincerely,  

Susan R. Miller 
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From: glanvil3@aol.com
To: Resolution Comments
Date: Saturday, April 21, 2018 3:35:31 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Dear NYC,

May I add my voice to those requesting that the category of Researcher be
added to those allowed to obtain birth and death records before 125 / 75
years?

As a professional genealogist, I purchase several hundred dollars' worth of
NYC birth, marriage, and death records each year for my clients, either
directly or via a researcher I subcontract to.  In addition, most amateur
genealogists buy numerous certificates in the geographical area they are
researching, so with genealogy now the second most popular hobby in the
U.S., this constitutes a significant outlay.  By denying researchers access to
many birth and death records, the city is depriving itself of a significant
source of revenue.

On another note, may I point you to two stories that appeared in the NY
Times in the last year and a half?  It is doubtful they could have been written
if the gentleman at their heart had been denied access to civil records.

Thank you for your consideration.

https://www.nytimes.com/2016/12/.../a-christmas-request-answered-a-century-later.ht... 
Dec 20, 2016 - Peter Mattaliano, who worked to get Mary McGahan's name put on her headstone,
sprinkled a small bag of Irish soil in front of it. Credit Yana Paskova for The New York Times. When Mr.
Mattaliano moved into the fourth-floor apartment at 447 West 50th Street in 1999, the fireplace had long
been bricked ...

https://www.nytimes.com/.../a-chimneys-poignant-surprise-letters-santa-missed-long-a... 
Dec 21, 2015 - Peter Mattaliano at Third Calvary Cemetery in Queens, seeking information on two
children, Mary and Alfred McGann, whose letters to Santa from a century ago he found in his apartment.
Credit Yana Paskova for The New York Times. Last week, Peter Mattaliano, 66, an acting coach and
screenwriter, put ...
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Sincerely yours,

Patricia Phelan
Member, Assn. of Professional Genealogists (www.apgen.org)
Board Member, Irish Family History Forum
Glanvil Genealogy
237 Church St.
Freeport NY 11520
516 378 5619



From: Pat
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Sunday, April 22, 2018 10:16:22 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

Hello,

Having Polish background and many records were lost during wars it is very important for me as a Polish American
to have access to any records of relatives that survived had families and made their way to the United States.

Please reconsider.

Thank you,
Pat Falsitta
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From: Barbara Gianviti
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Sunday, April 22, 2018 11:21:26 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

Dear Sirs, Mesdames,

The new 2017 amendment allowing access to birth records up to 125 years and death records up to 75 years should
be applauded, yet it is insufficient for those who are doing research for historical and genealogical purposes.

In this epoch of transparency the new amendment is still limited.  We need to allow people to do greater research by
extending access to these "vital" records.

Barbara Gianviti

Sent from my iPad
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mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: Renee Steinig
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 23, 2018 2:22:27 PM
Attachments: RS signature.png

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

To the New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene:

I was happy to hear about the proposed amendment of Article 207 of the New York City
Health Code to expand access to birth and death records. I thank the Department of Health for
its responsiveness to the public's concerns about the restrictions recently placed on release of
records to DORIS. The new amendment is an important step in the right direction, but I urge
you to add some additional provisions to meet the needs of those who rely on New York City
vital records for research purposes:

- Expand access to birth records older than 100 years to anyone who submits a request
along with proof of death, regardless of the requester's relationship to the deceased, and access
to more recent birth records to include all direct descendants of the subject's grandparents,
so long as proof of death is provided.

- Expand access to death records of those born over 100 years ago to anyone, regardless of
the requester's relationship to the deceased, and access to death records of those born more
recently to include all direct descendants of the subject's grandparents.

- Add a “researcher” category, as proposed by the New York Records Preservation and
Access Coalition. Such a provision would accommodate the very important needs of those
studying hereditary diseases and Holocaust history, conducting adoption and inheritance
searches, and involved in other legitimate efforts that require broad access to vital records.

- If necessary, provide these additional records as non-certified copies.

- Expand and codify the types of documents that can be provided as proof of death. A
certified record, which can be costly and difficult to obtain, should not be the only acceptable
proof of death. An obituary with sufficient identifying information, a statement of death from
a funeral director or attending physician, a copy of a coroner's report, a probate record, or a
photograph of a gravestone should be other options.

These modifications of the proposed amendment would significantly help researchers while
considering the privacy and security of any living people named on these records.  

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Sincerely,

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov






Mrs. Renee Stern Steinig
37 Westcliff Drive
Dix Hills NY 11746



 Jewish Genealogy Society of Long Island 

37 Westcliff Drive 

Dix Hills NY 11746 

April 23, 2018 

New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene 
Gotham Center, 42-09 28th Street, CN 31 
Long Island City, NY 11101-4132 

To the New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene Board of Health: 

The Jewish Genealogy Society of Long Island has more than 300 members dedicated to researching 
their Jewish family roots, almost all of whom have strong historical ties to New York City. 

We were dismayed that the Board of Health did not moderate its stance on the transfer of records to 
DORIS. The decision to deny the public access to birth records for 125 years and to death records for 
75 years seems to have been based on misconceptions about identity theft, unsupported by the facts. 

On the other hand, we appreciate the Board of Health's proposed expansion of the categories of 
relatives able to access copies of birth and death records held by the Bureau of Vital Statistics. The 
proposed amendment to Article 207 of the Health Code is a wonderful step in the right direction, but we 
feel that the new categories for eligibility are still too restrictive. We call on the Board of Health to: 

- Add a “researcher” category, as proposed by the New York Records Preservation and Access
Coalition, of which we are a member. Such a provision would enable families to gain a full
understanding of their histories, including hereditary diseases, the study of which requires tracing
third and fourth cousins.

- Expand the definition of relatives eligible to obtain a birth or death record to include all direct
descendants of the subject of the record, so that great-great-grandchildren and even great-great-
great-grandchildren -- who may well reach adulthood before their ancestors' records are
transferred to DORIS -- aren't denied access to their family history.

- Expand the definition of relatives eligible to obtain a birth or death record to
include all direct descendants of the subject's grandparents. This broader definition would
allow individuals who are not survived by close family to be memorialized and remembered.

- Expand access to birth records older than 100 years to anyone who submits a request along with
proof of death, regardless of the requester's relationship to the deceased.

- Expand access to death records of those born over 100 years ago to anyone, regardless of the
requester's relationship to the deceased.

- Expand and codify the types of documents that can be provided as proof of death. Certified
records, which can be costly and difficult to obtain, should not be the only acceptable proof of
death. An obituary with sufficient identifying information, a statement of death from a funeral



director or attending physician, a copy of a coroner's report, a probate records, or a photograph of 
a gravestone should be other options. 

 
Receiving a non-certified copy of a record would be acceptable in all these instances. 
 
Expanded access would also help to ensure that our relatives' final resting places can be located, visited 
and properly maintained. For a relative who died decades ago, there may be no one alive who recalls 
where he or she was buried. Frequently the only practical source of this information is a death 
certificate.  

Finally, as a Jewish organization, we wish to call to your attention that access to a death certificate can 
be important for religious reasons -- in order to determine the person's yahrzeit (Hebrew date of death, 
on which family members say memorial prayers). Calculating this date depends on knowing the exact 
time of death, which can be found only on a death certificate. 

Thank you for your consideration of our comments. 

Sincerely, 
 
The Board of Directors of the Jewish Genealogy Society of Long Island 
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April 23, 2018 

New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene 
Gotham Center 
42-09 28th Street, 3rd Floor, Room 3-32
Long Island City, 11101

Re: Proposed Amendment to Article 207 

The New York Genealogical and Biographical Society (NYG&B) represents thousands 
of individuals with an interest in researching individuals who have a connection to 
New York City. Members of our community include researchers, genealogists, 
historians, social scientists, biographers, and others who trace the lives of New 
Yorkers across many generations.  

We support the proposal to expand the categories of those eligible to receive a copy 
of an individual’s birth or death record, especially in light of the recently passed 
rules which restrict access to these records well into the future. However, we 
implore the Board of Health to take a more considerate and expansive look into the 

categories proposed. The fact that the amendment is under consideration 
recognizes the need for those conducting genealogical and historical research 
to have access to these records.  

We reiterate our strong objections to the timeframes that are now in place. They 
are not aligned with other jurisdictions throughout the United States—and are even 
at odds with the records that have been previously released to the Municipal 
Archives.1 Further, when asked about New York City’s timeframes as compared to 
other jurisdictions, the state of Vermont was raised as an example where it was 
stated that vital records were no longer public. This is a misrepresentation of the 
facts and directly contradicts the Secretary of State’s website, which states “there 

are no restrictions on public access to Vermont vital records,” and fails to point out 
that the recently passed law in Vermont provides informational copies of records as 
needed.2 New York City is now the most restrictive jurisdiction in the nation, 
next to the state of Oklahoma. Sadly, New York City’s rules pale in comparison to 
the access afforded by California, Connecticut, Indiana, New Jersey, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, South Dakota, Vermont, Virginia – just to name a few jurisdictions.3 

1 Death records had previously been released to New York City’s Municipal Archives through the 

year 1947, 71 years after the death occurred, rather than the stated rule of 75 years. 
2 See https://www.sec.state.vt.us/archives-records/vital-records/informational-copies.aspx.  
3 See https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CHSI/Pages/Vital-Records.aspx (California); 

http://www.in.gov/isdh/index.htm (Indiana); 

https://www.sec.state.vt.us/archives-records/vital-records/informational-copies.aspx
https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CHSI/Pages/Vital-Records.aspx
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We appreciate the attempt to expand and clarify the individuals entitled to access 
vital records, —however, the proposed list is incomplete and has the potential to 
discriminate against researchers. Those who research family health history, for 
example, often need to access birth and death records for third and fourth cousins, 
a provision that is not provided for under the proposed guidelines. Any individual 
who is part of a blended family, which includes at least 40 million Americans, 
cannot access the records of a step relative. In addition, modern tools for research, 
such as DNA testing, have created an immense need to access birth and death 
records for previously unknown relatives. What about an individual whose DNA test 

reveals that his or her biological great-grandfather is indeed a different man than 
listed within family records? These are the realities of research we face in the year 

2018. Other jurisdictions have seen the need for access to these records, as the 
states of Oregon, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New Hampshire, and Indiana have 
enacted provisions for accessing records of step relatives.4  

We reiterate that a researcher’s need for a birth or death document is often to 
identify an individual. For a common name it is difficult to determine one’s 
relationship. Without following all documentary evidence, including some 
documents that eliminate potential candidates, reaching a conclusion is impossible. 
Selecting the correct John Smith from an index which lists 20 or more John Smiths 

born in the same year is tremendously difficult. A genealogist should search each 
record until they find the correct entry. Thus, they must review the information 
contained within these records, rather than simply conduct a single transaction. We 
often do not know which record is correct until we receive a copy of the information 
provided on the record.  

Our research extends far beyond these limits. We trace entire communities and 
repatriate fallen New York City soldiers. We research and identify relatives of 
Holocaust survivors, many of whom are identified as cousins. We search for those 
who left few written records behind—save a birth or death record.  

http://public.health.oregon.gov/BirthDeathCertificates/GetVitalRecords/Pages/index.aspx 

(Oregon); http://vr.health.ok.gov/ (Oklahoma); 

http://healthvermont.gov/research/records/obtain_record.aspx (Vermont); 

http://www.ct.gov/dph/site/default.asp (Connecticut); 

http://www.health.pa.gov/MyRecords/Certificates/Pages/11596.aspx#.WCKDQFVOlaR 

(Pennsylvania); http://vitalrecords.sd.gov/ (South Dakota); http://www.vdh.virginia.gov/ 

(Virginia). 
4 http://www.health.pa.gov/MyRecords/Certificates/Pages/11596.aspx#.WCKDQFVOlaR 

(Pennsylvania); 

http://public.health.oregon.gov/BirthDeathCertificates/GetVitalRecords/Pages/index.aspx 

(Oregon); http://www.in.gov/isdh/index.htm (Indiana); http://www.state.nj.us/health/vital (New 

Jersey); http://www.sos.nh.gov/vitalrecords (New Hampshire). 

http://public.health.oregon.gov/BirthDeathCertificates/GetVitalRecords/Pages/index.aspx
http://vr.health.ok.gov/
http://healthvermont.gov/research/records/obtain_record.aspx
http://www.ct.gov/dph/site/default.asp
http://vitalrecords.sd.gov/
http://www.vdh.virginia.gov/
http://public.health.oregon.gov/BirthDeathCertificates/GetVitalRecords/Pages/index.aspx
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We ask that an additional category deemed as “Researcher” be created to access 
these records. This would ensure that a third cousin, step-granddaughter, town 
historian, biographer, or genealogist could access these materials. In addition to 
materials which verify their identity, researchers could be required to provide their 
reason for requesting a copy of the materials (which could be informational rather 
than a certified copy), thus protecting the integrity of the records themselves. If 
non-certified, it could be amended later. 

We would be remiss if we did not mention another area of concern regarding this 
amendment and procedures for accessing these records. We have heard from 

members of our community on numerous occasions that even when the written 
rules permit them to obtain copies of these materials, they are unable to do so. Our 

members have reported instances where they have been required to provide the 
exact names of an individual’s parents in order to obtain a copy of a record. Yet, this 
is the precise type of information they are attempting to research in requesting the 
record in the first place.  

We have been told that a professional genealogist could access materials for a client, 
if the client was entitled to the record and provided their identifying information 
alongside authorization when requesting the record. Yet, we have evidence that this 
is not in fact true. This paradox is simply not acceptable. We are paying 

customers, we are citizens, and we implore the Department to apply the rules set in 
place fairly and universally. The lack of clarifying language within the amendment 
has the potential to continue these poor practices and inconsistences.  

In short, the addition of a researcher category to the proposed amendment would 
be the fairest pathway forward. We appreciate your consideration and again, invite 
the Board to open a dialogue with us regarding these issues. 

Sincerely, 

D. Joshua Taylor
President



Alexander Calzareth 

Long Island City, NY  

April 23, 2018 

New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene 

Gotham Center, 42-09 28th Street, CN 31 

Long Island City, NY 11101-4132 

To the New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene Board of Health: 

I support the proposed Amendment of Provision of Article 207 of the New York City Health Code to expand 

access to birth and death records to additional categories of relatives although I believe that certain provisions 

could be added without any of the harms feared by the Department of Health in their justification for the 

amendment passed on March 13, 2018. 

Expand Access to Birth Records Older than 100 Years and Death Records 

Through the March amendment of the Health Code the Department of Health has insured their control over 

the birth and death certificates for exceedingly long time periods, outside of the norms for comparable 

jurisdictions. However, there is no reason that a birth or death record from yesterday has to be treated the 

same as a birth certificate from 1912 or a death certificate from 1955. 

I support the general category of “researcher” as proposed in other comments that would allow access to a 

death certificate or any deceased person’s birth certificate upon stating the nature of the applicant’s research. 

However, if the Board of Health does not entertain those recommendations, there must surely be a point at 

which there is no identity theft risk by releasing a deceased person’s birth certificate, say 100 years after a 

person’s birth.  

The Board of Health’s stated reason for not transferring old birth records to the Municipal Archives until the 

records are 125 years old is to avoid easy public access to a handful of birth records for those who might reach 

an extremely high age. With average life expectancy around 80 years in the United States, this means that the 

Department of Health will maintain an increasingly large number of birth records that related to long-

deceased individuals. The Bureau of Vital Statistics own figures show that there were about 140,000 births per 

year in the 1910-1917 time period, meaning that today the Department holds birth certificates for about 

1,120,000 people born more than 100 years ago. The Center for Disease Control’s 2014 National Vital Statistics 

report shows that 2.11% of the people born 100 years ago were still alive. This would mean that 3,000 birth 

certificates for those born in 1917 might relate to people who are still alive. This figure would decrease rapidly 

as you go back towards 1910. As a reference, there are only about 50 people in the entirety of the United 

States aged 110 or older. 

This current proposed amendment shows that the Bureau of Vital Statistics clearly has a mechanism in place 

to review proof of death and to issue a copy of a birth record to a relative after such review. In addition, I 

believe these records are marked with a stamp indicating “deceased” when they’re issued.  I therefore urge 

the addition of language allowing copies to be provided to “any person who submits a request for a birth 



certificate more than 100 years old with proof that the individual named on such certification of birth is 

deceased “ 

Similarly, the justification for keeping death records private for 75 years focused on potentially releasing an 

infant’s death record that might contain information on still-living parents. As acknowledged, these are a very 

small percentage of all death records maintained by the Bureau of Vital Statistics. In-line with the above 

suggestion for birth records, death records for those born more than 100 years ago, who have been deceased 

for more than say 25 years, should be available to anyone. I therefore urge the addition of language allowing 

copies to be provided to “any person who submits a request for a death certificate more than 25 years old for 

decedents born more than 100 years ago.” 

List Other Examples of Proof of Death 

 

In his presentation to the Board of Health for this proposed amendment, Steven Schwartz indicated that “as a 

matter of practice” the Department of Health has been allowing children and grandchildren to gain access to 

birth certificates of deceased relatives. However, my recent Freedom of Information Law Request to the 

Department of Health and Mental Hygiene revealed that during Fiscal Years 2016 and 2017 no birth 

certificates were issued relating to individuals born between 1910 and 1918. It seems unlikely that no one 

would request records for that period over the course of two years, leading to concerns that the Bureau of 

Vital Statistics has not in fact allowed for easy access to birth records for close relatives.  

The current instructions provided by the Bureau of Vital Statistics (copy attached) require “an original non-NYC 

death certificate or a copy of a NYC death certificate.” This proposed amendment uses the language “Proof of 

death for this purpose may include, but is not limited to, certified copies of death certificates and letters 

testamentary.”  

The focus on certified copies of death certificates is concerning. Certified records can sometimes only be 

obtained at great costs. Although they are among the clearest evidence of death, they are by no means the 

only proof of death. For instance, the Social Security Administration also accepts an obituary with sufficient 

identifying information, a statement of death from a funeral director or attending physician or a copy of a 

coroner's report. Other possible sources could include probate records or a photograph of a gravestone.  

Although the proposal states that proof of death is not limited to certified copies of death certificates and 

letters testamentary I urge the Board of Health to codify the additional possible documents suggested here as 

acceptable proof of death.   

It is commendable that the Board of Health is expanding access to additional relatives but if unwritten 

administrative rules add hurdles to these family members the spirit of these amended regulations will be 

thwarted and access will continue to be denied.  

Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 

Sincerely, 

 

    

 

Alexander Calzareth 



Grandparent's birth certificate
 

nycdohvr <nycdohvr@health.nyc.gov> Mon, Mar 12, 2018 at 9:06 AM
To: Alex Calzareth <alcalz@gmail.com>

BIRTH	CERTIFICATE	OF	A	DECEASED	RELATIVE	INSTRUCTIONS

Family	members/entitled	individuals	may	request	the	birth	certi�icates	of	a	deceased	relative	by
submitting	the	following	packet	through	the	mail:

·         A	completed,	signed	and	notarized	application.		

·         A	legible	copy	of	your	valid,	unexpired,	government	issued	photo	identi�ication

·         An	original	non-NYC	death	certi�icate	or	a	copy	of	a	NYC	death	certi�icate

·         Payment	of	$15.00	for	the	record

·         A	utility	bill	or	of�icial	government	mail	that	contains	your	name	and	address	and	that	has	been
received	by	you	in	the	last	60	days.

·         A	self-addressed,	stamped	envelope	for	the	return	of	the	record.

·         For	entitled	individuals,	original	documentary	evidence	of	entitlement.

	

Please	note	that	birth	certi�icates	of	deceased	relatives	are	not	available	for	immediate	issuance	and	can
take	2-3	weeks	to	process.		1910-1919	birth	certi�icates	are	not	electronic	records	and	an	additional	week
is	required	to	search	for	the	birth	certi�icate	and	then	produce.		Please	visit	www.nyc.gov/vitalrecords	to
download	the	application	and	instructions	if	the	attached	application	is	not	accessible.

 

http://www.nyc.gov/vitalrecords


From: Ethan Auslander
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Friday, April 20, 2018 3:47:48 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

I strongly oppose the proposed additional tightening of access to NYC vital records. Professional genealogist who
assists in probate searches see that this new obstacle would add to the burden those entitled to estates who must
forfeit an even larger percentage of estate proceeds to attorneys who need to order multiple additional records that
may be required to probate wills, and who need to establish with due diligence that there are no additional family
members who could be distributes. This could be much more difficult, if not impossible, if they don't have access to
records now available. They would need to order dozens or hundreds of more records for each case, petitioning
the court for each, and charging clients accordingly. This is particularly unfair to those who would inherit small
estates, and would also add to the burden of the court. 

Thanks,
 
Ethan Auslander
P.O. Box 672
Hicksville, NY 11802-0672
(516) 681-3200

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: Mollys Canopy
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Friday, April 20, 2018 2:50:35 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

To whom it may concern,
I applaud the efforts of the New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene to
expand the range of those to whom copies of birth and death records would be accessible. The
newly established categories will help many individual genealogists access these important
records. 

However, these expansions still unnecessarily limit the ability for individuals to access these
records for research purposes. A researcher often needs to view the information on an
individual’s birth or death record before being able to correctly establish family relationships.
Genealogists are frequently beset by research questions that involve individuals with
extremely common names, inconsistencies in biographical details, and other hurdles that make
a identifying a specific familial relationship difficult – if not impossible – to determine without
timely access to birth and death records. Furthermore, the categories exclude important
familial elements that are becoming more prevalent today and will continue to do so over the
next 125 years. 

The reality of New York’s families today and in the immediate past no longer fits the
traditional approach proposed by the New York City Department of Mental Health and
Hygiene. For example, the exclusion of step-relationships from the list discriminates against
thousands of families living in New York City today. These omissions, along with the inability
for adoptees to access information regarding their family history, create an unfair barrier to
access. 

While an individual genealogist might focus on their specific family, this is not the only use of
these materials for genealogical and historical research. The greatly expanded time periods
(now amongst the most restrictive in the nation) prohibit local and family historians from
studying an incredibly large number of topics, such as:

Members of a community who served in World War II, the Korean Conflict, or the
Vietnam War (as records pertaining to most World War II veterans fall within of the
new time frames). The stories of these heroic men and women, who sacrificed their lives
for our freedom, will remain hidden for up to a century.
Survivors of the Holocaust, as the records of family members who escaped to New York
in the 1940s are now inaccessible to researchers until the mid-21st century.
Biographical, genealogical, and cultural studies of any immigrant communities and their
impact on the city of New York throughout the 20th century.
Those seeking research into family health history, as applicable information is needed
from third and fourth cousins, categories not covered under the proposed expansions.

I therefore request that the Department of Health create an additional category for access –
Researcher – that specifically allows researchers to access these records. The creation of this
category would help to resolve the situations outlined above. This level of access could still

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


require an appropriate level of identification (such as a driver’s license, passport, or state ID)
and clarify an individual’s purpose in requesting a specific record.

Sincerely,
Molly Charboneau
mollyscanopy.com 

http://mollyscanopy.com/


From: Teri Wetter
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Thursday, April 19, 2018 11:41:22 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

The average life span is less than 100 years. So to obtain birth certificates should reflect this.

Also 75 years after death is unreasonable to obtain a copy of the death certificate. This number is unreasonable as 5
years after death is long enough.

Teri

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: Nancy Buono
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Thursday, April 19, 2018 11:14:49 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

My family immigrated to New York in the early 1900s. As part of a dual citizenship
application, I was required to gather all official records for all prior generations. Birth,
marriage, divorce, death for parents, grandparents, great grandparents.
Restricting access to these records would deny people their right to apply for dual citizenship.
And there are many more who need access to these records for genealogical research.

While there is a great concern about privacy, the system which requires proper identification
and proof of connection to the individual whose records are requested is adequate to provide
that protection.

Please keep these records available.

Respectfully,

Nancy Buono

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov
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International Association of Jewish Genealogical Societies 
 
 
 

April 21, 2018 
 

New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene 
Gotham Center, 42-09 28th Street, CN 31 
Long Island City, NY 11101-4132 
 

Re: Proposed Amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health 
Code) 
 

The International Association of Jewish Genealogical Societies (IAJGS) is writing to express our 
comments regarding the proposed amendment to the General Vital Statistics Provisions Article 
207 of the NYC Health Code.  Seventy-five percent of all immigrants to the United States during 
the turn of the century entered through Ellis Island1.  Ellis Island estimates that close to 40 percent 
of all current U.S. citizens can trace at least one of their ancestors to Ellis Island. 2 A recent report 
cites over 37 percent of New York City residents were born in another country—more foreign 
born-immigrants live in New York City than any other city in the world. For that reason, access to 
New York City birth and death records can be crucial for New Yorkers, for all Americans, and for 
those outside the United States. IAJGS has members worldwide who are interested in access to 
New York City birth and death records. 
 

We are very appreciative that the Board of Health is agreeing with the over 5,000 comments it 
received requesting expansion of certain family member categories that would have immediate 
access to birth and death records in the proposed amendment to Article 207 of the New York City 
Health Code Regarding Proposed Transfer of Birth and Death Records to DORIS. Thank you for 
listening. 
 

We suggest three categories of persons should be given access to birth and death records prior to 
the records becoming public: step-relations, adoptees and researchers. 
 

Step-Relations 
 

In the March 13, 2018 NYC Board of Health minutes, Dr. Klitzman asked about step-relations “in 
the era of growing blended families” being included with other family members. We agree with Dr. 
Klitzman that step-relations have an important familial interest and should be added to the 
proposed expansion of family members with immediate access to birth and death records directly 
from the Department of Health. Unfortunately, the New York City Department of Health Registrar 
said, “we do not permit that and I’m not aware of any state that does.” 3  A quick Google search 
resulted in finding states that do permit step-parents the same immediate access: Indiana,4 New  
Hampshire5 New Jersey6 (with permission of the natural parent), Oregon (birth records)7, and 
Pennsylvania8, and open records access states9 to cite but a few examples. 

                                                           
1 http://www.tabletmag.com/jewish-life-and-religion/246347/inside-ellis-islands-immigrant-hospital 
2 http://www.hiostory.com/topics/ellis-island 
3 NYCDoH&MH Board of Health Meeting March 13, 2018  Page 33 
4 https://www.in.gov/isdh/26793.htm; https://www.in.gov/isdh/26824.htm 
5 https://lebanonnh.gov/552/Requesting-Vital-Records 
6 http://www.nj.gov/health/vital/contact-us/faqs/ 
7 http://www.oregon.gov/oha/PH/BIRTHDEATHCERTIFICATES/GETVITALRECORDS/Pages/Eligibility.aspx 
8 http://www.health.pa.gov/myrecords/certificates/pages/11596.aspx#.Wtbten8h2Uk 
9 Connecticut (birth if the requestor belongs to a genealogy society located in Connecticut; and all death records  

http://www.tabletmag.com/jewish-life-and-religion/246347/inside-ellis-islands-immigrant-hospital
http://www.hiostory.com/topics/ellis-island
https://www.in.gov/isdh/26793.htm
https://www.in.gov/isdh/26824.htm
https://lebanonnh.gov/552/Requesting-Vital-Records
http://www.nj.gov/health/vital/contact-us/faqs/
http://www.oregon.gov/oha/PH/BIRTHDEATHCERTIFICATES/GETVITALRECORDS/Pages/Eligibility.aspx
http://www.health.pa.gov/myrecords/certificates/pages/11596.aspx#.Wtbten8h2Uk
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And yes, there are some states that do not permit immediate access to step-parents, but we 
wanted to indicate that different states have different requirements, and some do explicitly permit 
step-parents access. 
 

Today’s family reflects a different composition than in previous generations. The traditional family 
of two parents, first marriage, living in the same household with their natural children has declined 
from 73 percent in 1960—to 61 percent by 1980 and to 46 percent. In 2015 the Pew Research 
Center published a report on the American Family Today 10 which reflects the changes in the 
family dynamics.  
 

The U.S. Census Bureau reported in 2009 that one in six children are living with a blended family—
living with a step-parent, step-sibling or half-sibling. In the past nine years that number may well 
have increased.11  The 2012-2016 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates show the number 
of step-children under age 18 is in the millions.12 Further the National Center for Health Statistics 
says 63 percent of women in remarriages are in blended families with half of these remarriages 
involving step-children who live with the remarried couple. 
 

The Stepfamily Foundation reports that the U.S. Bureau of Census says 1,300 new step-families 
are forming daily. Fifty percent of the 60 million children under the age of 13 are currently living 
with one biological parent and that parent's current partner.13  Sixty-four percent of families today 
live in some form of divorced and/or step-family relationship. 
 

Today, blended families are a social phenomenon that needs to be recognized by access to the 
birth and death records, and we respectfully request that step-relations, at least step-parents be 
added to the list of family granted immediate access to birth and death records. 
 

Adoptees 
 

There are a growing number of jurisdictions that have opened original adoption birth records to 
the adoptee age 18 or older and parents. This usually follows a period of time when the natural 
parent has the opportunity to agree or not to agree to be contacted and have their information 
made available to the adoptee.  According to the American Adoption Congress there are nine 
states with unrestricted access, eleven states with access with some restrictions and nine states 
with partial restrictions leaving twenty-two states and District of Columbia sealed14. The trend is 
obvious to open original adoption birth records and we encourage New York City Department of 
Health to follow the trend and add adoptees and their parents to the list of immediate access to 
birth records. 
 
Researchers 
 
In the March 13, 2018 Minutes of the Board of Health, Dr. Klitzman inquired about the category of 
researchers.  We do not agree with the response by the New York City Health Department 
Registrar that “the genealogical researcher does not have an authority or a right to get the record 
themselves”. 
                                                           
  without belonging to a society); Massachusetts; Minnesota; Michigan (death records); Montana (death records);  
 and Ohio. 
10 http://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2015/12/17/1-the-american-family-today/ 
11 U.S.Census Bureau, Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP) 2009 estimates. 
12 https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/tableservices/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?src=bkmk 
13 http://www.stepfamily.org/stepfamily-statistics.html 
14 https://www.americanadoptioncongress.org/state.php 
 

http://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2015/12/17/1-the-american-family-today/
https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/tableservices/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?src=bkmk
http://www.stepfamily.org/stepfamily-statistics.html
https://www.americanadoptioncongress.org/state.php
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The U.S. Surgeon General and the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services launched a 
national public health campaign called the Surgeon General’s Family History Initiative to 
encourage all American families to learn more about their family health history. To quote from the 
Initiative’s website: “Tracing the illnesses suffered by your parents, grandparents, and other blood 
relatives can help your doctor predict the disorders to which you may be at risk and take action to 
keep you and your family healthy… A recent survey found that 96 percent of Americans believe 
that knowing their family history is important. Yet, the same survey found that only one-third of 
Americans have ever tried to gather and write down their family's health history.”15 Therefore, it is 
imperative for the genealogist either on their own behalf or for a client to access death records to 
help the living and future generations take proactive measures to address any inherited diseases. 
 

There is a governmental need for professional genealogists serving as federal, state or local 
government contractors or for genealogists working with law firms to assist in the identification of 
family members for the following purposes: 
  

a. Assisting the Department of Defense locate heirs for the repatriation of remains from  
previous wars. There are literally tens of thousands of United States Veterans’ remains left 
unclaimed. Sometimes decades pass while these remains are waiting to be identified as Veterans 
and to be given a proper military burial. Genealogists work with the military to locate relatives of 
soldiers who are still unaccounted for from past conflicts. By finding relatives, the military can 
identify soldiers using DNA, and notify the next of kin so the family can make burial decisions. This 
also provides family healing when the remains of a soldier are returned to his/her family for burial. 
b. Assisting county coroners in the identification of unclaimed persons. Over 400 genealogists are 
now offering their volunteer services to help locate the next of kin for unclaimed persons’ bodies. 
The identities of these people are known, but the government agencies are not always able to find 
the families, so they are literally unclaimed. It is a national problem with which coroners must 
cope. 
c. Working with attorneys in locating missing and unknown heirs involving estates, trusts,  
real estate quiet title actions, oil and gas and mineral rights, and other similar needs. 
d. Tracing and tracking inheritable medical conditions where finding collateral relatives such as 
third or fourth cousins is critical in facilitating early treatment and possibly preventing a premature 
death. 
e. Repatriation of Holocaust stolen art. Seventy–three years after the end of World War II, we are 
still reading about looted art that is now being litigated to be returned to the rightful owners and 
their heirs. This is an active business for some genealogists who specialize in determining the 
rightful owners of looted art.  
f. Identifying Native American blood quantum to determine eligibility for tribal benefits. 
Genealogists are involved with helping both Native American tribes and individuals who are 
claiming their Native American heritage to determine eligibility for tribal benefits. 
 

Genealogists have legitimate professional and life-saving reasons to have immediate access to 
birth and death records. Genealogical researchers require access to various materials, of which 
birth and death records are part of the arsenal used to verify one’s family history. Genealogical 
researchers need access to the vital records to help affirm that one is actually related to a specific 
individual. For the reasons stated above IAJGS respectfully encourages the NYC Department of 

                                                           
15 https://www.hhs.gov/programs/prevention-and-wellness/family-health-history/about-family-health-  
    history/index.html 
 

https://www.hhs.gov/programs/prevention-and-wellness/family-health-history/about-family-health-%20%20%20%20%20history/index.html
https://www.hhs.gov/programs/prevention-and-wellness/family-health-history/about-family-health-%20%20%20%20%20history/index.html
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Health and Mental Hygiene to expand the list of persons eligible for immediate access to the 
records to include genealogical researchers. 
 

Comments on the March 13, 2018 Board of Health Minutes 
 

In reading the March 13, 2018 Board of Health minutes, we found several other points to which we 
would like to provide comments. 
 

Vermont 
 

The NYC Department of Health Registrar stated that Vermont was an open state and now is 
closed. What was not mentioned was that the law enacted last year which becomes effective July 
1, 2018 provides for non-certified or informational copies of birth, marriage and death records, 
available immediately—no embargo periods.16 The non-certified copies are marked “not for 
purposes of identity.” With this new law, Vermont joins the growing number of states providing 
informational or non-certified copies of records, We respectfully request that informational copies 
of NYC records be made available without embargo periods. 
 

Embargo Periods of 125 Years for Birth and 75 Years for Death Records 
 

Dr. Bassett asked if any jurisdictions use the 125/75 embargo dates. The answer is NO!. Only one 
state –Oklahoma- adopted that provision of the 2011 Model Vital Statistics Act but Oklahoma 
found that it was not workable and later amended the law. Today, the death record embargo 
period is 50 years, not 75 years. That same amendatory legislation opened up birth and death  
indexes to the public: 20 years after date of birth and 5 years after date of death. To our 
knowledge, no other state has been successful either by legislation or regulation in adopting these 
125/75 year embargo periods , even though the various Vital Records Officers belong to the  
National Association for Public Health Statistics and Information Systems (NAPHSIS) which has 
been advocating adoption of the 2011 Model Vital Statistics Act. 
 
Adoption of the Model Vital Statistics Act 
 

There are provisions other than embargo periods for birth, marriage and death records in the non-
federally-approved 2011 Model Vital Statistics Act to which IAJGS agrees. Since the adoption of 
the previous Model Vital Statistics Act in 1977 there are many technological changes that we 
agree should be revised. It is only the embargo period of the 2011 Model Vital Records Act that 
IAJGS and the general genealogical community opposes. 
 
US Department of Health and Human Services HIPAA 50-Year Rule for Death Records 
 

Ms. Redlener asked about the U.S. Department of Health 2013 adoption of HIPPA regulations 
which calls for a 50-year embargo on release of death records. While it is included in statements 
provided for the earlier hearing, the Registrar of the NYC Department of Health said he was not 
aware of them.17 Therefore, we would like to provide the reference for this federal determination 
that 50-years is the death record embargo. It is under the definition of “protected health 
information”. 18   
 

                                                           
16 https://legislature.vermont.gov/assets/Documents/2018/Docs/ACTS/ACT046/ACT046%20As%20Enacted.pdf    
    Sec. 3. 18 V.S.A.§ 5000 (c)(1)  page 4 
17 NYC DOH&MH Department of Health Meeting March 13, 2018  page 38-39 
18 https://www.hhs.gov/hipaa/for-professionals/privacy/guidance/health-information-of-deceased-   
    individuals/index.html; https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CFR-2013-title45-vol1/pdf/CFR-2013-title45-vol1-        
    sec160-103.pdf  see: Protected health information section 2(iv) pages 983-984 

https://legislature.vermont.gov/assets/Documents/2018/Docs/ACTS/ACT046/ACT046%20As%20Enacted.pdf
https://www.hhs.gov/hipaa/for-professionals/privacy/guidance/health-information-of-deceased-%20%20%20%20%20%20individuals/index.html
https://www.hhs.gov/hipaa/for-professionals/privacy/guidance/health-information-of-deceased-%20%20%20%20%20%20individuals/index.html
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CFR-2013-title45-vol1/pdf/CFR-2013-title45-vol1-%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20sec160-103.pdf
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CFR-2013-title45-vol1/pdf/CFR-2013-title45-vol1-%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20%20sec160-103.pdf
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Identity Theft 
 

The issue of identity theft was mentioned as one reason not to expand access to the birth and 
death records in the March 13 minutes.  Genealogists are not the cause of identity theft. There has 
been proof that identity theft occurs from large data breaches from government, finance, health 
care and other businesses.  As the IAJGS statement submitted for the October 2017 hearing 
commented, there is no evidence that states with open records experience have greater identity 
theft than those in states with more limited access. In fact, the recent report by New York State 
Attorney General Eric Schneiderman listed the over 1,500 data breaches reported to his office, and 
none were related to vital records theft.19 
 

The IAJGS is a sponsoring member of the Records Preservation and Access Committee (RPAC) 
and we support their comments on this proposed amendment. IAJGS is also a member of the NY-
RPAC Coalition, and we support their comments as well. 
 
The International Association of Jewish Genealogical Societies is the umbrella organization of 78 
genealogical societies and Jewish historical societies worldwide whose approximately 9,000 
members are actively researching their Jewish roots. In the New York City- Long Island region, we  
have five member societies who collectively represent approximately 1,400 genealogists with 
interest in the New York City area records. The IAJGS was formed in 1988 to advance genealogical 
study, to elevate research standards and to provide a common voice for issues of significance to 
its members. Our societies’ members include both professional and hobbyist genealogists. In 
2018, we will hold held our 38th consecutive annual International Conference on Jewish 
Genealogy (www.iajgs.org). One of our primary objectives is to promote public access to 
genealogically relevant records. 
 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact us at the email address listed below. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

     
   
Ken Bravo,       Jan Meisels Allen 
President, IAJGS     Chairperson, IAJGS Public Records Access  
president@IAJGS.org            Monitoring Committee 
       Jan@IAJGS.org 

                                                           
19 https://ag.ny.gov/sites/default/files/data_breach_report_2017.pdf 

http://www.iajgs.org/
mailto:president@IAJGS.org
mailto:Jan@IAJGS.org
https://ag.ny.gov/sites/default/files/data_breach_report_2017.pdf


c/o Janet A. Alpert, 137 Victoria Dr., Hilton Head Island, SC 29926 

 

April 20, 2018 
 
New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene 
Gotham Center 
42-09 28th St.., 3rd Floor, Room 3-32 
Long Island, NY 11101-4132 
 
RE: Amendment to Article 207 
       Hearing April 23, 2018 
 
To NYC Dept. of Health and Mental Hygiene: 
 
We appreciate the willingness of the department to propose a new Amendment to the Health 
Code “to expand the categories of qualified applicants who may access birth and death records 
before the records are transferred to the Department of Records and Information services 
(Doris) and become public.” As mentioned at the meeting of the department on March 13, 
2018, step-children and adoptees, should be provided access to the same vital records as 
biological family members. As heirs at law, they have legal rights and often have contact with 
extended family. As stated in our earlier letter to you October 21, 2017, we strongly support 
access to death records which could help identify an inheritable disease that runs in a family. 
An early warning could prevent premature deaths in those who are still living which should be a 
priority for any health department.  
 
Since 2004, the Surgeon General and the U. S. Department of Health and Human Services have 
publicized the importance of knowing a family’s health history. Genealogists need access to the 
full death record, including cause of death, for grand aunts and uncles and great-grand aunts 
and uncles, to determine which branch of a family carries a genetic disease. In addition to the 
relatives and relationships mentioned in the Amendment on March 13, second and third 
cousins need access to these death records, especially including the cause of death.  
 
We understand that NAPHSIS and other vital records jurisdictions need to replace the 1992 
Model Act to reflect changes in electronic records, legal requirements, and cultural shifts. 
However, Records Preservation and Access Committee (RPAC) takes issue with most of the 
points in your Notice of Adoption of Article 207, section 1043(b) of the New York City Health 
Code, dated March 13, 2018.  There is no evidence that the states with open public records 
experience any greater occurrence of identity theft than states with more limited access.  Most 



cases of identity theft occur when large electronic databases are hacked, not because someone 
walks into a court house or archive and copies a vital record. A recent report from New York 
Attorney General Eric Schneiderman stated 1,583 data breaches were reported to his office in 
2017 and the largest number were caused by the hacking of the Equifax database.1 Theft of 
vital records was not an identified cause of identity theft in New York. 
 
We are disappointed that last October the department chose to disregard 1,300 pages of 
comments made by family historians and genealogists and more than 3,800 signatures on a 
petition against longer embargo periods. Closing death records for long periods of time does 
not prevent identity theft. In fact, the reverse is true. Having death records readily available 
prevents someone else from using that person’s identity. The genealogical community is willing 
to help protect against identity theft by providing genealogical credentials and/or proof of 
membership from a local or national genealogical organization to gain access to embargoed 
records. We would be happy to meet with the department to recommend access requirements. 
 
We accept the fact that people are living longer, however, closing birth records beyond 100 
years to protect a few, denies access to several million family historians whose ancestors were 
born in New York City. The records in New York City are often the missing link to identifying 
birth origins and parents’ names overseas. By closing vital records for 125 years, you are 
denying access to the information for five generations or more of living Americans. Women live 
longer than men and most women have married. Therefore, the current identity of a woman 
100 years old is not closely linked to her name on her birth record. Genealogists believe the 
problem can be easily solved by issuing “informational copies of records” which cannot be used 
to establish anyone’s identity as is done in California.  
 
The Death Master File (DMF) and its resulting Social Security Death Index (SSDI) were 
developed in the 1980’s so that lenders, merchants, and creditors could know when someone 
was deceased. The problem is that not all entities who need access to the SSDI have it and 
identity theft occurs when government agencies who have access do not use the DMF.  In 
addition, many vital records registrars are no longer contributing information to the SSDI, thus 
making the database incomplete and less reliable. RPAC is on record with NAPHSIS of 
supporting the EVVE Fact of Death system, and any other database that makes death records 
more available, not less. The benefits of open public records far outweigh the minimal benefits 
of closing public records. For all the above reasons, we strongly object to death records being 
closed for more than twenty-five years. Vital records have been public records in America since 
the founding of the first colonies in New England in the 1620’s.  
 
RPAC is sponsored by the Federation of Genealogical Societies, the International Society of 
Jewish Genealogical Societies, the National Genealogical Society, and supported by the 
Association of Professional Genealogists, the Board for Certification of Genealogists, the 
American Society of Genealogists, and the International Commission for the Certification of 

                                                           
1 https://ag.ny.gov/sites/default/files/data_beach_report_2017.pdf 
 

https://ag.ny.gov/sites/default/files/data_beach_report_2017.pdf


Accreditation of Professional Genealogists. The genealogical societies and professional 
organizations listed above represent several thousand local, state, and regional societies, more 
than 400,000 members researching family history, and over 2,000 professional and forensic 
genealogists whose important work includes tracking relatives with possible inheritable 
diseases; working with coroners to identify unclaimed persons; finding next of kin of unclaimed 
persons for repatriation of military remains; and heir research.  
 
For more information see http://www.fgs.org/rpac. I may be contacted at janalpert@aol.com.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Janet A. Alpert, Chair 

http://www.fgs.org/rpac


From: Joshua Hornick
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Article 207 amendment
Date: Thursday, April 19, 2018 11:39:42 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

Please do not limit access to records more than is standard in other states or in Europe. It’s, well, limiting. Please
adopt the amendment and, if possible, open up the records more for researchers and family.

Thank you.

Joshua Hornick
jhornick@mac.com

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: Karen Franklin
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: change in law would be discriminatory
Date: Thursday, April 19, 2018 5:49:02 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

To the DOH:

I strongly oppose the proposed additional tightening of access to NYC vital records. As a professional genealogist who assists
in probate searches, I see that this new obstacle would add to the burden those entitled to estates who must forfeit an even
larger percentage of estate proceeds to attorneys who need to order multiple additional records that may be required to probate
wills, and who need to establish with due diligence that there are no additional family members who could be distributes.. 
This could be much more difficult, if not impossible, if they don't have access to records now available. They would need to
order dozens or hundreds of more records for each case, petitioning the court for each, and charging clients accordingly. This
is particularly unfair to those who would inherit small estates, and would also add to the burden of the court.

Sincerely,

Karen S Franklin
104 Franklin Avenue
Yonkers, NY 10705

Past President, 
International Association of Jewish Genealogical Societies

-- 
Karen S. Franklin
917-969-9014

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


April 23, 2018 

RE: Amendment to Article 207 

We applaud the efforts of the New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene to expand the 

range of those to whom copies of birth and death records would be accessible. The newly established 

categories will help many individual genealogists access these important records.  

However, these expansions still unnecessarily limit the ability for individuals to access these records for 

research purposes. A researcher often needs to view the information on an individual’s birth or death 

record before being able to correctly assert their relationship to that individual. Genealogists are 

frequently beset by research questions that involve individuals with extremely common names, 

inconsistencies in biographical details, and other hurdles that make a identifying a specific familial 

relationship difficult – if not impossible – to determine without access to birth and death records.  

Furthermore, the categories exclude important familial elements that are becoming more prevalent today 

and will continue to do so over the next 125 years. The reality of New York’s families today and in the 

immediate past is incongruent with the traditional approach proposed by the New York City Department 

of Mental Health and Hygiene. For example, the exclusion of step-relationships from the list discriminates 

against thousands of families living in New York City today. These omissions, alongside the inability for 

adoptees to access information regarding their family history, create an unfair barrier to access. 

While an individual genealogist might focus on their specific family, this is not the only use of these 

materials for genealogical and historical research. The greatly expanded time periods (which are now 

amongst the most restrictive in the nation) prohibit local and family historians from studying an 

incredibly large number of topics, such as: 

 Members of a community who served in World War II, the Korean Conflict, or the Vietnam War 

(as records pertaining to most World War II veterans fall within of the new timeframes). The 

stories of these heroic men and women, who sacrificed their lives for our freedom, will remain 

hidden for up to a century.   

 Survivors of the Holocaust, as the records of family members who escaped to New York in the 

1940s are now inaccessible to researchers until the mid-21st century.  

 Biographical, genealogical, and cultural studies of any immigrant communities and their impact 

on the city of New York throughout the 20th century. 

 Those seeking research into family health history, as applicable information is needed from third 

and fourth cousins, categories not covered under the proposed expansions.  

Therefore we ask that the Department of Health create an additional category for access – Researcher –

that specifically allows researchers to access these records. The creation of this category would help to 

resolve the situations outlined above. This level of access could still require an appropriate level of 

identification (such as a driver’s license, passport, or state ID) and clarify an individual’s purpose in 

requesting a specific record.   

Sincerely, 

Frederick Wertz   4/5/2018 17:05  

Noel Gessner   4/6/2018 14:28  



Graceanne Bowe   4/7/2018 9:09  

Richard Boedicker   4/7/2018 13:13  

Judd Kramarcik    4/7/2018 13:26  

Brenda Hayward   4/7/2018 18:31  

Mary Ann Hollen   4/7/2018 19:32  

James Wigand    4/8/2018 9:19  

Lillian Cooke    4/8/2018 14:49  

Claire Skoglund    4/8/2018 15:30  

Denise Dunn    4/9/2018 2:37  

Debby Wylie    4/9/2018 15:23  

Heather Pollard    4/9/2018 17:25  

Benjamin Zitomer   4/9/2018 17:30  

Stephanie Briggs   4/9/2018 17:31  

Dorothy Lehman   4/9/2018 17:31  

Lauren Whitehouse   4/9/2018 17:31  

Patricia Golden    4/9/2018 17:31  

JAMES FARMER    4/9/2018 17:32  

Michael McCormick   4/9/2018 17:32  

David Ryan    4/9/2018 17:32  

Carole Wiseman   4/9/2018 17:33  

Susan Plass    4/9/2018 17:33  

Paul Bednarczyk   4/9/2018 17:33  

Donna Neylon    4/9/2018 17:33  

Gloria Carbaugh   4/9/2018 17:34  

Susan Kirk Ryan    4/9/2018 17:34  

William Kusy    4/9/2018 17:35  

Arthur Logan    4/9/2018 17:35  

Anthony Chakurian   4/9/2018 17:35  

Kimberly Yeck    4/9/2018 17:35  



Brian Brennan    4/9/2018 17:35  

Elizabeth Schulz    4/9/2018 17:35  

Martha Hunt    4/9/2018 17:35  

Marla Hart    4/9/2018 17:35  

Leslie Booker    4/9/2018 17:36  

Irene Monley    4/9/2018 17:36  

DARCY CRICKARD   4/9/2018 17:37  

Sheila Fox    4/9/2018 17:37  

Miriam Weiner    4/9/2018 17:38  

Arlene Jennings    4/9/2018 17:38  

Judith Berdy    4/9/2018 17:39  

Abbie McMillen    4/9/2018 17:40  

Ada Terry    4/9/2018 17:40  

MICHELLE L GETTLESON   4/9/2018 17:41  

Frances Sandler    4/9/2018 17:43  

Lynne Fisher    4/9/2018 17:43  

Edith Bartley    4/9/2018 17:44  

Carol Chase    4/9/2018 17:45  

Carol Bradford    4/9/2018 17:45  

Hulda Jowett    4/9/2018 17:46  

Lisa Olivea    4/9/2018 17:47  

Robert Kenyon    4/9/2018 17:47  

George doerrbecker   4/9/2018 17:48  

Stephen Flynn    4/9/2018 17:49  

Margaret Barduson   4/9/2018 17:49  

Virginia Davis    4/9/2018 17:50  

james hughes    4/9/2018 17:51  

Margaret Fortier   4/9/2018 17:53  

Diane Barsa    4/9/2018 17:53  



Carol K Burns    4/9/2018 17:53  

Joyce Jepsen    4/9/2018 17:54  

Rachel Popma    4/9/2018 17:54  

Julie Hothan    4/9/2018 17:54  

William Bush    4/9/2018 17:55  

Werner Ropers    4/9/2018 17:55  

Jo Dutcher    4/9/2018 17:56  

Sara L. Johnson    4/9/2018 17:56  

Linda Dittrich    4/9/2018 17:57  

Michael Medvecky   4/9/2018 17:58  

Mary Ellen Wright   4/9/2018 18:00  

Steven Eustsi    4/9/2018 18:00  

Laura Smith    4/9/2018 18:00  

Geraldine Dellenback   4/9/2018 18:02  

Werner Ropers    4/9/2018 18:02  

John Woitovich    4/9/2018 18:02  

Iris Hawkins    4/9/2018 18:02  

LeAnn Weller    4/9/2018 18:02  

Lynn Vardakis    4/9/2018 18:02  

Robert Lange    4/9/2018 18:03  

Margaret Walrath   4/9/2018 18:04  

Jan  Meisels Allen   4/9/2018 18:06  

elizabeth ristau    4/9/2018 18:06  

Katy Bordonaro    4/9/2018 18:07  

Elizabeth Mowers   4/9/2018 18:07  

William Latshaw   4/9/2018 18:07  

Sandra Ekberg    4/9/2018 18:07  

Elizabeth DeSapio   4/9/2018 18:08  

Patrick Montlary   4/9/2018 18:09  



Elizabeth Hansen   4/9/2018 18:09  

Doug Williams    4/9/2018 18:09  

John Monaco    4/9/2018 18:10  

susan masser    4/9/2018 18:13  

Patricia Murdock   4/9/2018 18:13  

Robert Ford    4/9/2018 18:13  

John Schnakenberg   4/9/2018 18:14  

Susan J Mulvey    4/9/2018 18:14  

Karen Catania    4/9/2018 18:16  

Carolyn Seaman   4/9/2018 18:16  

Julie Monson    4/9/2018 18:16  

Karen Silver    4/9/2018 18:16  

Robert Frank    4/9/2018 18:17  

Karen Sobel    4/9/2018 18:17  

Jeane Sandow    4/9/2018 18:18  

Ned Bristol    4/9/2018 18:19  

Kathryn Morrow   4/9/2018 18:20  

Moira Fallon    4/9/2018 18:21  

J Seaman    4/9/2018 18:21  

David Ockene    4/9/2018 18:22  

DANA SHELDON   4/9/2018 18:24  

Eileen Harvey    4/9/2018 18:24  

Barry Sheldon    4/9/2018 18:25  

Anne Sheridan    4/9/2018 18:25  

Louise Aitcheson   4/9/2018 18:26  

Mary O'Connor    4/9/2018 18:27  

Karen Ramon    4/9/2018 18:30  

Mary Pirro    4/9/2018 18:30  

John Dunn    4/9/2018 18:31  



Sue Davis    4/9/2018 18:31  

Kerry Neely    4/9/2018 18:31  

Clark Kidder    4/9/2018 18:32  

Cat Morris    4/9/2018 18:34  

Gary Knecht    4/9/2018 18:34  

Martha Groen    4/9/2018 18:35  

William Colgan    4/9/2018 18:37  

Jean Rogosch    4/9/2018 18:37  

Sylvia Ferguson    4/9/2018 18:38  

Robert Stevens    4/9/2018 18:39  

Maureen Hunt    4/9/2018 18:40  

Michael Sullivan   4/9/2018 18:40  

Mark Waldron    4/9/2018 18:40  

Joann Montgomery   4/9/2018 18:41  

Patricia McCarthy   4/9/2018 18:42  

Lorraine Baltusis   4/9/2018 18:43  

Kathryn Collins    4/9/2018 18:44  

Elizabeth Beyus    4/9/2018 18:44  

Valerie Eichler Lair   4/9/2018 18:47  

Chiara Osborne    4/9/2018 18:49  

WENDY WIRSTROM   4/9/2018 18:49  

Gail Benson    4/9/2018 18:49  

Katherine Hunter   4/9/2018 18:50  

Jean King    4/9/2018 18:51  

Jill Martin    4/9/2018 18:51  

Brian Newton    4/9/2018 18:51  

Jill Martin    4/9/2018 18:51  

Kary Prestemon    4/9/2018 18:52  

Megan M. Hoyt    4/9/2018 18:53  



Melinda Ventola   4/9/2018 18:57  

Elizabeth Parr-Johnston   4/9/2018 18:57  

John Bowie    4/9/2018 18:58  

Mary Walsh    4/9/2018 18:58  

MARY MCGREAL   4/9/2018 18:59  

Edythe Ann Quinn   4/9/2018 19:04  

Shelby Bunt    4/9/2018 19:04  

Karen Steinhaus   4/9/2018 19:05  

Kathryn Horvat    4/9/2018 19:07  

Paul Farrell    4/9/2018 19:07  

Martina Ripley    4/9/2018 19:09  

Robert Lenseth    4/9/2018 19:09  

Richard Forstall    4/9/2018 19:10  

Lucille Dunne    4/9/2018 19:10  

William Hayden    4/9/2018 19:11  

Jan Tripp    4/9/2018 19:13  

Colleen Kimball    4/9/2018 19:14  

Barbara Williams   4/9/2018 19:15  

Jason Weaving    4/9/2018 19:15  

Sue Massaro    4/9/2018 19:15  

Angela Fitzpatrick   4/9/2018 19:17  

George J Weinmann   4/9/2018 19:18  

Brian Morris    4/9/2018 19:18  

Evelyne Haendel   4/9/2018 19:19  

Veronica Knapp    4/9/2018 19:19  

Karen Verderber   4/9/2018 19:21  

Sheila McDonnell   4/9/2018 19:21  

Beverly Dobbin    4/9/2018 19:21  

Loretta Welsh    4/9/2018 19:22  



Karen Rehm    4/9/2018 19:23  

Claire Hamilton    4/9/2018 19:23  

William Carr    4/9/2018 19:24  

Sheila Fields    4/9/2018 19:24  

janet Duncan    4/9/2018 19:25  

Sheelin Prinzinger   4/9/2018 19:26  

Carol Jenner    4/9/2018 19:29  

David Ellis    4/9/2018 19:29  

Leslie Blank    4/9/2018 19:29  

David ORourke    4/9/2018 19:31  

Marilyn Sliva    4/9/2018 19:31  

Kenneth Hess    4/9/2018 19:32  

Margaret Gonzalez   4/9/2018 19:37  

Mary Kozak    4/9/2018 19:39  

Judith Hamm    4/9/2018 19:41  

Jane Melis    4/9/2018 19:43  

Paula Paradise    4/9/2018 19:43  

Andrea Epple    4/9/2018 19:45  

Patricia Gittens    4/9/2018 19:51  

Maura McLeod    4/9/2018 19:51  

Gin Shaw    4/9/2018 19:54  

Alice Kidd    4/9/2018 19:55  

Carol Ashworth    4/9/2018 19:56  

Jane Carminati    4/9/2018 19:59  

S A Clements    4/9/2018 20:00  

Patricia Beck    4/9/2018 20:02  

Brook Hanna    4/9/2018 20:03  

Margaret Sears Lindley   4/9/2018 20:06  

Margaret Sears Lindley   4/9/2018 20:07  



Geoffrey Hayden   4/9/2018 20:07  

DiEldred Storm    4/9/2018 20:07  

Margaret Delaney   4/9/2018 20:08  

Karen E. Freeman   4/9/2018 20:09  

Bonny DeCastro    4/9/2018 20:10  

Stephen Barrell    4/9/2018 20:10  

Doris Waggoner   4/9/2018 20:13  

Tammy Wilson    4/9/2018 20:13  

Vicki Ong    4/9/2018 20:14  

David H Marshall   4/9/2018 20:14  

Joanne S. Corney   4/9/2018 20:17  

Eileen Magnuson   4/9/2018 20:21  

Innis Oâ€™Rourke   4/9/2018 20:24  

Muriel Eden-Paul   4/9/2018 20:29  

David Babington   4/9/2018 20:31  

Edward Butler    4/9/2018 20:35  

Robin Piro    4/9/2018 20:37  

Joe Santacroce    4/9/2018 20:38  

Richard Morris    4/9/2018 20:39  

Donald R Wite    4/9/2018 20:40  

Ralph Willing    4/9/2018 20:44  

Elizabeth A. Martinez-Gibson  4/9/2018 20:44  

edward letourneau   4/9/2018 20:45  

Robert Fernandez   4/9/2018 20:48  

Patricia Mayer    4/9/2018 20:49  

pat miller    4/9/2018 20:53  

Doreen Bloomer   4/9/2018 20:54  

Nancy Avis    4/9/2018 20:54  

Una Mahar    4/9/2018 20:55  



Elaine Jurumbo    4/9/2018 20:56  

Elizabeth Myers    4/9/2018 20:57  

Timothy Greenwald   4/9/2018 20:57  

Elizabeth Myers    4/9/2018 20:57  

Mary Schirmer    4/9/2018 21:00  

Preeva Tramiel    4/9/2018 21:03  

Carolyn Anderson   4/9/2018 21:03  

Christopher Sands   4/9/2018 21:08  

Ginny Olsen    4/9/2018 21:09  

Lila Kliot    4/9/2018 21:10  

Mary Taffet    4/9/2018 21:13  

phyllis kramer    4/9/2018 21:13  

JEAN SEBESTA    4/9/2018 21:18  

Rose Golden    4/9/2018 21:20  

Andrew Hendricks   4/9/2018 21:20  

Diane Geanuleas   4/9/2018 21:22  

judi heggie    4/9/2018 21:22  

Jean Gore    4/9/2018 21:23  

Marilen Pitler    4/9/2018 21:24  

Lorie Van Dyke    4/9/2018 21:24  

Susan Lieberman   4/9/2018 21:34  

Jeanette Chase    4/9/2018 21:35  

Steve Kennevan    4/9/2018 21:37  

Sean Furniss    4/9/2018 21:38  

David B. Robinson   4/9/2018 21:40  

Sandy Rodrigues   4/9/2018 21:41  

Iris Santiago    4/9/2018 21:44  

Bruce Weir    4/9/2018 21:45  

Carol McCoy    4/9/2018 21:51  



Susan Lambert    4/9/2018 21:53  

Thomas  E. Bird    4/9/2018 21:55  

Thomas G. Hawkins, Jr.   4/9/2018 22:00  

Richard macon    4/9/2018 22:01  

Kathleen de la Rocha   4/9/2018 22:03  

Kathleen Hands    4/9/2018 22:04  

Marie Driscoll    4/9/2018 22:05  

Deborah Brandt    4/9/2018 22:10  

Sondra Rothe    4/9/2018 22:13  

Sandra M. Hewlett   4/9/2018 22:13  

Alice Nowak    4/9/2018 22:14  

Ann Horton    4/9/2018 22:16  

Alice Anne Martineau   4/9/2018 22:19  

Michael Rudy    4/9/2018 22:27  

James Castellan    4/9/2018 22:29  

Rebekkah Johnson   4/9/2018 22:29  

Barbara Bodden   4/9/2018 22:33  

Marny Janson    4/9/2018 22:36  

Catherine Yamamoto   4/9/2018 22:36  

Krista Ravenscraft   4/9/2018 22:43  

Michelle Smith    4/9/2018 22:46  

Andrew Morrill    4/9/2018 22:54  

Barbara Seidman   4/9/2018 22:56  

DR Holt     4/9/2018 22:56  

Angela Schofield   4/9/2018 22:57  

Lynn Karcich    4/9/2018 22:58  

Sarita Eisenstark   4/9/2018 22:59  

Elizabeth Ganley   4/9/2018 23:06  

Helen Shimek    4/9/2018 23:11  



Jerry Garrison    4/9/2018 23:21  

Thomas Fallon    4/9/2018 23:27  

Edward PowersJr   4/9/2018 23:28  

Stephen Madsen   4/9/2018 23:28  

Llewellyn Young   4/9/2018 23:29  

Brian Sealy    4/9/2018 23:47  

Lisbeth Sandoy    4/9/2018 23:59  

Karen Cover    4/10/2018 0:05  

Sue-Ann Jacobson   4/10/2018 0:05  

Stuart Cohn    4/10/2018 0:10  

John Brandenburg   4/10/2018 0:13  

Angela Richmond   4/10/2018 0:39  

thomas Carroll    4/10/2018 0:47  

Wendy Starr    4/10/2018 0:53  

Carole Straus    4/10/2018 0:58  

Anne Kaiser    4/10/2018 1:00  

Wanda Stohl    4/10/2018 1:18  

Cheryl Szeles    4/10/2018 1:39  

Heather Jordan    4/10/2018 1:39  

Joseph Schneider   4/10/2018 1:40  

Kirill Chashchin    4/10/2018 1:58  

Suzanne Erlanger   4/10/2018 2:14  

Lisa Giles    4/10/2018 4:07  

Laura Ely    4/10/2018 5:31  

Colleen Fay    4/10/2018 5:33  

William Higgins    4/10/2018 5:40  

Di Schulz    4/10/2018 5:49  

Eleanor Finnegan   4/10/2018 5:58  

Florindo Landi    4/10/2018 6:31  



Afina Broekman    4/10/2018 6:34  

William Tily    4/10/2018 6:41  

Ruth Mitchell    4/10/2018 6:47  

Henrietta McClellan   4/10/2018 6:49  

Ada Green    4/10/2018 7:02  

Ashley Silverman   4/10/2018 7:03  

SALLY GOODFELLOW   4/10/2018 7:03  

Nancy Carpenter   4/10/2018 7:07  

Jerry Mikaelian    4/10/2018 7:18  

Nancy Halteman   4/10/2018 7:18  

J. Ashley Odell    4/10/2018 7:23  

Beverly Sterling    4/10/2018 7:28  

State of NY Society  

Daughters of 1812  

Sterling-Affinati,  

NY State President   4/10/2018 7:29  

Jean Wittig    4/10/2018 7:32  

MaryAnn Horn    4/10/2018 7:45  

John Horn    4/10/2018 7:46  

Joan Malcolm    4/10/2018 7:48  

Rhonda Marks    4/10/2018 7:49  

Jean Hamilton    4/10/2018 7:52  

Jeffrey Rosenthal   4/10/2018 7:53  

Pamela Crosby    4/10/2018 7:54  

John Harland    4/10/2018 7:57  

Michael Quirion    4/10/2018 7:59  

Randel Mott Cobb   4/10/2018 8:04  

Lauren Brockman   4/10/2018 8:04  

Mary Bartkowski   4/10/2018 8:05  



Barbara Swenson   4/10/2018 8:07  

Susan Palma    4/10/2018 8:11  

Elbert Davis    4/10/2018 8:21  

Robert Steinmann   4/10/2018 8:26  

Marian Wood    4/10/2018 8:26  

Jane Dooley    4/10/2018 8:26  

Louis Lustenberger   4/10/2018 8:30  

Shirley E Towner   4/10/2018 8:40  

Ann Irving    4/10/2018 8:40  

Anna Hutzell    4/10/2018 8:46  

Susan MOWRY    4/10/2018 8:48  

Susan Bowen    4/10/2018 8:50  

Lee Doyle    4/10/2018 8:51  

Thomas Sinclair    4/10/2018 8:51  

Regina Finnen    4/10/2018 8:56  

Kenneth Ryesky    4/10/2018 8:58  

Roberta Solit    4/10/2018 9:05  

Robin Newman    4/10/2018 9:06  

Robin Mason    4/10/2018 9:23  

Hugh Miller    4/10/2018 9:39  

Shirley Egan    4/10/2018 9:43  

Jeanne Kelly    4/10/2018 9:48  

Jeanne Kelly    4/10/2018 9:49  

Marie Hausch    4/10/2018 9:49  

Judith Salomon    4/10/2018 9:50  

Dorothy Clark    4/10/2018 9:53  

Linda Zolinsky    4/10/2018 9:54  

Linda Burroughs   4/10/2018 9:56  

Brenda Keefer    4/10/2018 9:58  



Faith Zuckerman   4/10/2018 10:01  

Charles Morgan    4/10/2018 10:03  

Claire Spinelli    4/10/2018 10:03  

Monique Sugimoto   4/10/2018 10:04  

Tera Sheppard    4/10/2018 10:06  

Steven Adair    4/10/2018 10:07  

Christine Cerda    4/10/2018 10:13  

Alice Collins    4/10/2018 10:13  

Nancy Ladd    4/10/2018 10:23  

Gregory Gaskin    4/10/2018 10:24  

Paul Howes    4/10/2018 10:28  

Mary Eisenmenger   4/10/2018 10:32  

Rebecca Feaster   4/10/2018 10:33  

Kim Worrall    4/10/2018 10:34  

Roseanne Goldberg   4/10/2018 10:38  

Mary Lou Mcdevitt   4/10/2018 10:43  

PETER VAN DER HEIJDEN  4/10/2018 10:44  

Jeanette Shiel    4/10/2018 10:45  

Jessica Adamsbaum   4/10/2018 10:46  

James Gill    4/10/2018 10:46  

Barbara Ellman    4/10/2018 10:50  

Arthur Goldberger   4/10/2018 10:51  

Michelle Warren   4/10/2018 10:54  

Roberta Shepherd   4/10/2018 11:00  

Karen Trearchis    4/10/2018 11:01  

Jacki Gluck    4/10/2018 11:03  

Denise Baker    4/10/2018 11:09  

Beverley Markowitz   4/10/2018 11:13  

Diane Salman    4/10/2018 11:25  



Kelley Badgerow   4/10/2018 11:26  

Kevin Elliott    4/10/2018 11:40  

Alexandra Lutz    4/10/2018 11:40  

Stasia Gill    4/10/2018 11:41  

Sonia Lipetz    4/10/2018 11:42  

Robert D. Gallagher   4/10/2018 11:47  

Merry Sue Smoller   4/10/2018 11:53  

Kathy Jaeger    4/10/2018 11:57  

JoAnne Cianfrocco   4/10/2018 11:59  

Henrietta Jenrette   4/10/2018 12:05  

Bruce Finlayson    4/10/2018 12:06  

Sharon Hoyt    4/10/2018 12:11  

Kevin Delahanty   4/10/2018 12:11  

Waddell Stillman   4/10/2018 12:25  

April Earle    4/10/2018 12:32  

Janet Bend    4/10/2018 12:35  

Billie Gailey    4/10/2018 12:36  

Susan McLaren    4/10/2018 12:37  

Lorraine Bell    4/10/2018 12:38  

Mark Weisdorf    4/10/2018 12:38  

Kathleen Shannon   4/10/2018 12:38  

Susanne Haenisch   4/10/2018 12:38  

Laura Congleton   4/10/2018 12:39  

Noreen Croxford   4/10/2018 12:42  

Anita Goffman    4/10/2018 12:47  

David Condit    4/10/2018 12:48  

Jane Barrett    4/10/2018 12:51  

Carleton Howard   4/10/2018 12:51  

Teresa Scott    4/10/2018 12:53  



Shannon Alwaise   4/10/2018 12:53  

Deb Forbes    4/10/2018 13:12  

Amanda Gonzalez   4/10/2018 13:15  

Carol Singer    4/10/2018 13:17  

Vanessa Grace    4/10/2018 13:33  

Yvonne Serrano    4/10/2018 13:34  

Paul Auerbach    4/10/2018 13:38  

Mary Ann R. Kennedy   4/10/2018 13:40  

Kevin Hackett    4/10/2018 13:46  

Cindy Paige    4/10/2018 13:48  

Jennifer D. Bober   4/10/2018 13:54  

Erin Hill-Burns    4/10/2018 13:58  

Michelle Fagan    4/10/2018 14:02  

Lauren Maehrlein   4/10/2018 14:04  

Linda Edelstein-Petrone   4/10/2018 14:09  

Susan Sauve    4/10/2018 14:12  

Drew Wallman    4/10/2018 14:13  

Annette Ponto    4/10/2018 14:28  

William Baxter    4/10/2018 14:28  

Deanna Korte    4/10/2018 14:29  

Carol Hokana    4/10/2018 14:39  

Barbara Brueski    4/10/2018 14:40  

Chuck Weinstein   4/10/2018 14:48  

Susan Hazel    4/10/2018 14:49  

Erin Sawaya    4/10/2018 14:56  

Judith Turbin    4/10/2018 15:05  

Nancy Langenegger   4/10/2018 15:06  

Judith Turbin    4/10/2018 15:09  

Sharon Pike    4/10/2018 15:25  



Eileen Holland    4/10/2018 15:28  

Robert Abercrombie   4/10/2018 15:35  

Fern Gutman    4/10/2018 15:52  

Marina Giron    4/10/2018 16:23  

JUDY SMALDONE   4/10/2018 16:42  

Laura Powell    4/10/2018 16:54  

Carol Galati    4/10/2018 16:56  

O. William Bruins   4/10/2018 17:01  

Jane Wilcox    4/10/2018 17:17  

Leela Aitcheson    4/10/2018 17:21  

kevin krombel    4/10/2018 17:34  

Richard Sperber    4/10/2018 17:34  

Lynn Eidenier    4/10/2018 17:40  

Judy Bennett-Keating   4/10/2018 17:42  

Irene Kopke    4/10/2018 17:43  

Stephanie West    4/10/2018 18:22  

Karen Hettervik    4/10/2018 18:23  

Judy Fury    4/10/2018 18:55  

Joseph Brennan    4/10/2018 19:06  

Mary Pletsch    4/10/2018 19:29  

Ralph Abrames    4/10/2018 19:46  

Marcia White    4/10/2018 20:19  

Deborah Cotter    4/10/2018 20:19  

Cynthia Piech    4/10/2018 20:26  

Richard Kurshan   4/10/2018 20:27  

Sandra Russo    4/10/2018 20:40  

Vickie Stockham   4/10/2018 20:44  

Terry Moore    4/10/2018 20:50  

Cassandra Smit    4/10/2018 20:51  



Beverly Robertson   4/10/2018 21:00  

Abby Moser    4/10/2018 21:02  

Carole Wyland    4/10/2018 21:15  

Kathleen Naylor    4/10/2018 21:27  

James Mintzes    4/10/2018 21:34  

Mark Hallenbeck   4/10/2018 21:34  

Catherine Cowell   4/10/2018 21:40  

Jerome Ryan    4/10/2018 21:42  

Carol Petranek    4/10/2018 21:58  

Maureen GLEASON   4/10/2018 22:05  

Karen Hughes    4/10/2018 22:09  

Elizabeth Moll    4/10/2018 22:13  

Renee Ball    4/10/2018 22:41  

Irene Starrs    4/10/2018 22:57  

Doug Seidman    4/10/2018 23:29  

Alex Calzareth    4/10/2018 23:44  

Janet Zurbrigg    4/10/2018 23:44  

Barbara Pierson    4/11/2018 0:51  

Ian Roberts    4/11/2018 1:54  

Winifred Fallon    4/11/2018 2:32  

Doris Meyer    4/11/2018 4:49  

Jean Sanner    4/11/2018 5:26  

Julie Goucher    4/11/2018 6:51  

Kathryn Goyette   4/11/2018 7:34  

Lynn Gorsuch    4/11/2018 8:12  

Eric Magnuson    4/11/2018 8:49  

Denise Eisele    4/11/2018 8:53  

Martha V. Lyon    4/11/2018 9:08  

Sharon Garber    4/11/2018 9:51  



Grace Yuhasz    4/11/2018 10:02  

Nira Chambliss    4/11/2018 10:10  

Pamela McDonald   4/11/2018 10:11  

Cheryl Salvi    4/11/2018 10:55  

Sandra Revett    4/11/2018 11:05  

Dana Palmer    4/11/2018 11:20  

Donald Goyette    4/11/2018 11:30  

Jason Gersh    4/11/2018 11:32  

Linda Deneroff    4/11/2018 11:39  

Sandra Flickinger   4/11/2018 11:50  

Laurie Costanzo    4/11/2018 11:51  

Medora Van Denburgh   4/11/2018 11:52  

Sue Johnpeter    4/11/2018 12:30  

Linda Stevens    4/11/2018 13:10  

Patricia Crispo    4/11/2018 13:11  

Mary Boyaris    4/11/2018 13:18  

mary grist    4/11/2018 13:24  

Constance Kelly    4/11/2018 13:26  

Jul Hansen    4/11/2018 13:36  

Cheryl Davenport   4/11/2018 13:43  

Kerri Tannenbaum   4/11/2018 13:45  

Erin Binney    4/11/2018 13:45  

Lynn Miller Sennett   4/11/2018 13:54  

Amanda Perrine   4/11/2018 14:02  

Sharon MacInnes   4/11/2018 14:07  

Lorraine Graeber   4/11/2018 14:10  

Maureen Culbert   4/11/2018 14:15  

Christine Douglas   4/11/2018 14:30  

Ken Robison    4/11/2018 14:37  



Sharon Robison    4/11/2018 14:45  

B A Pigati    4/11/2018 14:53  

Gail Ford    4/11/2018 14:55  

JL Kohlmeyer    4/11/2018 14:57  

Ellen Healy    4/11/2018 15:09  

Barbara Thoren    4/11/2018 15:14  

Elizabeth McDevitt   4/11/2018 15:25  

Marcella Hudson   4/11/2018 15:28  

Christine Brinnier   4/11/2018 15:48  

Kathy Litwin    4/11/2018 16:17  

Janice Clear    4/11/2018 16:22  

Mary Arroyo    4/11/2018 16:31  

Suzanne Mulligan   4/11/2018 17:27  

Barbara Buehler   4/11/2018 17:38  

Patricia Meyer    4/11/2018 17:44  

Lourdes Dolores Follins   4/11/2018 18:01  

Brenda Shank    4/11/2018 18:29  

Camille Colella Battista   4/11/2018 18:33  

Judith Wellman    4/11/2018 18:33  

Jarlee McCormick   4/11/2018 18:41  

Deborah Blankenberg   4/11/2018 18:43  

An Gallagher    4/11/2018 18:47  

Kathleen Stricher   4/11/2018 18:49  

Jane Miller    4/11/2018 19:21  

Susanna S Doyle   4/11/2018 19:28  

Barbara Glassel    4/11/2018 19:29  

Talitha Embry    4/11/2018 19:45  

Diane France    4/11/2018 20:21  

Jennifer D’Onofrio   4/11/2018 21:10  



Patricia Summerville   4/11/2018 21:25  

Nicole Coury    4/11/2018 21:40  

Deborah Garber   4/11/2018 21:55  

Susan Schwinn    4/11/2018 21:57  

Linda Johnson    4/11/2018 21:59  

Kristen Nelson    4/11/2018 22:06  

Robin Collins    4/11/2018 23:23  

jANET McKnight   4/11/2018 23:25  

Jennifer Silk    4/11/2018 23:29  

Ruth Higgins    4/11/2018 23:52  

Michael Ranger    4/12/2018 0:43  

Lucinda Bennett   4/12/2018 1:16  

Cheryl Abernathy   4/12/2018 5:22  

Darlene Anderson   4/12/2018 7:50  

Darlene Amark    4/12/2018 8:18  

Jon Miller    4/12/2018 9:30  

Karen Elmasry    4/12/2018 10:19  

MarySue Wedl    4/12/2018 10:55  

Brenda Zwickel    4/12/2018 11:11  

Deanne Stump    4/12/2018 11:23  

Candace Cox    4/12/2018 12:12  

Suzanne Malek    4/12/2018 12:16  

MaryAlice Gallagher   4/12/2018 12:21  

Jeanne Jain    4/12/2018 12:37  

Mary Preston    4/12/2018 12:38  

Nancy Goldberg    4/12/2018 12:57  

Connie Jeremiah   4/12/2018 13:31  

Beverly B Pascarella   4/12/2018 13:54  

Therese Beckman   4/12/2018 13:59  



jacqueline helt    4/12/2018 14:14  

Stephanie Oliva    4/12/2018 15:01  

Albert Bertram    4/12/2018 15:07  

Patricia Victor    4/12/2018 15:30  

deb dudek    4/12/2018 15:56  

Steven M. Schwartz   4/12/2018 16:16  

Marilyn Guinn    4/12/2018 16:18  

Charles Westervelt   4/12/2018 17:39  

Kathleen Kristjansson   4/12/2018 18:29  

Vickie Doddman   4/12/2018 19:10  

Todd Feeney    4/12/2018 20:51  

Jean Zungola    4/12/2018 22:18  

Karen Anderson    4/12/2018 22:35  

Suzanne Welles    4/13/2018 7:15  

Elizabeth Snow    4/13/2018 9:10  

Edward Stewart    4/13/2018 9:48  

Angela Fitzpatrick   4/13/2018 10:03  

Debra Braverman   4/13/2018 12:04  

Jaye Drummond   4/13/2018 13:21  

M. A. Elliott    4/13/2018 13:50  

Teresa Schwind    4/13/2018 14:05  

Anne Yard    4/13/2018 14:09  

MARJEAN WORKMAN   4/13/2018 14:18  

Julie Cox    4/13/2018 14:31  

Elizabeth Handler   4/13/2018 16:19  

MaryBeth Radford   4/13/2018 16:24  

Kathleen Pecarovich   4/13/2018 19:01  

Carol Thomsen Dallas   4/13/2018 19:42  

Dale Hastin    4/13/2018 20:14  



Amanda Clark    4/13/2018 20:15  

Peggy Jude    4/13/2018 20:15  

Angus J Cline    4/13/2018 20:50  

Catherine Paunov   4/13/2018 21:54  

Connie Insco    4/13/2018 23:20  

Rich Nichols    4/14/2018 5:36  

David Soderlund   4/14/2018 5:56  

Joann Zasoski    4/14/2018 7:46  

James Mellicant    4/14/2018 8:20  

Carole Murray    4/14/2018 8:38  

Marianne Bradley   4/14/2018 10:23  

Elizabeth Bello    4/14/2018 10:53  

James Wallace    4/14/2018 11:51  

Margaret Coburn   4/14/2018 12:31  

Marianne Nolan   4/14/2018 14:26  

Mary Connolly    4/14/2018 15:05  

Catherine Quindiagan   4/14/2018 16:32  

Sara Palmer    4/14/2018 17:42  

Helen Von Gunden   4/14/2018 17:56  

Lauren Holt    4/14/2018 18:17  

Emily Moore    4/14/2018 22:37  

Lisa Ertel    4/15/2018 1:48  

Richard Fipphen   4/15/2018 6:32  

Linda Davitt    4/15/2018 8:48  

Charles Black    4/15/2018 10:17  

Anna Kinley    4/15/2018 10:43  

Daniel Kile    4/15/2018 10:51  

Brian Mason    4/15/2018 13:56  

Susan Callahan    4/15/2018 14:24  



Barbara McCusker   4/15/2018 14:46  

Robert Single    4/15/2018 15:08  

Deborah Mekalainas   4/15/2018 15:16  

J Spencer Beck    4/15/2018 15:40  

Adrienne Auerbach   4/15/2018 15:43  

Margaret Power   4/15/2018 16:10  

Christine Gregg    4/15/2018 16:43  

Kirk Sykes    4/15/2018 16:51  

Janet Seitz    4/15/2018 17:17  

Janet Nelch    4/15/2018 17:40  

Cheryl Renneckar   4/15/2018 17:41  

John McDonnell   4/15/2018 20:16  

Cinthia Mahon    4/15/2018 21:43  

Clara Jacobson    4/15/2018 22:19  

Ann Post    4/16/2018 8:22  

Kaitlyn Craig    4/16/2018 8:49  

Robert Kelly    4/16/2018 9:14  

Richard Holmes    4/16/2018 9:18  

ARLEEN Gavin-CAHENZLI  4/16/2018 9:48  

Wesley Eames    4/16/2018 11:22  

Barbara Froebel    4/16/2018 12:10  

Fredrick Faust    4/16/2018 12:25  

Nancy Mauro    4/16/2018 12:27  

Laura Grover    4/16/2018 12:29  

Jennifer Schwenker   4/16/2018 12:58  

A. B. KLIEFOTH    4/16/2018 13:12  

Cecil Deming    4/16/2018 13:24  

Nancy Mabie    4/16/2018 13:25  

Cecelia Elliott    4/16/2018 13:56  



Valerie Guenther   4/16/2018 14:06  

Marcia Alley    4/16/2018 14:40  

Karen DiGiacomo   4/16/2018 14:56  

Bill MYERS    4/16/2018 15:00  

Robin Hawks    4/16/2018 15:40  

Janice Coil    4/16/2018 16:07  

Jessica Leslie    4/16/2018 16:42  

James M Coil    4/16/2018 16:52  

Lorraine Benedict   4/16/2018 17:28  

Patsy Castanon    4/16/2018 18:07  

Anita Nixon    4/16/2018 20:19  

Emilie Epstein    4/16/2018 20:26  

Janette Harden    4/16/2018 21:11  

Sandra Vile    4/16/2018 21:52  

Phyllis Lyons    4/16/2018 22:35  

Eileen Healy    4/16/2018 23:03  

R.S. Adams    4/17/2018 0:00  

Cynthia Guidone   4/17/2018 9:25  

Charlene Kennell   4/17/2018 9:26  

Elizabeth Bidwell Bates   4/17/2018 9:29  

Dillard Cannon    4/17/2018 9:44  

Barbara Rosenstrauch   4/17/2018 10:52  

Katrina Davis    4/17/2018 14:17  

Natalie Webb    4/17/2018 15:34  

William Charles    4/17/2018 15:44  

Morris McKee    4/17/2018 16:19  

barbara krawiec   4/17/2018 17:25  

Thomas Scanlin    4/17/2018 18:04  

Colleen Parish    4/17/2018 18:21  



Scott Morrison    4/17/2018 20:38  

Joanne Marrazzo   4/17/2018 23:47  

Cathy Hof    4/18/2018 6:45  

Barbara Henry    4/18/2018 14:03  

Yvonne Milliner    4/18/2018 15:18  

Mary Beth Craven   4/18/2018 15:38  

MJ Casserly    4/18/2018 15:53  

Barbara Foster    4/18/2018 18:40  

Katharine Crichton   4/18/2018 19:20  

C Kessler    4/18/2018 19:39  

Donna Sexton    4/18/2018 21:10  

Drew Egan    4/19/2018 0:57  

Michelle Chubenko   4/19/2018 7:44  

Janine Linder    4/19/2018 8:36  

charles SCHOBER   4/19/2018 8:54  

Maryann Diederich   4/19/2018 9:18  

Janet Blake    4/19/2018 9:34  

Lorene Prezkuta   4/19/2018 9:53  

Laura McDonald   4/19/2018 9:59  

Dolores Brown    4/19/2018 10:03  

Philip Spucci    4/19/2018 10:08  

Mark Sowa    4/19/2018 10:12  

Denis Ramo    4/19/2018 10:13  

Joyce Collins    4/19/2018 10:15  

Jordan Auslander   4/19/2018 10:46  

Heather Davis    4/19/2018 11:09  

Pamela Miller    4/19/2018 11:16  

Teri Wetter    4/19/2018 11:42  

Ann Victoria Paras   4/19/2018 11:45  



Nancy Klimon    4/19/2018 11:50  

Mary Brawley-Fuat   4/19/2018 12:29  

Barry Benowitz    4/19/2018 13:30  

Joanne McKenna   4/19/2018 14:07  

Mckenna Cooper   4/19/2018 14:12  

Karen Franklin    4/19/2018 14:51  

Robert Keane    4/19/2018 15:10  

Alpheus Norman   4/19/2018 15:13  

Jane Berenbeim    4/19/2018 16:17  

Patricia Hayden    4/19/2018 16:47  

Barry Lupiani    4/19/2018 17:00  

Elizabeth King    4/19/2018 19:12  

Christine Quintano   4/19/2018 19:15  

Kathryn Moore    4/19/2018 19:34  

Carol Frank    4/19/2018 20:31  

Genevieve Martin   4/19/2018 21:36  

Maria Rendeiro    4/19/2018 23:52  

Ronald Curti    4/20/2018 10:45  

Gail Gannotti    4/20/2018 12:49  

Kathleen Lloyd    4/20/2018 12:58  

Janice Coffey    4/20/2018 13:14  

Denise Conte    4/20/2018 13:20  

Molly Charboneau   4/20/2018 14:40  

Mary Alice Tully    4/21/2018 3:16  

Frances Stein    4/21/2018 9:28  

Margaret Hunter   4/21/2018 10:08  

Rosemary Rowland   4/21/2018 11:03  

Carl Weaver    4/21/2018 11:04  

Dawn Kochtan    4/21/2018 11:34  



Albert Torres    4/21/2018 12:53  

Barbara von dem Hagen   4/21/2018 12:55  

Patricia Phelan    4/21/2018 14:43  

Michael O'Connor   4/21/2018 15:31  

Matthew Bohn    4/22/2018 7:22  

Robert Janice    4/22/2018 7:45  

Grace Mason    4/22/2018 8:21  

Joy Kestenbaum   4/22/2018 8:39  

Dolores Ferguson   4/22/2018 9:06  

June Harrison    4/22/2018 9:13  

Pat Falsitta    4/22/2018 10:12  

Bonnie Sutherland   4/22/2018 10:14  

Jean Haspel    4/22/2018 11:40  

Eileen Mack    4/22/2018 14:31  

David Cotter    4/22/2018 14:55  

Diane Cotter    4/22/2018 14:57  

Bonnie Birns    4/22/2018 15:05  

Anna Matthews    4/22/2018 16:05  

Donald Calma    4/22/2018 16:07  

Sharon Francis    4/22/2018 17:00  

rosina fiore    4/22/2018 17:55  

Gillian Gail    4/22/2018 19:08  

ZYPPORA GOLDBERG   4/22/2018 20:16  

Judi Missel    4/22/2018 21:10  

Eda Perman    4/22/2018 22:21  

Miriam Soule    4/22/2018 22:24  

Kathi Galvin    4/22/2018 22:36  

Rhoda Miller    4/22/2018 22:43  

Barbara Sontz    4/22/2018 22:53  



JoAnn Winsten    4/22/2018 23:15  

Renee Steinig    4/23/2018 5:21  

Diana Valis Tarr    4/23/2018 7:07  

Gina Flynn    4/23/2018 8:07  

Patricia Christie    4/23/2018 10:43  

Janice Peterson    4/23/2018 11:37  

Michael Cassara   4/23/2018 11:50  

Randi Patrick    4/23/2018 12:15  

Ron Cohen    4/23/2018 12:41  

Harriet Mayer    4/23/2018 12:50  

L. Vincent    4/23/2018 14:02  

Diandra Patrick    4/23/2018 14:55  

David Decker    4/23/2018 15:43  

 

 

 

 



New York Records Preservation and Access Coalition 
 

www.nyrpac.org 

 

New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene 

Gotham Center 

42-09 28th Street, 3rd Floor, Room 3-32 

Long Island City, 11101 

 

April 23, 2018 

To Whom it May Concern: 

Our coalition represents thousands of genealogists and researchers with an interest in the 

preservation of and access to New York’s records. The coalition represents individuals who 

conduct a wide variety of research using birth and death records—many of which extend beyond 

genealogical research—and include research into communities, family health history, 

immigration, biography, military service, and numerous other research topics.  

We appreciate that the proposed amendment expands the categories and circumstances under 

which certain individuals can access information related to their relatives. However, the 

amendment does not fully recognize the concerns raised by the 5,000+ individuals who objected 

to the timeframes now in place for access to birth and death records under the care of the New 

York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene. The rules now in place are unnecessarily 

restrictive.   

The amendment assumes a researcher only needs to access to birth and death records for a narrowly 

defined sphere of a biological family. This is a misunderstanding of the methods undertaken by 

those tracing family history: 

1. For those tracing hereditary diseases, research into third and fourth cousins is critical. The 

amendment does not provide for this in any form, thereby unfairly blocking access to those 

wishing to trace inherited diseases, such as the BRCA2 gene.  

 

2. The amendment assumes that genealogical researchers only access birth and death records 

when they have a known relationship to someone who falls within the specified categories. 

This, as stated, in statements made to the New York City Department of Health and Mental 

Hygiene, is simply not the case. Properly conducted genealogical research requires the 

use of multiple materials—including birth and death records—to verify one’s 

ancestry. For example, the purpose of obtaining the birth record of a hypothesized 

great-grandparent is to verify that an individual might in fact the individual’s great-

grandchild. Research often leads to a question or hypothesis, and many times death 

records are required to prove or disprove the hypothesis. If we knew the relationship 

beforehand, accessing a death record might be less of a priority. 

3. The study of one’s family often extends into step-relationships, adoptions, and other areas 

that require access to records not provided for in the amendment.  

 

4. Learning the identity of an informant allows researchers to better understand the accuracy 

of provided information. 



New York Records Preservation and Access Coalition 
 

www.nyrpac.org 

Birth and death records are essential for genealogical research to obtain this information in 

the first place. They are, in some cases, the only documentation that exists naming the 

parents of an individual, an individual’s birthplace, and other important details.  

Our research projects often extend beyond an individual’s biological family history. We often 

research broader subjects as part of local history projects. The amendment does not provide, for 

example, the ability for a researcher to examine the stories of men and women who served in the 

World Wars (as even those veterans of World War I lived beyond the newly established 

guidelines).  

We are increasingly concerned with examples provided by our members of inconsistencies in 

obtaining access to records they were already entitled to under the previous rule. Even after 

providing the necessary documentation, applicants are often not allowed access to a record unless 

they can provide a precise accounting of information (such as parent’s names) that would be on 

the record. When asked about this issue at public hearings, responses indicated that applicants are 

taken at their word regarding their relationships, however this is not the case based upon the 

experiences of our members. 

We thus implore the Department to add an additional category to those eligible to receive copies 

of birth and death records—a researcher. The addition of this category would allow those 

researchers access without necessarily restricting their relationship to the individual(s) named on 

the record.  This would allow a step-grandson to access the record of the individual who they 

identified as their grandfather and a third cousin to discover the potential that she is carrying a 

hereditary disease that could—with early detection—be treated more effectively. Those accessing 

records as a researcher could still be required to submit their own identification, alongside a 

specific reason for accessing the materials.  In addition, we would be willing to work with the 

Department of Health in identifying requirements for a researcher card. 

Further, we also encourage the Department of Health to engage in conversations with NY-RPAC 

and its member organizations regarding the proper preservation of New York City’s birth and 

death records.  

Sincerely, 

New York Records Preservation and Access Coalition 

 

Members of the New York Records Preservation and Access Coalition include: 

Guild of One-Name Studies 

International Association of Jewish 

Genealogical Societies 

Irish Family History Forum 

Italian Genealogical Group 

Jewish Genealogical Society, Inc. (New York) 

Jewish Genealogy Society of Long Island 

New York Genealogical & Biographical Society 

Reclaim the Records 

Records Preservation and Access Committee, a 

joint committee of the Federation of 

Genealogical Societies, the National 

Genealogical Society, and the International 

Association of Jewish Genealogical Societies 

 

http://one-name.org/
http://www.iajgs.org/blog/
http://www.iajgs.org/blog/
https://ifhf.org/
http://www.italiangen.org/
https://www.jgsny.org/
http://jgsli.org/
http://newyorkfamilyhistory.org/
http://reclaimtherecords.org/
http://www.fgs.org/rpac/


From: Alec Ferretti
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Amendment 207
Date: Monday, April 23, 2018 4:50:12 PM
Attachments: Vital Records Graph.pdf

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Regarding the proposal to amend article 207:

I will keep this brief, as I have had plenty of opportunities to speak in the past, and they have mostly fallen on deaf
ears.  There is no correlation between identity theft and restrictedness of vital records.  States with more liberal
laws regarding the matter actually have lower rates of identity theft.  

I believe this proposal is an effort by the DOH to exert control over something they believe to be their ward, just
like a neurotic helicopter mom.  The truth is, the children to whom you are so protective, are 100 years old, and
nearly all dead.  Their records deserve to be made accessible to the public, but the DOH is like Norman Bates,
allowing these records to mummify in their cellar.    

I implore you to fall in line with all the other progressive states who have decided to publish their vital records. 
Through transparency, it is possible to actually combat identity theft.  If a simple public database contains every
deceased persons’ info, how can any self respecting financial institution give a loan out in their name?

Stop this nonsensical Hitchcock movie, set aside your inflamed egos, and do the right thing for once in this
department’s wretched history.  This sentiment of restrictiveness was opposed by thousands of parties, and
supported by only two, each with a vested interest in the matter, might I add.  What kind of dysfunctional
democracy is this, where the government actively goes forward with rules that are opposed by virtually 100% of
the population who bothered to acknowledge the issue?  It isn’t one.  It is a dictatorship run by self-obsessed
bureaucrats who put their own self-importance over the dissemination of history and the truth.  These bureaucrats
elect instead to deprive their agency of revenue, just so they can walk around as the all-powerful Oz, the “keeper
of records”.

My 3rd great aunt Yetta would be rolling over in her grave if she knew how difficult it were for me to do her genealogy- I
can't be sure though, because I don't know where she is buried because your office won't give me her death certificate.    

Alec Ferretti

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov
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From: Gillian Gail
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 23, 2018 4:43:39 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Dear Department of Health and Mental Hygiene,

While this new amendment is an improvement on your previous proposal it does not cover
enough.  I am in my 20s and the family historian for my family.  With this new rule my
parents would have some access to records that I would not have access to at all. I have been
the one maintaining all of the family information since I was in Girl Scouts working on an my
Gold Award.

I am a member of a genealogy website where I was lucky enough to talk to someone I believe
to be my mother's 3rd cousin. Unfortunately, with the new restrictions I cannot go and look at
the birth and death records for the generation that we are unsure of. I know the older
generation; she knows the younger one but the one in the middle the two of us do not know
much about. While she is more closely related to them then I am she is in Oklahoma and
unable to get to NYC. One the other hand I am next to NYC and able to get to various parts
easily but not old enough or closely related enough to look at the records.  The new rules have
blocked us from being able to truly determine our relation.  I have gone to the municipal
archives and looked at records on her behalf as well as mine to determine our relation but I
was only able to access a small fraction of what we needed to look at to determine our relation
by myself. 

Additionally; birth certificates have one little box that is incredibly important for family
research; birth certificates list how many previous children the mother had. This is needed to
determine if there is a child you did not know about existed between children you did know
about.  My family happens to have a history of twins that I did not realize was so wide spread
until I started doing genealogy research. I am in my 20s so someday I want to get married and
have children; knowing how likely I am to have twins is a current important heath information
that I could only get from vital records. One hundred years ago, children died of things that are
routinely treatable now and even if a one twin survived then the other could have easily been
forgotten to time if they were not mentioned to the next generation that never knew them. 

2018 marks 100 years since the 1918 flu pandemic that killed million of people. Not all of
those people had the change to have children and/or get married.  I was lucky enough to know
my grandfather's aunt. She told be about how when she was a girl in 1918 her cousin and
uncle died within a few days of each other. She did not remember the names and exact ages
when she was in her 90s this makes me the last person left to know those people even existed
otherwise they are lost to time.  Since they have no direct living descendants I would need the
birth and death records to know if they are indeed the correct person.

Often time due to common names; I have to look at records that are NOT my relatives to
determine if they ARE my relative. The process of elimination is used on states test in schools
and in genealogy research. 

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


It has also been noted that step relations are not able to access records my 2x great-
grandparents and great-grandparents on both side have been widowed or divorced and
remarried without having children with their 2nd spouse. Once even raised my great-
grandmother as her child and never had kids of her own, she was my grandmother's
grandmother and I have only heard wonderful things about her and would love to know what
happened to her and were she was burred to one day pay my respects to her for showing my
grandmother to be the perfect grandparent. Since she is a step-grandparent to me not by birth I
currently have no access to her information.

I am hoping to still to family research on my fmaily but at this time my research has been
stopped by The NYC Department of Health and Mental Hygiene.  I am in my 20s and I am
hoping this is not the end of genealogy research in my lifetime. 

Sincerely,

Gillian Gail



From: Suzanne and Clyde Goodrich
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: [From Vwall: Suspected SPAM]: Comments
Date: Sunday, April 15, 2018 9:25:38 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Upon reading the expanded list of those who may obtain birth and death records from the
NYC Dept. of Health, a few thoughts cross my mind as a family genealogist and a member of
a historical society:

(1)    As the descendant of immigrants whose records may be found in the archives of this
department, it may be impossible to obtain such information from any other resource but there,
especially going back further in generations other than suggested.

(2)     As a member of our local historical society, members, especially our Town Historian,
are often called upon to assist researchers in gathering pertinent family information. Even if
we do not personally apply for these records, we would like to be able to direct them to this
resource.

(3)     If fear of identity theft is a supposed reason for such restrictions, it cannot escape
anyone's attention that the Internet is the biggest abettor in this problem.  The fact that
applying to get such records from these archives would cost money and then require research
to be sure that the identity is useful would seem to be a deterrent to use this avenue for fraud.

(4)     As it is, New York State has the most stringent rules concerning public access to family
research such as birth and death records.  The proposed resolution does nothing to help
genuine research but being restrictive.

I sincerely hope that concerns such as those that I have expressed will be taken into
consideration during the debate over restrictions to the access to records in the NYC
Department of Health.

Suzanne Goodrich

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: Eva Dahlberg
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Regarding access to NYC Vital records
Date: Monday, April 23, 2018 4:56:22 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Regarding access to NYC Vital records

My name is Eva Dahlberg and I live in Sweden. I’ve been doing my own family history since the late
1970s when I was a teenager. My ancestors are all in Sweden – but my relatives are not only in
Sweden and in several other European countries, but also in the US and many of them lived in NYC
from 1880s onwards.

For me as a family historian and genealogist, following the principles of the world wide genealogical
principles formed also for us as amateurs – the genealogical proof standard
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Genealogical_Proof_Standard) - having access to vital records is a
necessity.

Several of my relatives that lived in NYC in 1880-1940 and many of those family members don’t have
living descendants – neither children nor grandchildren – that could ask for documents to prove
facts. So for me there is no family member to ask to get the records. And why should we want to
only research people that have living descendants today? I don’t make any profit on my research,
this is strictly a personal research on my own family members, distant as they may be.

If I want to write scholarly about a family that lived in NYC in the 1930-1940s I need the documents
to prove dates, names and relationships. I can get that from many other states in the US, but not for
my NYC relatives. If your policy isn’t changed, the list of sources would for NYC say “proof cannot be
presented due to privacy laws”.

I know it’s not a fair comparison, but in Sweden the act of privacy says at the utmost 70 years, then
all access is open – to anyone who would like to see a document (and they are not entitled to ask
why I want to see it)., for marriages it’s a shorter statute of privacy.

Identity theft is not stopped by this – you are just creating a very restricted research environment.
And other reasons for such strict timelines and restricted group of entitled people are hard to
imagine.

For the sake of amateur genealogists, I ask you to consider opening access beyond your proposed
time lines and family groups.

Thank you!

Eva Dahlberg

Brunnsgatan 28, 55317 Jönköping, Sweden

Email evadahlberg176@gmail.com

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov
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From: Elizabeth Handler
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Friday, April 13, 2018 4:27:24 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

This amendment does not go far enough. It does not solve the true issues caused by the new,
restrictive access rules.

You often can't prove relation in the first place without a birth or death record
The fact is, a researcher often needs to view the information on an individual’s birth or death
record before being able to correctly assert their relationship to that individual.  Genealogists
often ask research questions that make identifying a specific family relationship difficult – if
not impossible – to determine without access to birth and death records.

The rules exclude modern family relationships
The categories listed above exclude important family relationships that are common today and
will become more common in the future. Many families simply don't fit the traditional
approach proposed. For example, the exclusion of step-relationships from the list
discriminates against thousands of families living in New York City today. These omissions,
alongside the inability for adoptees to access information regarding their family history, create
an unfair barrier to access.

The amendment discriminates against non-family research
What about researchers seeking to learn and educate others about families outside of their
personal ethnicity or community? These rules may exclude entire groups and communities
from having their history preserved. Additionally, the greatly expanded time periods (which
are now amongst the most restrictive in the nation) prevent individuals from researching and
educating others about important historical information such as military veterans, Holocaust
survivors, and immigrant communities.

As a genealogist with ancestors, recent ancestors, in New York City, I ask that you continue to
open access, in a reasonable way, to vital records.

Thank you,
Elizabeth Handler
Needham, Massachusetts

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: carole356@aol.com
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comments from a genealogist
Date: Friday, April 13, 2018 4:21:04 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Hello,

I have been a genealogist for 40 years and I think restricting the records to family members only and
permitting public research access after 1893 (if this is true) will basically defeat your purpose. Many of our
ancestors have common names like Smith, Jones, Brown, etc. and you can easily find 3-15 people with
the same name who are born or die within a close range of years.

 Most descendants cannot get to the Municipal Archives and often records cannot be found by writing to
the MA simply because they do not know the year of their great-grandparent's birth/death.
It's a busy place and I promise you the clerks haven't the time to spend hours sifting through records.
That's my job and I'm very good at it.

Most states have recognized the important benefit of genealogy research and they simply stamp "For
genealogical purposes only" on the record.

NYC already had one of the most restrictive laws in the U.S., refusing to permit examination of birth
records after 1907 and if you are now refusing researchers to search for records until after 1893, that is
ridiculous and you will simply make it much harder for descendants to find information on their ancestors.

You will not make more money off this dumb idea, if that was your plan. All you will do is gouge a lot of
good, honest and well meaning descendants who simply want to find connections to their past.

Mrs. Murray
New York, NY

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: Jan Slabaugh
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Thursday, April 12, 2018 11:42:27 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

One records need to remain open to the public!!!!!

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Marie Thatcher
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 6:15:41 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

To Whom It May Concern:

I am a professional probate researcher and also do a lot of family history research for family 
and friends with ancestry in New York. Access to vital records is crucial for this research, and 
while I understand fears about identity theft, I feel that these restrictions are far too severe and 
misapprehend what are the best ways of stalling criminals. Death certificates in particular 
should be more freely available than this allows, as presenting a death record is the best way to 
prove that a deceased person whose identity has been stolen is indeed dead. Offering an 
informational copy for research purposes but not identity purposes would be another solution--
many other states offer this option, for this purpose.

If these restrictions must stand, then I would like to register my support for the amendment 
that would expand the list of relatives entitled to obtain birth and death records. While this 
level of restriction will still hinder much of my research (as proving these relationships is 
often impossible to do without access to birth and death records of other still other relatives--
creating a cycle of unprovability), it is still better than the original restriction level.

Sincerely,
Marie Thatcher

American Research Bureau
Salt Lake City, UT

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: Kathleen Litwin
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 4:16:42 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

I totally agree with the amendment, and the inclusion of specific family members who would be
allowed to receive the info…………the real problem with how to get a record without really knowing
whether the individual’s record you’re requesting info on is, in fact, the individual you need (and are
related directly to) dictates a lengthier and more detailed index being written, so we researchers can
get it right the first time (there are so many times I’ve had to collect 2 or 3 separate records before I
stumbled on the correct one).
 
Regards, K. Litwin
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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From: McKelden Smith
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 1:19:47 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

I am strongly in favor of maintaining public access to the vital records of New York City, for all of the reasons that
have been put forward by others so clearly and persuasively. The bias should be to make records available as soon
as possible, including birth and death records. Records should be moved to the municipal archives where they can be
accessed by researchers without restriction.

McKelden Smith
162 East 80th Street
New York, NY 10075
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From: Maura
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 23, 2018 5:18:20 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Please support members of the genealogy community who need access to vital records for various
legitimate reasons including family research, family health history, documenting lineage for
membership in lineage societies and tracing ancestors.
Thank you for your consideration and help,
Maura McLeod
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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From: Suzanne and Clyde Goodrich
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: [From Vwall: Suspected SPAM]: Comments
Date: Sunday, April 15, 2018 9:25:38 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Upon reading the expanded list of those who may obtain birth and death records from the
NYC Dept. of Health, a few thoughts cross my mind as a family genealogist and a member of
a historical society:

(1)    As the descendant of immigrants whose records may be found in the archives of this
department, it may be impossible to obtain such information from any other resource but there,
especially going back further in generations other than suggested.

(2)     As a member of our local historical society, members, especially our Town Historian,
are often called upon to assist researchers in gathering pertinent family information. Even if
we do not personally apply for these records, we would like to be able to direct them to this
resource.

(3)     If fear of identity theft is a supposed reason for such restrictions, it cannot escape
anyone's attention that the Internet is the biggest abettor in this problem.  The fact that
applying to get such records from these archives would cost money and then require research
to be sure that the identity is useful would seem to be a deterrent to use this avenue for fraud.

(4)     As it is, New York State has the most stringent rules concerning public access to family
research such as birth and death records.  The proposed resolution does nothing to help
genuine research but being restrictive.

I sincerely hope that concerns such as those that I have expressed will be taken into
consideration during the debate over restrictions to the access to records in the NYC
Department of Health.

Suzanne Goodrich

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


 
 
 
 
From: nycdoitt@srv-307.devcloud.hosting.acquia.com [mailto:nycdoitt@srv-
307.devcloud.hosting.acquia.com] On Behalf Of NYC Rules 
Sent: Monday, April 09, 2018 9:08 PM 
To: NYCrules 
Subject: Form submission from: Contact NYC Rules Form 
 

Submitted on Monday, April 9, 2018 - 9:08pm 

First Name: Christopher  
Last Name: Sands  
Company Name: genealogy  
Street Address: 44 Roger Ave, 44 Roger Ave  
Apartment/Suite #: 44 Roger Ave  
City: Cranford  
State: New Jersey  
Zip/Postal Code: 07016  
Country: United States  
Phone (including area code): 9088681347  
Email: rex44roger@aol.com  
 
Message  
My comment concerns Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 
of the NYC Health Code). I have many family ancestors who lived in NYC and have been doing 
genealogy for many years. This rule would help offset the last rule change which was very bad 
for all genealogists. I am still trying to find what we call brick walls. Records for a second or 
third Great Grandmother in NYC. Your rule change has hindered me. This will help balance it 
out.  
Please pass it.  
Thank you for your consideration.  

 

 

mailto:nycdoitt@srv-307.devcloud.hosting.acquia.com
mailto:nycdoitt@srv-307.devcloud.hosting.acquia.com
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From: bella
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 16, 2018 2:56:28 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

I think this is a disgrace what NY is doing where family members cannot get access to another family
members birth/death/marriage records. Someone like me who has family that died over 100 years ago, I
cannot get access to their records. Jeez, these people are dead, help us family member out and the
genealogists of the world!
 
Thank you,
Karen
 

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: Lisa Ertel
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Sunday, April 15, 2018 2:00:04 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

I have ancestors who lived in New York and limiting access to vital records severely inhibits
my search for more information on these family members. I live in the western United States
and cannot visit local archives, etc. to further my search. I have to rely on easily accessible
record collections and indexes to make my search remotely possible. Please keep access to
these records available. Other states like Illinois, West Virginia, and Missouri have opted to
have many of their vital records from the same time period (and forward) available without
detriment to people's privacy. So many people throughout the US have roots in the state of
New York that keeping these records available would have far reaching effects. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Lisa Ertel

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: Suzanne Malek
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Thursday, April 12, 2018 12:22:17 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

Dear Sir or Madame:

I am a family historian/genealogist. Since much of my ancestry (like so much of the nation) stems from New York,
having access to historical vital records is very important to my research. I am asking the Department of Health to
create an additional category for access – Researcher – that specifically allows researchers to access these records.
The creation of this category would allow vital family research to continue. I support a requirement to provide you
with an appropriate level of identification (such as a driver’s license, passport, or state ID) and clarify an
individual’s purpose in requesting a specific record, this seems fair and logical.  Please don’t prevent families from
discovering their history by blocking us out. Family research is vital for so many reasons.

Thank you.

Suzanne Malek
1026 Eagle Court
Carson City, NV 89701

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: Teresa Scott
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 12:58:01 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

The recent restrictions imposed on vital records in New York are unnecessarily restrictive.  Although the proposed
amendments improve the situation, and I therefore support them, the restrictions are still unduly burdensome.  My
husband’s family lived and worked in New York City throughout the 20th Century.  If we had not been able to
obtain various birth and death records, several family mysteries would not have been untangled and the reunion of
various members would not have occurred.  Please consider the proposed amendments favorably.

Teresa Scott

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: ZOE STOUT
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 9:20:58 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

I support public access to vital records.
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: F18235
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 5:36:55 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

I am writing in support of the proposed amendment indicated above. While we all appreciate
the concern for privacy, the amendment is quite restrictive and significantly limits the ability
to discover pertinent genealogical information. I hope that you will consider the above
amendment and pass it in order to improve access to critical documents. Thank you
Colleen Fay 

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: J San
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 10:12:42 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Dear Sir/Madam:

I appreciate the privacy which your decision affords everyone. However, allowing descendants to be
given access to the correct dates and places of Official Records is very important to me. One of my
personal goals is to pray for the soul of each of my Ancestors, privately. I need to accurately know who
they are from Official Documents from New York State and City. 
Recently, a researcher from Italy surprised me with news that my great-grandmother had many
children in New York who died in early childhood. No one ever talked about them. I need to
pray for them, clear the pain from the family lines.

 Please allow researchers and family members to access records, as you have proposed.
I was born in NY, as was all my family. I am in my 60s and wish to have birth, death and
marriage certificate copies for grandparents and (childless) great-aunts and great-uncles, who
passed between 1973 and 1991. 
The last of these passed 27 years ago, and she had given to me all the family stories she had,
with the desire that I would continue her research to preserve our family history.  She had no
children and this was her legacy to her grand-nieces and a sign of respect to her Ancestors,
who she did not want to be forgotten.

It is just at this point in my life that I have time to do this--what bad timing for me and my
family! Please amend your Decision so that I can obtain Official Documents regarding my
family who have passed, so that I may know for whom to pray,
To keep good records, I should be able to confirm information so that I can accurately
document this for my family, and privately pray to clear the pain from the family blood lines. 

Respectfully,

Jeane Sandow

;

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: Margaret Gonzalez
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 7:45:18 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

I think to allow everyone to research lost generations of family is very important please. Please consider voting yes
to this proposed amendment it will introduce present generation to past generation and perhaps reveal genetic
medical problems that may be revealed.
Thank You
Margaret Gonzalez

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


From: Michael v
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 6:50:47 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

I believe the 125/75 year restriction window can be narrowed somewhat. Perhaps to 100/50. Thank you for your
consideration.

Michael Sullivan

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: Barbara Swift
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 6:50:46 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Keep the records available.  Genealogy societies rely on them for proof of descent from  our patriotic
ancestors.
Barbara Swift
Registrar Mojave,
DAR

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: Peggy Walrath
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 6:03:19 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

Limiting access to birth and death records cuts off people from our roots—sharing genealogical records has been an
important part of bringing our widespread family together.  We started out as a New York family, but after the
disruptions of World War II, family members now live in many different states.  Many families arrived and settled
in New York; our roots are here, the history of who we are begins here.  We’re not looking for great inheritances,
just to know our story, who we are.
This is an important goal at a time when Americans seem to want to forget that they started out as immigrants, or as
laborers and tenement dwellers.
Limiting birth records for 125 years seems ridiculously out of proportion, making it virtually impossible to trace a
family.  Limiting death records for any length of time is equally harsh—family members may have no other way of
learning that someone has passed away.
I urge you to eliminate these provisions.

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: Margaret R. Fortier
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 6:01:43 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

While I support the amendment, it does not address the true issues caused by the new,
restrictive access rules.
 

You often can't prove relation in the first place without a birth or death record.
A researcher often needs to view the information on an individual’s birth or death
record before being able to correctly assert their relationship to that
individual.  Genealogists often ask research questions that make identifying a specific
family relationship difficult – if not impossible – to determine without access to birth and
death records.
 

Modern family relationships are excluded. The categories listed for the rule exclude
important family relationships that are common today and will become more common in
the future. Many families just don't fit the traditional approach proposed. For example,
the exclusion of step-relationships from the list discriminates against thousands of
families living in New York City today. These omissions, alongside the inability for
adoptees to access information regarding their family history, create an unfair barrier to
access. 
 

The amendment discriminates against non-family research. What about researchers
seeking to learn about families outside of their personal ethnicity or community? These
rules may exclude entire groups and communities from having their history
preserved. Additionally, the greatly expanded time periods (which are now amongst the
most restrictive in the nation) prevent individuals from researching and educating others
about important historical information such as military veterans, Holocaust survivors,
and immigrant communities. 
 
Sincerely,
Margaret R. Fortier
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: brian brennan
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 5:42:52 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

To whom it may concern:
I feel the new regulations being put in place to access records are extreme . It will hurt all NYC genealogists.  I
understand putting some restrictions on records for privacy reasons , but 125 years for births is extreme. 100 years is
for births and 50 years for deaths is far more reasonable

Sincerely .
Brian O. Brennan

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: Ellen Jacobs
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 5:38:06 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

Please allow open access to records for genealogical purposes!   I am trying to find out more about my grandparents
(all I know is name and birthdate) and if you retract access it could prevent me from ever finding out more about my
ancestors.

Sent from my iPad
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From: Debby Wylie
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 3:44:55 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

I have been trying to get a birth certificate for my father who was born in 1932 in Manhattan, and
have been unable to because I don’t know his parents names.  I have a copy of his Certification of
Birth with a number for his birth record, but it doesn’t show his parents names and not even a first
name for him.  When applying for the birth certificate I included his original death certificate, his
certification of birth, my birth certificate, my baptism record naming his as my father, and copies  of
my drivers license and passport.  He was raised in foster homes and never adopted.  He deserted my
mother when I was about 2 months old and I never saw or heard from him again.  When he died in
1985, he was a homeless, alcoholic, and had never remarried or had any other children.  I have so
little to go on, I had hoped his birth certificate would at least give me my paternal grandparents
names.  There is no way I know of to find out his parents names, so the way the law is now, I won’t
be able to get his birth certificate until I’m in my 80’s!  This is unacceptable and needs to be
changed.
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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From: Elbrun Kimmelman
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 2:50:11 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Dear Sir,
As a long time user of birth and death records in order to learn about my own family history , I
feel you are un- necessarily limiting access to such records because you are excluding the
more difficult to include family members such as adoptees and  step children. Also it is
detrimental to studying records for health reasons to prohibit genealogists who aredoing
research. I urge you to loosen your limits on access.
Thank you, 

Mrs. Peter Kimmelman
998 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10028

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: L Levy
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Birth and death records
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 1:50:30 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

Hi.

I’m the grand niece of a woman who died in NY State around 1950.  Currently I’m not able to get her records,
therefore I’m not able to find out what happened to her body, her life has basically disappeared.   She deserves
better. I want to know what happened to my aunt Ida. There’ s not a “identity theft” issue, she’s been gone for years.

These records should be more open and accessible. There’s no real reason not to let relatives have access to them.  I
do genealogy and this part of my family tree is very difficult to track. Without the records I can’t find her mother’s
maiden name, and confirm this information.

Please let us see the records.

Laura Levy

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
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From: orlandoonenamestudy@gmail.com
To: Resolution Comments
Cc: <julie.goucher@one-name.org>
Subject: Comment on Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 7:53:58 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

I live in England and have Sicilian ancestors. They left Sicily in search of a better life
and migrated to the US with some settling in New York City.

I am vehemently opposed to the restrictions you have outlined.

Here in England and Wales it is possible to order certificates and pay for them the
price of £9.25. It is also possible to order a PDF of the certificate which has no
identification value, and is only of use to researchers for the price of £6.00

There is no reason why adopting a similar approach could not work for NYC. The
cheaper certificates can not be used of identity purposes, therefore you would be
able to restrict access if the issue of identity fraud is a genuine one, whilst able to
provide the certificates for the genealogical community and generate an income,
provided those fees are not unrealistic.

Please do consider the option outlined here. Sadly I am unable to be at the meeting.
---
Best wishes,

Julie Goucher
Secretary, Guild of One-Name Studies (3925)
www.one-name.org
Butcher & Orlando One-Name Studies
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From: Jim
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Reclaim the Records
Date: Saturday, April 07, 2018 11:27:43 AM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

Broaden the availability to get our genealogy records.
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

Virus-free. www.avast.com

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov
https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=icon
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=link


From: Thomas G. Hawkins Jr.
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Proposed amendment to General Vital Statistics Provisions (Article 207 of the NYC Health Code)
Date: Thursday, April 05, 2018 10:54:37 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from
unknown senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to

spamemail@health.nyc.gov

My name is Thomas Hawkins, I am a genealogist/family historian and would like to comment
on this proposed amendment.

It would be a great honor and privilege to be able to obtain birth certificates and death
certificates of family members, mainly direct ancestors but especially granduncles,
grandaunts, grandparents, great grandparents, great great grandparents, and 1st, 2nd, and
3rd cousins of those grandparents, great grandparents, great great grandparents.

I have been trying for 7 years to get a birth certificate for my grandmother, she was born in
1930 (I have another 12 years to go before 100 years have gone by), when I sent for a birth
certificate back in 2010 (I believe it was the NY State archives) I was told I had to contact the
NYC archives, when I contacted the NYC archives I was told I had to contact the NY State
archives. And ever since thing NYC has become more and more seclusive when dealing with

the public and it has been hard to obtain a birth or death certificate. My goal in obtaining
my grandmother's birth certificate was to find out my great grandmother's name
and birthplace and possible birth date to trace her family lineage. If I myself have to
wait 125 years after my grandmothers birth, that would be in 2055 and I would be 75 years
old, I have to wait another 37 years, that would be tragic, especially if I don't even make it that
long. I also would like to know if my great grandmother was born in N.Y.C. and if she did, to
obtain her birth certificate and learn who her parents are, as I have two sets of names for her
parentage, and it 's confusing. I would have to wait another 27...? years before I can learn
that, that pushes my research back too many years and provides a stumbling block and an
unnecessary lost in time.

Allowing grandchildren, great grandchildren, and grandnephews to obtain birth and death
certificates would be awesome and would do wonders and help me in discoverying my
paternal family history that I never knew. It is very difficult in searching for my grandmother's
maternal family, and a rule restricting me to obtain records makes that task difficult, please
allow for an expanded host of family members and descendants to obtain birth and death
certificates, so people like myself can discover their heritage without worrying about
restrictions.

One measure of security I can propose is the use of some identification like photo

mailto:HealthRC@health.nyc.gov
mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov


identification to ensure a trusted individual is requesting the record and the department
would have a visual idea of who is requesting the record.

Thank You for your time.



From: Karen Silver Catania
To: Resolution Comments
Subject: Oppose finding records after 125 years
Date: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 8:37:14 PM

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown
senders or unexpected emails. If it looks suspicious, send it as an attachment to
spamemail@health.nyc.gov<mailto:spamemail@health.nyc.gov>

I am in California. I have been researching a cousin who was born in 1915.  He passed away in the 80’s. I only look
for reasons to confirm birthdate.  Social Security puts out a death index. And it it easy to get those numbers. I do not
understand what harm it would be to find a  birthdate. Not looking for official birth certificate. You should be able
to get unofficial.
I myself will probably not be around if this law stays.
Thank you for listening
Karen Catania

Sent from my iPhone
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