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The Campalgn Finance Board will have responsibility for only such municipal special elections
to fill vacancies as might occur in 2006. Therefore, it will have ample titme to carry out the proposals

that Tam suggestmg

0  Permit the Campalgn Finance Board to Publish Voters: guide covering all
~ contests within the jurisdiction of the New York City Board of Elections.

6 Make such time as is réqulred on for carrying out the program below available
on the Public Acccess Cable Channels.

In ZUU() primary and general elections are scheduled for Governor, Lieutenant Governor, and
Attorney General, US. Semator, Members of Congress, and State Legislatures.. There, is litde
likelihood that New York Sitate's legislature or the US Congress will amdopt a meanmgful Campaxgn'

finance Law m the fOreseeable ruture.

Moreover, it appears that the two-fold approach of campaign finance reform focusing “on
proviiag vadideies wiln metching funds combined with 'spendémrg resrctions ders T TReessurly
provide a satisfactory result. In this respect, it appears that campaign finance reform laws based on
providing political candidates with public money to spend as they please prove vulnerable to the

~ gymizal ;temtmyuwwwif wikar i wight that panmantes she Amaticar politicel caltre To- this regard T

first refer to a July 26, 1999 .New York szes article titled: ‘W1§gons in's once Prmmpled Politics

buccumbs to Wily Campaiign Finance.” Consider the following ex:cerpt: -

Political srr’alegms and interest groups in Wisconsi
dodge the state's strict campaign finance rules - tactics

federal !evel, »

i1 are com 'ng up i with tactics to
not ewen conceived on the

- The unintended efifect of the clean-government mentality iis that Wisconsin's
stringent laws governing campaign donations and spending have led determined
donors to be even more resourceful. This state was a pioneer in offering public
subsidies for candidiates who limited their spending.

Now, Wisconsin has become a breeding ground for orgamizations to perfect
techniques for bemding or evading restrictions on how muwch political action
committees and parties can contribute directly to campaigns.
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What happened in Wisconsin is also taking place in New’ York City. As has been
reported in the local mediia, particularly the New York Sun, Post and Daily News, so-called
“bundlers” have accumulated contributions for City Council members and have been
rewarded by no-bid contxracts in the New York City Budget Contracting costs have risen
from $2.8 billion to $7.8. owver a 12 year.. Unfortunately this is perfectly legal and will be until
the recommendations of the Feerick Committee On Government Integrity are adopted.

It is refreshing that under the mayoralty of Michael Bloomberg, the city has
experienced, for the first time since World War II not one scandlal. In fact the mayor has
cleaned up the Buildings Department which was a noted cesspool under previous mayors.

It is noteworthy that Mayor Bloomberg is the first candidaite not to accept matching
funds. This proves that ithe campaign finance program’s matching fund component does
not prevent corruption legal or otherwise. Itis a tremendous burden to the taxpayer and has
never provided equity in 1997, for example, during the race for imayor and former Borough

_President Ruth Messinger obtained in matching funds $1,281,407, former City Councilman
Sal Albanese received $2/54,2501 while two minority mayoral candidates, Al Sharpton and
Eric Ruane-Melendez obtained nothing,

In that same year’s Public Advocate race, the Campaign Finance Board provided Mark Green
with §366,745 for running: agamst a phantom opponent ie, Koger Green wiio announced s
withdrawal well before the pirimary.. An examination of his expenditures revealed:

T Om puge ', e we B expendimres of $99,999 touling $79%,000 paid to the firm TRIPPL,
MCMAHON & SQUIRE, located in Alexandria Virginia. It is unlikely that this money was used
to defeat either Roger Green or Jules Polenetsky., hls nominal GOP opponent who did not
Gueakify Lo dlabosas .

2) Page 2 largely consists of out of town expenditures more appropriate for a Senate campaign —
WHICH MARK GREEIN WAS ALSO PREPARING FOR IN 19%8.

3) Page 3 includes $15,000 in fees to FISHER, FISHER & BERGER ((Henry Berger then on Board
of Citizens Union.)

4 Page 4 contains $500 to Marty Mack, made in '96 to Mack when he: was ranning for Congress in
Syracuse. -

5\ Paee 36 incly

~) .Lasv./u.uuuu £

6) Page 38 contains a $600) payment to Harry Kresky for petition challenge. Kresky is the election
law lawyer for Lenore Fulani's wing of the Independent Party, in control of NYC machinery at
that time. Kresky knocked Green's Independent Party challeriger in the primary, Ismael
Betancourt off the ballot.

7) Page 45 Includes 2 $500) Payment to Neil Breslin for Senate in Albany New York a and a $1000
Contribution to Newbexger for Supervisor (of Great Neck)

It should be obvious that the time is ripe for consideration of n.ew ways of dealing with the
deleterious effect of money on the American political system. I submit that concentrating resources
o creanirg # more frmed electorate s worth 4 try: This concept s deenr praved i1 e pase by
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New York Times reporter Sam Roberts during the period he wrote a municipal affairs column for
the Times, and the late great Robert Wagner, former Deputy Mayor and Chairman of the non-
partisan Citizens Union, who said in a letter to former Federal Attorney Paul Curran (* “I think -
George Spitz’s idea is indeed a very good one” In fact, Bob Wagner first proposed one of the
components. ‘

Therefore, I propose utilizing the elections of 2006 for trizal of an alternate campaign
finance plan for elections, -preferably under the jurisdiction of NYC"s Campaign Finance Board,
Board of Elections and in the area covered by the Municipal Broadcasting Corporation. Since
sprnting TETuns we not volved, strie legislation is not required #nd even w new Tty ww Ty
not be required. Costs, if mot obtained through City Council approp:tiation, could be raised from
private sources, such as a foundation, particularly if the Municipal Broadcasting Corporation is
dnvalred, ‘

; A constructive expetiment in campaign finance reform that does not involve large sums of -
taxpager finds handed aver to political candidates, shonld attract wasion wide asmeatinn, and. if
successful could then be adlopted by New York City at considerable savings to the taxpayers and
might well break down resistance in the New York State Legislature to campaign finance reform.

.. The suggested plan is basically educational. The rationale is thait a well informed electorate is
best able to resist campaign. image hawking tailored to results of expensive polls, packaged in slick
TV commercials or brochute handouts by media gurus. Public funds: should not be used to hire
polisters, consultants and €élection law lawyers skilled in removing oppronents trom the ballot. New
York City's Campaign Finamce Program, which provides widely varyings amounts (generally favoring
incumbents) of so-called "matching funds” is vulnerable to quasi-firaud. This plan provides all

candidates, itncumbent and challenger with the exact same amount of recognition.

Centerpiece of the educational strategy is an enhanced Vosters Guide mailed to party
vndlleres prot w e protaty wnd genersd dection. The Guide wodld, ‘o wdditon w ‘mivimaeton
supphed by candidates contain the following:

b Llsfmg of candidate appearance time (1'5 or 20 lmmufes each, per
contestant) om municipal radio and TV.

%4 iR 2 Teast three cable TV staﬁm for the Video Noker's Suide,
‘which Mayor Bloomberg at my suggestion introdiuced outside the
Campaign Fimance Board this year and enhance the Video Voter's

Cuide with intteractive candidate appearances on thre municipal cable
channels,

®  Dates and locations of candidate forums scheduled to occur after
Voter Guide is: printed and maiied.

L4 Phone numbver and address of candidate headquarters.
®  Directions for obtaining copies of candidate endlorsements and/or

related facts from non-profit interest groups, such as Sierra Club,
. Citizens Union, League of Women Voters, etc., which assemble
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valuable specialized information but lack resourrces for blanket
mailings.

'ﬁescﬂpﬁon of candidates stands on issues deemed Tmpotarnt ‘'py an

impartial committee of academic experts. (This is the suggestion of the
late Robert Wagner)

This program might draw special attention from the media if Mayor Bloomberg urges voters to
take advantage of the information provided them I hope youlll join me in encouraging his
involvement. There is good reason to believe that he is concerned about the deplorable present
sttuation, particularly the wasteful matching Funds which are not distiributed equitably through no
fault of the Campaign Finance Board but, according to laws favoringy incumbents and candidates

favored by lobbyists and other special-interests by the meddling City Cosuncil, which constantly seeks
to make a bad' faw worse.

Respectfully yours

Qeorye N S/ﬂiz‘z





