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STATE OF NEW YORK

10909

| N ASSEMBLY

April 8, 2026

Introduced by M of A BURROUGHS -- read once and referred to the
Conmi ttee on Governnental Operations

AN ACT to anend the executive law, in relation to enacting the "Shirley
Myers Wiite Right To Reconciliation and Digital ldentity Repair Act”

The People of the State of New York, represented in Senate and Assem
bly, do enact as foll ows:

Section 1. This act shall be known and may be cited as the "Shirley
Myers White Right To Reconciliation and Digital ldentity Repair Act”.

8 2. Legislative findings. The legislature finds and decl ares that:

1. In nodern society, individuals are increasingly governed not only
by formal |egal outcomes, but by persistent narratives introduced and
anplified through journalism digital platfornms, automated systens, and
institutional records.

2. VWen allegations, arrests, or adverse events are reported or
recorded, they often receive promnent and lasting visibility, while
resol utions such as acquittals, disnmissals, or exonerations receive
little or no correspondi ng prom nence.

3. The <continued circulation of outdated, inconplete, or disproven
narratives can cause ongoi ng and di sproportionate harm including but
not limted to:

(a) barriers to enpl oynent, education, and housi ng;

(b) conprom sed personal safety and social standing;

(c) psychol ogi cal distress and reputational danage; and

(d) structural exclusion through autonmated screeni ng systens.

4. Advances in artificial intelligence, search algorithns, and auto-
mat ed deci sion-making tools have intensified this harm by scaling
outdated information, often w thout transparency, context, or a nech-
anism for correction.

5. Modern indexing and artificial intelligence systens materially
af fect how narratives persist and influence decision-nmaki ng.

6. Search engi nes, automated background checks, data aggregators, and
screening tools rely on indexed digital information to assess credibili-
ty, eligibility, and risk. These systens do not independently verify
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accuracy, context, or legal resolution; they surface and prioritize
i nformati on based on availability and perceived rel evance.

7. Wen arrests, allegations, or adverse events are indexed w thout
correspondi ng updates reflecting resolution or correction, autonated
systems nmay continue to treat inconplete narratives as current truth. In
this environment, wunresolved narratives can quietly govern access to
enpl oynment, housi ng, education, safety, and social participation |ong
after | egal systens have corrected thensel ves.

8. In sone instances, individuals or institutions vested with authori-
ty continue to assert or nmaintain narratives that contradict adjudicated
| egal outcones, resulting in narrative abuse by authority and undermi n-
ing trust in public systens.

9. Social workers, legal practitioners, educators, and community advo-
cates routinely encounter individuals whose lives remain constrained by
narratives that no |onger reflect legal truth or present reality.

10. Accountability and public safety are essential; however, justice
does not end at disposition, and ethical systens nust distinguish
between accountability and pernanent narrative punishnent. The absence
of a clear, consistent right to reconciliation and digital identity
repair across systems creates inequity, erodes trust, and perpetuates
harminconsistent wth principles of dignity, proportionality, and
integrity.

8§ 3. Legislative purpose. 1. The purpose of this act is to:

(a) establish a right to reconciliation and digital identity repair
for individuals whose | egal matters have been resolved, or whose circum
stances have materially changed;

(b) ensure that narratives introduced by institutions are acconpani ed
by mechani sns for accuracy, context, update, and conpletion;

(c) prevent individuals from being pernmanently governed by biased,
outdated, inconplete, or authority-enforced narratives;

(d) create systemappropriate obligations across distinct donains
where narrative harm occurs, while preserving accountability, public
safety, and freedom of the press; and

(e) affirmreconciliation as a nmatter of systens integrity, not pref-
erential treatnent.

2. This act further recognizes that reconciliation nmust extend beyond
formal |egal disposition into the i ndexed and automated systens that now
shape real -world outcones. Wen institutions correct thenselves, those
corrections must be capable of traveling with the narrative into the
systenms that rely on digital identity to nmake consequential decisions.

8 4. The executive law is amended by adding a new section 296-e to
read as foll ows:

§ 296-e. Right to reconciliation and digital identity repair. 1. For
purposes of this section, the following terns shall have the follow ng
neani ngs:

(a) "Narrative" nmeans any public or institutional representation,
either witten, visual, digital, or automated, that describes, charac-
terizes, or inplies an individual's conduct, risk, character, or status.

(b) "Narrative harni' neans material harmresulting fromthe persist-
ence, anplification, or enforcenent of a narrative that is inaccurate,
outdated, inconplete, or disproportionate to verified facts or adjudi-
cat ed out cones.

(c) "Reconciliation" neans the process by which narratives are
corrected, contextualized, or conpleted to reflect current legal truth
and material reality.
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(d) "Digital identity repair" neans reasonable neasures taken to
ensure that an individual's digital presence does not materially nisrep-
resent their legal status or factual circunstances.

(e) "Narrative abuse by authority" neans the continued assertion or
circulation of a disproven, exaggerated, or outdated narrative by an
individual or institution vested with fornmal authority, despite evidence
or adjudication to the contrary.

(f) "Di sposition" nmeans an acquittal, dismssal, exoneration
conpletion of sentence., or any final |legal resolution.
2. The right to reconciliation shall apply across the follow ng

donnins, each with system appropriate obligations:

(a) Journalism and nedia; narrative introduction without conpletion
(i) Media entities that publish information regarding arrests, allega-
tions, or crinnal proceedings shall establish procedures to:

(1) update or contextualize coverage when |legal outconmes materially
change;

2) ensure that resolutions receive reasonable visibilit conpar abl e
to initial reporting; and

(3) mtigate ongoing harm when continued publication no | onger serves
a legitimate public interest.

(ii) This section shall not require renpval of historical records, but
shall affirmthe responsibility to restore accuracy and context.

(b) Artificial intelligence and automated systens; narrative anplifi-
cation w thout stewardship. Entities wutilizing autonated tools for
screeni ng., ranking, or decision-neking shall:

(i) provide notice when adverse decisions rely on automated narrative
sour ces;

(ii) allow for the correction of materially inaccurate or outdated
information; and

(iii) ensure human review when narrative harmis all eged.

(c) Hiring, housing and opportunity systens; pre-adjudication exclu-
sion. (i) Enployers, housing providers, and institutions shall not rely
solely on uncontextualized narratives where |egal resol ution or
correction is available.

(ii) Individuals shall have the right to

(1) understand adverse decisions based on narrative infornmation;

(2) subnmt docunentation of reconciliation or resolution; and

(3) request reconsideration where appropriate.

(d) Law enforcenent and judicial adjacency; narrative abuse by author-
ity. (i) Following legal disposition, no authority shall know ngly main-

tain or dissenminate narratives that materially contradict adjudicated
out cones.

(ii) Agencies and entities shall inplenent safeguards to ensure
records, statenents, and conmunications reflect legal truth and propor-
tionality.

(e) Digital life, relationships and social opportunity; narrative
conpression in everyday life. (i) Individuals shall have access to

reasonabl e nmechanisns to contest and correct materially harnful digital
narratives that mi srepresent resolved matters.

(ii) Digital platfornms shall be encouraged to support contextualiza-
tion and dispute resolution consistent with this section.

(iii) Social nedia platforns, as such term is defined pursuant to
subdivision five of section eleven hundred of the general business |aw
shall renpve any accusations about an individual that are not factua
and may j eopardi ze such individual's reputation.

3. (a) Nothing in this section shall be construed to:
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(i) erase accountability for harm

(ii) interfere with lawful investigations;

(iii) suppress lawful speech;

(iv) require false statenents or misrepresentation of facts;

(v) regulate or restrict freedom of speech., personal expression, or
private communi cation; or

(vi) regulate social nedia platforns, search engines, or third-party
technology providers, or to require such entities to renobve, suppress,
or alter content.

(b) Responsibilities under this section shall apply solely to the
institution, agency, or entity that originated, authorized., or nmin-
tained the official narrative or record at issue, including content

published on official websites, press releases, public records, or
institutional social nedia accounts.

4. The division of human rights shall devel op gui dance consistent with
this section and shall consult with stakeholders, including social work
prof essionals, legal experts, and civil liberties organizations in the
devel opnent of such gui dance.

8 5. This act shall take effect inmediately.




