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GREENBURGH CAMPAIGN FINANCE COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES—APRIL 25, 2000
(May 21, 2000 draft)

Present:
Catherine Lederer-Plaskett, Harriet Leb, Susan Mancuso, Rev. Wilbert Preston, Ervin Schliefer,
Francis Sheehan, Lester Steinman, Mary Tobias

Invited Speaker: Supervisor Paul Feiner

Observers Stephanie Bdlino (Lower Manor Woods Neighborhood Association), Lorrin Brown
(North Elmsford Neighborhood Association), Maddon O'Shea (Edgemont Community Council,
Inc.), William Pohlmann, Ella Preiser (Council of Greenburgh Civic Associations), Kathy Sundaram,
Carol Widk (Secor Homes CA, Inc.)

Absent:
Andrew Goodman, Claire Lee, Erin Malloy, Mike Reynolds, Sdly Schaadt, Charlotte Schienberg

Invited Spesker: Dan Greenfidd, The Journal News

The dxth meeting of the commission was cdled to order a 7:35 p.m. in room 121, a Rochambeau
Schoal, 228 Fisher Avenue, White Plains. An agenda was distributed. Copies of the draft March 17,
2000 and April 11 meeting minutes that were previoudy faxed, hand-delivered and/or emailed to each
commission member were also available.

Co-char Hariet Leib sad the firgt item on the agenda is to hear from our guest spesker, Dan
Greenfidd, from the The Journd News Since he is lae, the commisson will continue with the next
item on the agenda- the Ethics Subcommittee report. Before detalling the Ethics Subcommittee
report, she explained to those present, specifically addressing the observing townspeople, that nothing
contained within the subcommittee report had been finalized. It is a work in progress. She distributed
copies to those present and cdled for a five-minute bresk while members read the report, which
followsin its entirety:

Ethics Subcommittee: Catherine Lederer-Plaskett, Harriet Leib, Charlotte Schienberg, Francis Sheehan,
Lester Steinman

The Ethics subcommittee is considering the following recommendations:

1. The Ethics code should be amended to reflect the following:
A Town officer or employee receiving directly or indirectly a gift/contribution from an entity including
but not limited to devel opers, consultants, architects, and attorneys having business with the Town or
before a Town board must recuse him/hersalf from voting on any matter involving said entity, and may
not lobby on behaf of said entity.

The timeframe for recusal before/after receipt of a gift/contribution is still to be discussed.

NY State restrictions on imposing mandatory campaign contribution/spending caps at the local level
were considered in making this recommendation.

The following are being considered:

A. Whether to dter the existing procedure by which the Ethics Board is permitted to hear complaints.
At present the Town Board must refer a matter to the Ethics Board before it can be heard; only the
Town Board has this authority. Ethics laws from Seettle, the City of White Plains, the Village of
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Dobbs Ferry and elsewhere were provided as examples of ordinances that allow anyone to bring a
complaint before Government Ethics Boards.

B. Discussion continues as to whether to submit code language to the town board for approval or
whether a recommendation should be made specifying the areas requiring change. A combination
of the two was aso considered. A portion being either a strong pointed recommendation followed
by a prepared code change in an addendum; or a preamble introducing the changes followed by the
prepared code change.

C. Theterms under which a person is appointed to the ethics board were discussed. Should there be a
condition recommended which states a person must have or not have a political affiliation for a
specific period of time prior to his or her gppointment?

2. The creation of aFair Practices Board.
A. Thisboard could be formed independent of the Town Board (similar to the one described by Evelyn
Stock) or under the Town Board.
B. The Board would be either bipartisan or nonpartisan.
C. The Board would be responsible for overseeing such things as cable, mailings, contribution
disclosure, etc.

3. A ban on neighborhood mailings at taxpayers expense, newdetters etc. during the primary and genera
€lection season.
A. The County passed alaw banning certain types of mailings during campaigning periods.
B. Thelaw could be amended to fit the needs of Greenburgh

Hariet Leib sad there are three primary recommendations. Each recommendation contains subparts.
The subcommittee's firs recommendation is that the Greenburgh Ethics Code should be amended.
After explaining that the Ethics Code gpplies to town officids and employees, she asked co-chair
Catherine Lederer-Plaskett to discuss the recommendation.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett sad the subcommittee, after deciding that the Greenburgh Ethics Code
needed to be amended, determined tha the phrase “directly or indirectly” was a criticaly important
part of the proposed amendment. She said it goes to the heart of the incumbent campaign team
practice where one candidate accepts campaign money from developers, consultants for developers,
those suing the town, etc. and then uses that money to re-elect a date of other incumbent candidates.
Under the proposed Ethics Code amendment, the other candidates could not clam, as they do now,
that they have not accepted contributions from developers, etc. The “directly or indirectly” clause was
suggested to plug that loophole.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said the recusal provison was included to address the widespread
perception that certain contributions influence certain votes. The commission has heard repestedly that
local ordinances cannot override federad and NYS laws regarding contributions to candidates. Lester
Steinman suggested recusd as a means of addressng the problem, without running into a conflict with
campagn laws, and the subcommittee jumped on the idea as a great way of finding a legd means of
addressing a ggnificant problem. The “directly or indirectly” clause would prevent any candidaie on a
date funded by an gpplicant’s contribution from subsequently voting on the agpplicant’s application.
However, timeframes gill need to be discussed, dong with alowing contributions to be returned once
aconflict has been identified.

Leser Steinman said the commisson needs to condder the possbility that a magority of the Town
Board might have to recuse themsdves. There are provisons that dlow board members to vote on an
goplication even though a conflict of interet has been identified if recusd results in an insufficient
number of voting members.
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Mary Tobias sad the Town Board typicdly runs as a team 0 the posshility of not having a mgority
of voting members on an application isvery red.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said that, if a mgority of Town Board members had to recuse themselves,
the publicity that would result from having to invoke the specid provison mentioned by Leser
Steinman might be sufficient to discourage a mgority from having such a conflict in the future,

Hariet Lelb sad the shame factor is an important consderation and can have a sgnificant effect;
however, Mary Tobias concern, that incumbents in Greenburgh routindy run as a team and would dl
have to abstain from voting, needs to be addressed.

Mary Tobias said the recusd provison will cause abig problem with the Town Board.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett sad there are sgnificant problems with the current Stuation as well. The
commission is trying to address the problem within the regtrictions of NYS law. The recusd provison
is an innoveive way to address a Sgnificant problem. No other suggestions that comply with NYS
law have been offered.

Hariet Lelb sad County Legidator George Latimer was previoudy asked if any reforms resulted from
the Singer Commisson. His response was that it created a climate for reform.  Hopefully, this
commission will create the same climate for reform in Greenburgh.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said another recommendation of the Ethics Subcommittee is the creation of
aFair Practices Board.

Leter Steinman sad the opportunity for an officdd to return a previoudy received campagn
contribution that would necesstate recusd was discussed by the subcommittee but is not in the
distributed written proposdl.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett agreed, adding that the omission was inadvertent.

Susan Mancuso read doud in its entirety the firg Ethics Subcommittee recommendation.  She said the
recommendation far exceeds what is being asked of the commisson. If she accepted a gift, what
should she be redtricted from doing, she asked.

Hariet Lelb sad the commisson is trying to address a perception of favorable trestment of
contributors.

Susan Mancuso repeated that the provisons redtricting employees from accepting gifts far exceeds the
charge of the commisson, which islimited to campaign finance issues.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said that Lester Steinman commented that the commisson has not heard
from the public that lack of money is a barrier to running for office.  However, there are sgnificant
advantages to incumbents because of the contributions they accept. Regarding the gifts, she sad
White Plains does not alow employees or eected officids to accept any gifts, regardiess of how small.

Susan Mancuso said that this is a campaign finance commisson and yet the town’'s Ethics Code is
being questioned. It is beyond the commission’s charge.

Hariet Leb sad the issues dl complement each other. It may seem as though it is beyond the scope
of the commission but it redly isn't.
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Susan Mancuso asked how a candidate is affect by an employee accepting gifts. She asked if the
members bdieve the commisson should recommend developers be redricted from giving gifts to
employees as well as candidates.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett sad that there is a perception that contributions have an undue influence
and prevent aleve playing fied upon which challengers can compete.

Susan Mancuso said she disagrees.

Lesder Steinman said this discusson mirrors what goes on a subcommittee meetings.  The detailed
dreft is a migake. Details will kill the commission’s work because a clause can be pulled gpat and
debated and debated, causng the overal worthy objective to be lost. There should not be even the
perception of someone making a contribution which &ffects a vote yet dl tha is lost in the proposa
because of a debate about specific wording.

Susan Mancuso said the commission is being overly broad. The commisson must be specific in what
is being addressed, otherwise what is trying to be accomplished is lost. It is peculiar that the
commission is now including how employees receive gifts, etc. She doesn't disagree that employees
should be prohibited from accepting gifts but the commisson is singling out a subset of candidates for
the gift ban. It does not redtrict dl candidates from accepting gifts, just those dected or who are
employees. Thereisno congstency. It isunfair to leave out the non-incumbents.

Francis Sheehan said the records show that there is no advantage to developers giving money to non-
incumbents. A review of the financid filings show that developers contributed to the incumbents, not
the chadlengers.

Harriet Leib asked Susan Mancuso how she would address the issue differently.

Susan Mancuso said that a Fair Practices Board could adopt rules that apply to everyone. The board
could address the gift issue, as wdl as a much greater concern that has been mentioned-- media
access. The commisson has heard repeatedly that access is money and money is access.  ACCESS iS
through the media The same rules must apply to everyone. The Fair Practices Board could control
the money aspect and the media aspect. She said that Francis Sheehan proposed a a subcommittee
meseting that candidates who signed on to voluntary loca campaign reforms should receive a “carrot”,
the carrot being rights to cable access mediatime. She supports that proposal.

Mary Tobias sad that the subcommittee proposa doesn't gppear to be singling out any particular
candidate because it affects any candidate who wins eection. If a candidate loses, the issue is moot
because the candidate is not in a podtion to help a developer who may have contributed. Any
candidate who receives contributions from developers and wins dection would have to recuse
him/hersdf from voting.

Harriet Leib said a developer could contribute to both candidates, just to cover him/hersdf, smilar to
betting on a horse. A person who can contribution to both candidates should not have an advantage
over someone only able to contribute to one candidate. That would be unfair.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said whichever candidate received the contribution and was subsequently
elected would have to recuse himhersdf. She said the clause Susan Mancuso is objecting to in the
Ethics Subcommittee's firg recommendation, “A Town officer or employeg’, was a mutudly agreed
upon amendment suggested by Lester Steinman. It was not her wording.  She asked if anyone thought
it was legd to incude other than town employees and officids in the town's Ethics Law. She sad it
was worded the way it was because it was the subcommittee’'s decison that the Ethics Law could only
pertan to town employees and eected officids. Since NYS preempts mandatory loca campaign
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contribution restrictions, the recusd provison, which gpplies to everyone eected, regardiess of party
affiliation, addresses a sarious, repeatedly mentioned problem in Greenburgh regarding developer
contributions.  Increased cable access done is not sufficient to balance the influence of large campaign
coffers that result from developer contributions. Many residents do not have cable and the mainsream
press provides very limited coverage. It is a shame Dan Greenfidd from The Journad News faled to
show up for the meeting because he could have been asked why o little atention is given loca
candidates, particular non-incumbent candidates, and why they twice inaccurady lised the names of
non-incumbent  Greenburgh candidates.  Regarding the possbility that the proposed Ethics Law
amendments might be chdlenged, she sad the threat of a chdlenge should not discourage the
commisson from doing what is right. The commisson should move forward. Anyone waiching a
Senate hearing on GSPAN can see that any proposed law can be criticized but that does not mean new
laws should no longer be adopted.

Susan Mancuso, asking to respond, said the commissioners must decide whether a “messy job” or a
good job is the god. She sad the subcommittee's proposad is messy. While the commissioners may
not agree on dl the issues, everyone should agree that fairness is the ultimate god. The provison in
the Ethics Law that redtricts gifts to incumbents but not al candidatesis not fair.

Hariet Leib asked Susan Mancuso if a gift redtriction imposed by a Far Practices Board would be
acceptable.

Susan Mancuso said it would because it would apply across the board to dl candidates, or at leest to all
candidates who voluntarily sign on to the loca reforms. From what she read the Fair Practices Board
could not impose mandatory redrictions on al candidates. Its decisons would only affect candidates
who voluntarily decide to agree to the restrictions.

Lester Steinman sad redrictions imposed by a locd Far Practices Board would only apply to
candidates willing to voluntarily comply.

Hariet Leb asked if Greenburgh's Ethics Law currently requires an incumbent to recuse hinvhersdf
from voting on gpplications filed by applicants who contributed to higher campaign.

Susan Mancuso said it does not currently require recusal.

Leser Steinman said most ethics laws do not address candidate’s contributions to avoid running afoul
of federd and NYS regulations. One of the reasons the subcommittee developed the recusal concept is
to avoid being preempted by federd and date regulations while trying to address a perception that
goplicants are receiving favorable votes by meking campaign contributions. He disagrees with Susan
Mancuso's datement that the recusa provison unfairly singles out incumbents. It applies to town
officiads who have the power to vote on a campaign contributor’s application and affect the outcome.
If a candidate is unsuccessful, the contribution cannot influence the recipient's vote because the
defeated candidate doesn't get to vote. Candidates cannot be prohibited by locd regulations from
receiving campaign contributions that are otherwise legd. What can be addressed is the perception
that the contribution is somehow affecting the decisons a candidate makes after being eected.
Regarding non-elected town officias and staff members, their receipt of gifts, etc. should be addressed
in a separate provison of the Ethics Code. Even though employees may make decisons regarding
issuing permits, etc., those issues are not directly campagn-related. It is conceivable that some might
argue that Greenburgh’'s Ethics Code needs improvement in many aress, however, the commisson is
not charged with re-writing the ethics code. The commisson should focus on those provisons of the
ethics code which are specificadly campaign-related.
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Susan Mancuso, referring to Caherine Lederer-Plaskett's statement regarding cable access for
candidates being insufficient, said there is no doubt that incumbents have greater access to newspapers
and chdlengers have a more difficult time getting media access. Cable, however, is something that
can be controlled localy. Newspapers cannot be forced to provide more time to candidates. The
commission should focus on what can be locdly addressed.

Rev. Wilbert Preton sad his concern with the firs recommendation of the Ethics Subcommittee
proposd isthat it could be perceived as pendizing a person for winning an eection.

Hariet Leib sad tha the recusd provison would only gpply if an dected officid is asked to vote on a
campaign contributor’ s application.

Rev. Wilbert Preston said the candidate should not be pendized for winning. It creates a perception of
pendizing the winner and perception can become redlity.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said the perception is that developers in Greenburgh influence voting. The
records show the amount of money contributed by developers, etc. is not smal and there is a
perception that it results in a bias toward the developers. Even if the perception is fdse it is
widespread and needs to be addressed.

Rev. Wilbert Preston said the bias cannot be proven and legidating thet incumbents cannot vote on an
goplication gill amountsto a pendty on the candidate for accepting the contribution and winning.

Francis Sheehan asked Rev. Wilbert Preston to help him understand the pendty he clams is imposed
on a candidate. Using the SCI building on Hillsde Avenue as a hypotheticd example, he asked if it
would be pendizing an dected officid to require that he/she recuse hinvhersdf from voting on an
goplication to rezone the property to something more profitable if the gpplication was made by the
owvner of the building who had previous made dggnificant contributions to the dected officd’s
campaign.

Rev. Wilbert Preston said some candidates may not be able to afford returning the owner’s money after
being dected and would be prevented from voting on the gpplication. The recusa provison not only
pendizes successful candidates it may even deter some candidates from running for office.

Leser Steinman said that the commisson must recognize that many candidetes run a the urging of the
community regarding a particular issue. What may result is that the candidate cannot vote on the issue
which caused him/her to run. The provison cannot be absolutist and prevent an dected officid from
voting on precisely the issue on which he/she campaigned.

Ervin Schliefer sad that, while the commission's work may be on the leading edge of many issues, this
one may dready have been the subject of legad decisons in other jurisdictions in the state or country.
Additiona research is needed.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said many ethics laws, such as the City of White Plains ethics law, prohibit
gifts to incumbents, staff, etc.

Lester Steinman said that most ethics laws do not address campaign contributions.

Hariet Leb suggested moving on. Refering to the third recommendation of the Ethics Subcommittee
ghe sad that malings involving dl candidetes, such as the LWV’s voting guide, would be banned. It
should be directed toward a candidate’ s mailings.
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Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said the wording of #3 is intentiondly vague because additiond input and
work by the subcommittee is till needed.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett sad that next subcommittee report is from the Public Finance
subcommittee.  The subcommittee discussed a previoudy made comment thet, while the commisson
has heard many complaints about developer contributions and abuses involving cable access, no one
has dated that he/she was prevented from running due to limited finances. The focus has been on the
process of creating a Fair Practices Board. If the board were set up should it have two Democrats and
two Republicans, and another member to make it an odd number? These issues ill need to be
resolved. [Note: The Public Finance Subcommittee report isincluded in the April 11, 2000 minutes)

Harriet Leib asked if the Public Finance Subcommittee had made a decison regarding the need for
public financing.

Lester Steinman said that the subcommittee has yet to hear comments citing a need for public finance.
While he was not present for the March 17, 2000, mesting, he read the minutes, which made him fed
as though he was present. At that meeting, Wesichester County Legidator George Latimer spoke
about how the public financing provison was the death knell of the Singer Commission.

Harriet Leib sad that, in actudity, cable access, media access or some type of newdetter is a form of
public access.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said that Lester Steinman’s obsarvation from reading the minutes is correct.
Legidaor Latimer made it clear that asking for public funds to support candidates campaigns killed
the reform measure.

Ervin Schliefer sad there may be widespread oppostion to public financing but at this point there is
insufficient data to make that concluson. We just don't know if there is oppodtion, and if o, the leve
of that opposition. Additional input is needed.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said that, in an effort to obtain additiona input, the subcommittee drafted a
list of questions to ask candidates. She handed out copies of the questions. She said Supervisor Feiner
had recaived a copy of the following questions in advance of the meeting:

1. Do you believe tha we need aform of public financing of campaignsin Greenburgh?

2. Arethere ineguities being created under the present system, for example in regard to cable
access or mailings?

3. Should an dected officid who recelves contributions be alowed to vote on matters related to
the contributor?

4. Do you bdieve contribution limitations shoud be set? If so, what do you believe that
contribution limit should be?

5. What do you bdlieve public atitude toward public finance of locd dectionsisin the Town of
Greenburgh?

6. What do you believe to be the mogt effective form of campaigning? In other words, what

works?

Wheét are your recommendations for campaign reform?

It has been suggested that the commission prepare a referendum to be placed on the November

balot. If you support this suggestion please describe the referendum you envison. Do you

know of any legd basisfor such areferendum in the State of New Y ork?

o N

Ervin Schliefer said thet the questionnaireis limited to town officias, not candidatesin generdl.



367
368
369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377
378
379
380
381
382
383
384
385
386
387
388
389
390
391
392
393
394
395
396
397
398
399
400
401
402
403
404
405
406
407
408
409
410
411
412
413
414
415
416
417
418
419
420
421

Greenburgh Campaign Finance Commission Meeting Minutes- April 25, 2000 Page 8

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said she hoped to invite candidates who were not successful to future
meetings.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said the next subcommittee report is from the Lega Subcommittee.

Lester Steinman said the Legad Subcommittee has been participating in and keeping up with the issues
raised by the other subcommittees.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said the next subcommittee report is from the Cable Subcommittee.

Susan Mancuso said the cable subcommittee has developed a proposed working draft regarding
campaign access to cable. Copies of the following were distributed:

GREENBURGH CABLE TV CAMPAIGN ACCESS GUIDELINES
Working Draft

Section 1. Definitions

A. CAMPAIGN SEASON. The period from June 1 to the date of the general election in any year in which a
town eection is held.

B. CANDIDATE. A candidate-aspirant, a primary candidate, or a genera election candidate.

C. CANDIDATE-ASPIRANT. Anindividua who has executed the Town of Greenburgh Campaign Reform
pledge and is seeking petition signatures as required under state law in order to appear on abdlotina
primary election for atown office.

D. PRIMARY CANDIDATE. Anindividual who has executed the Town of Greenburgh Campaign Reform
pledge and who is otherwise dligible pursuant to state election law to appear on abalot in a primary eection
for atown office.

E. GENERAL ELECTION CANDIDATE. Anindividua who has executed the Town of Greenburgh
Campaign Reform pledge and who is otherwise éigible pursuant to state election law to appear on a ballot
in agenera eection for atown office.

F. PRE-PRIMARY SEASON. The period commencing June 1 in ayear when an election isto be held for
Town Office until the date the Board of Elections certifies the candidates qualifying to appear on the balot
in the primary election.

G. PRIMARY SEASON. The period commencing the day after the date when the board of Elections has
certified the candidates eligible to appear on the ballot in the primary eection until the day of the primary
election in ayear when an election is to be held for atown office.

H. GENERAL ELECTION SEASON. The period commencing the day after the date after the primary election
until the day of the generd eection in ayear when an election is to be held for town office.

Section 2. Access.

A. Each candidate shall have access to the Greenburgh Cable TV production facilities for the purposes of
producing videotape recordings to be aired on the Greenburgh Cable Access TV stations during the
Campaign Season.

B. Monthly recordings. A candidate shall have access to the Greenburgh Cable TV production facilities for the
purposes of producing one 10-minute videotape for each caendar month a candidate is a candidate-aspirant,
aprimary candidate or a general election candidate. Once a succeeding tape is produced, it shall replace any
prior videotape aired on behalf of a candidate. No more than one tape shall be aired on behalf of a given
candidate at any given time.

1. Candidate-aspirant. Candidate-aspirants shal have access to the Greenburgh Cable TV production
facilities for the purposes of producing two 10-minute videotapes, to be aired during the months of June
and July.

2. Primary Candidates. Primary candidates shall have access to the Greenburgh Cable TV production
facilities for the purposes of producing four 10-minute videotapes, to be aired during the months of
June, July, August and September.

3. General Election Candidates. Genera election candidates shall have access to the Greenburgh Cable
TV production facilities for the purposes of producing four 10-minute video tapes, to be aired during the
months of June, July, August, September, October and November. This provision shall apply to
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candidates who have received the nomination of their respective parties and are not opposed in the
primary election.

4. During campaign season, al candidates shall otherwise limit appearances on Greenburgh Cable TV to
the conduct of officia Town business. Any candidate otherwise hosting a regularly-scheduled program
shdll be required during Campaign Season to use a subgtitute host.

Section 3. Campaign Reform Committee.
Any disputes in connection with the administration of these guideline shal be referred to the Campaign
Reform Committee. The decision of the Committee shall be binding on al candidates.

Section 4. Pledge.
In order to receive access to Greenburgh Cable Television in accordance with the Greenburgh Cable TV
guiddines, a candidate shal enter into the following pledge: By signing this agreement, | hereby declare
my candidacy for the dective office of [office title]. | further represent that | am actively seeking signatures
on petitions to place my name on the ballot as a primary candidate or that | am the nominee of the [Sate
party name] for this elective office. | hereby agree to comply with the Rules and Regulations of the Town
of Greenburgh Campaign Reform Committee.

Susan Mancuso said it appears the campaign season is divided into three categories. The first stage is
when a prospective candidate is working toward being certified by the Board of Elections as a
candidate in the primary or generd dection. The second stage is the time period before the primary
after the candidate has been certified by the Board of Elections as a candidate. The third stage is after
the primary when the candidate has successfully ditained a postion on the generd dection bdlot. The
proposa cdls for every candidate to have equal access to cable access televison. Each candidate
would be entitled to have the town produce a 10-minute segment each month using the Greenburgh
fadlities to be ared on a regular bass, equdly with dl other primary and generd dection candidates.

The segments would change monthly and every candidate would have an equa shot a being the firgt
segment shown. Overdight has not been addressed yet. Some entity, such as a Fair Practices Board,
needs to oversee disputes.

Hariet Lelb suggested that the pledge include compliance with loca reforms, such as limits on
campaign contributions, etc.

Susan Mancuso said the pledge could contain whatever was deemed appropriate for candidates to gain
the right to be on the airways from June to November. The proposal dso bans candidates from having
a regular cable access program from June to November. A candidate with a regular cable access
program would have to find someone ese to host histher show during campaign season.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett asked how the subcommittee proposes to address cable access time by
candidate-incumbents at Town Board meetings.

Susan Mancuso said a provison has been included that excludes shows involving regular town
business from regulation.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett asked Ms. Mancuso how she judifies diginguishing between incumbents
cable access time and non-incumbents cable access time while earlier in the meeting claming it is
unfair to trest incumbents and non-incumbents differently regarding the receipt of gifts, etc.

Susan Mancuso said these are issues that need to be addressed.

Rev. Wilbert Preston said that he gets invited to spesk at church mesetings throughout Greenburgh. He
asked if he would be prohibited from doing so based on the proposal.
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Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said the proposa only affects candidates appearing on cable access
televison. Candidates may spesk a dl the meetings they wish, without redtriction. The provisons
only affect the showing of those meetings on cable access gations.

Harriet Lelb said that it would be ingppropriate to prevent Town Board meetings from being televised.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett sad she is not suggesting prohibiting televised Town Board meetings.
Perhgps some form of equd ar time would be gppropriate to baance time spent by incumbent-
candidates making speeches at the board meetings.

Susan Mancuso said that many people who are or may become candidates spesk a Town Board
meetings. She said Mr. Sheehan, for example, frequently spesks at Town Board mestings.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said that the limited time period a person gets to spesk a a Town Boad
mesting cannot be equated with the time incumbents get throughout the mesting.

Susan Mancuso said that there are limits to what can be done. Even a camera angle can make a
difference and can be a source of complaint. The process cannot be micromanaged.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said that a campaign sesson is being defined as from June to November.
What she is looking for as a minimum is far and equd access to the public during that limited time

period.

Leser Steinman said he agrees with Susan Mancuso.  There is nothing improper about having a Town
Boad medting, even during campaign season.  The commisson cannot diminate every vested
advantage of incumbency. Incumbents cannot be expected to worry about how holding a specid
meseting will impact their dlotment of time on cable. Such micromanaging is ingppropriate.

Francis Sheehan said he agrees that it would be inappropriate to restrict or limit officid Town Board
busness from being televised, including during campaign seeson. However, much of what transpires
a Town Boad meetings is not officid busness, particularly during campaign season. He sad the
Supervisor frequently starts off Town Board meetings with sdlf-serving announcements which may last
30 minutes or more. It is that part of the meeting, or the issuance of community awards by those board
members who are candidates in the upcoming eection, that may be the proper subject of equd time
provisons.  Regading the subcommittee proposd being discussed, the subcommittee met and
discussed these issues but no consensus was reached and none of the subcommittee members saw the
wording of the provisons until this evening.

Harriet Leib said that Susan Mancuso did say it was awork in progress.

Francis Sheehan said that he is on the subcommittee and finds the proposa a disincentive to candidates
to sgn on to any reforms this commisson may propose. A person who has a 30 minute weekly cable
show would have to give up that show in order to recelve 10-minute monthly segments. It doesn't
make sense.

Susan Mancuso said that candidates will sgn on to the 10-minute ssgments if the public believes
reform is important and the candidate wants to avoid negative publicity that would result from not
ggning on.

Francis Sheehan said the issue for a candidate is access to the public.  Incumbents can make lengthy
gpeeches during televised Town Board meetings without redtriction, yet challengers are being asked to
reduce their one-and-only cable access time from 30-minutes to 10-minutes in order to be considered
asaparticipant in afar accessreform. It doesn’'t seem fair.
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Lester Stenman asked if an incumbent’'s 30-minute cable show would adso be reduced to 10-minutes,
gmilar to achdlenger’s cable show.

Susan Mancuso said it would.

Francis Sheehan repested that the issue is the amount of time a candidate has access to the public. He
sad reducing an incumbent’'s cable show from 30-minutes to 10-minutes while continuing to dlow
them to meke sdf-serving uninterrupted speeches a Town Board meetings is not equivdent to
reducing a chdlenger’s cable access time from 30-minutes to 10-minutes snce that chalenger has no
other means of appearing on cable access.

Leser Steinman sad Mr. Sheehan’s complaint is the “ox is being gored on the other sde’. If an
incumbent’'s 30-minute show is being swept out, then it makes sense to dso sweep out a chdlenger’s
30-minute show.

Francis Sheehan said that three of the five Town Board members come up for re-dection a the same
time and run as a team. Therefore, since each of the three incumbents get 10-minutes, the team would
dill get 30-minutes of access time, in addition to the time spent a Town Board meetings, wheress a
chalenger would be limited to 10-minutes access time total. If the god is fair cable access televison
exposure, the proposa doesn't work and serves as a disncentive for a candidate with a 30-minute
show to sign on.

Lester Steinman said that he only did a quick read of the cable access proposad handed him and has not
fully worked through it. Any proposd must make sure that all candidates have cable accesstime.

Francis Sheehan sad that many of the issues raised were aso raised a the subcommittee meeting.
There is something wrong with the process The subcommittee did not resch consensus on many of
the issues in the proposd and yet they are presented to the full commisson for consderation. The
subcommittee has not even had an opportunity to review the wording of the draft being discussed.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said that, unlike the way the Ethics Subcommittee and Public Finance
Subcommittees wrote their reports, each containing cavests when there wasn't full agreement, when
she read the Cable Subcommittee report it gppeared as though it was unanimoudly agreed upon.

Lester Steinman said that Larchmont/Mamaroneck has an extensve publication regarding their cable
access. Two of the pages involve cable access, which he gave to the subcommittee,

Susan Mancuso said the subcommittee reviewed those regulations.

Francis Sheehan said another issue that has not been addressed is that the Town Board controls al
decisons regarding cable access in Greenburgh-- who gets a show, when it airs, efic. Susan Mancuso
mentioned earlier that camera angles can affect a presentation. One of the issues for a chalenger
congdering sgning on to reforms with cable access as an incentive is who controls that cable access
and the production of the 10-minute ssgments. Every two years three of the five town board members,
as wdl as the Town Clerk, are up for re-dection and make all the decisons regarding access by
chdlengars. Cable incentives will not be effective untii a sysem such as the one used in
Larchmont/Mamaroneck is adopted in Greenburgh. There, a non-profit organization has tota control
of cable access, including negotigting the franchise agreement with the cable company. The
subcommittee's proposal cals for chalengers to buy into a sysem controlled by their opponents who
have been shown in the past to manipulate cable access to the disadvantage of their chdlengers. The
organizationa structure of cable access must change.
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Susan Mancuso sad the proposal was written with the full underdanding that a mgority of the
subcommittee supported the provisions. She is surprised to hear Mr. Sheehan say that these provisons
were not agreed upon. Regarding Mr. Sheehan's point about the non-profit organization, that could be
a great idea but it probably does not fdl within the confines of campaign finance. It was actudly Mr.
Sheehan’s idea that cable access be used quid pro quo as an incentive for sgning onto campaign
reforms. Regarding the camera angles, etc., that is adways a problem. The provison gives candidates
access to the town's production studio. However, if someone wants to tape a show esawhere to
produce a better production that should be allowed as well.

Francis Sheehan asked Susan Mancuso if the proposal would dlow candidates to use the facilities to
edit and produce their own tapes.

Susan Mancuso said she doesn’t see a problem with candidates doing thet.

Hariet Leb sad that the commisson has had a very enlightening discusson.  The subcommittees
should go back and review their proposas, consdering the comments heard this evening, and come
back with their recommendations.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett suggested that the cable subcommittee consider adopting the Ethics
Subcommitteg's policy of referring any issue upon which there isn't unanimous agreement to the full
commission. When there are only four or five subcommittee members, one or two dissenting members
can be enough to indicate significant disagreement requiring resolution by the entire commisson.

Harriet Leib suggested each subcommittee consider developing a Plan A and a Plan B for presentation
to the entire commission.

Harriet Leib asked if anyone had the opportunity to go to the NY C Campaign Finance Board facilities.

Ervin Schliefer said he went with Erin Mdloy. The NYC board has been in operation since 1988.
This is their third dection cycle. It is quite large. There are 46 employees, but that number increases
to 65 during dection time. There is a five member nonpartisan, not a bi-partisan, board. There is
software that is used to make sure the candidates are complying with the rules. The principles are the
same as what this commisson ssems to want to accomplish. The executive director told them that
there wasn't much support or opposition in 1988 when the board was created. It was on the ballot and
it had support from civic groups and the media.  This commisson might want to look toward those two
groups to get its proposals enacted.

Hariet Leb sad it was her understanding that it was a fluke that it passed because it was basicdly
hidden in another proposa that had support.

Ervin Schliefer sad he had not heard that comment but it might be accurate since he was told the
proposa had neither widespread support or opposition. He said that it would be helpful to get the locd
newspapers involved. If the civic associations support the proposa as did those in New York City,
some form of locd reform could be adopted in Greenburgh. Most NYC incumbents hate the finance
board but don’'t have the nerve to propose getting rid of it.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett asked Ervin Schliefer if he was given a copy of the language that appeared
on the ballot.

Ervin Schliefer said he wasn't but he was given a copy of the gatute.
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Lester Steinman said the NY C board funds the finance board out of the NYC budget. Property taxes in
NYC is not nearly the issue that it is in Westchester and therefore the cost of the program to taxpayers
is not the same as it would be here.

Hariet Leb sad she recdls Nicole Gordon dating that they wanted to change the charter for
something ese and the finance reform messure was squeezed into the change. It passed by being
piggybacked on other legidation.

Harriet Leib said the next item on the agenda is approva of the March 17, 2000 and April 11, 2000
minutes.

Hariet Leb moved the minutes be gpproved. Catherine Lederer-Plaskett seconded the motion. The
minutes were unanimoudy adopted.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskeit said the next issue is selecting additional dates for mestings.

Leter Steinman said the commission should consder going back to morning mestings since evening
mesting attendance has been poor. We need to hear from more members.

Harriet Lelb sad the commission scheduled evening mesetings to accommodate a member who said she
cannot attend morning meetings but she has not atended the evening meetings ether.

Sephanie Bdlino sad that Sdly Schaadt had mentioned to commission members weeks ago that she
could not attend this meeting due to a school board meeting. She aso cannot attend a May 2, 2000
meseting because the LWV is holding the school dection debates that evening.

Harriet Leib said the May 2, 2000 mesting has been canceled.

Maddon O Shea dated that the Council of Greenburgh Civic Associations will be holding its monthly
meeting on May 9, 2000 in the evening.

Lester Steinman suggested trying a morning meeting since the evenings seem problemetic.
Harriet Leib suggested May 11, 2000, at 12:30 p.m. a Rochambeau, room 121 if available.

Rev. Wilbert Preston said that he wasn't present when subcommittee sdlection was made and would
gladly serve on one of them.

Harriet Lelb welcomed Supervisor Feiner who arrived as scheduled a 9:05 pm.  She said that the
commission looks forward to hearing from him.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said that she forwarded the Supervisor questions in advance so he could
respond to them at the mesting.

Supervisor Feiner thanked the commissioners for ther service. He feds very strongly tha there needs
to be public financing of eections. If it was up to him there would be 100% public funding of loca
eections He would like a bdlot question asking the voters if they would like to abolish campaign
contributions.  He read an aticle recently in the NY Times regarding funding of dections in Mane.
Greenburgh should condder the same thing. If the commisson is unwilling to take that approach then
the commisson should consider cregting a bi-partisan pand to oversee the conduct of dections in the
town. The bi-patisan pand would be smilar in compostion to this commisson. They would figure
out what are the ten mogt important issues facing the community. Indead of giving public funds
directly to the candidates, the money raised through taxes could be used to give each candidate an
equa opportunity to communicate with the public through a mailing to dl town reddents. Each
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candidate could be given the opportunity to provide 100-word answers about each of the ten issues
identified as important by the bi-partisan paned. He thinks enough public funds could be obtained to
a0 produce radio and tdevison info-commercids that could appear on radio and cable access stations
aswdl as CNN and the Discovery Channd.

Supervisor Feiner said he is a chdlenger in a congressond race againg an incumbent who can raise
subgtantialy more money that he can. The incumbent dso has the advantages of incumbency. When
he ran the last time, he could not raise enough to communicate with the voters. He could only afford to
send 23 mailings to Democrats who voted in off-year elections. Republicans and Independence voters
never receved his mallings. If voters get information about the candidates they can make a more
informed decison. The second proposal, where the increased taxes do not go directly to candidates,
might be the preferred approach since he does not see how voters could regect that method of public
finandng.

Supervisor Feiner said that there are state and federd laws regulating freedom of speech. The 10-
guestion voter guide could be an incentive to get candidates to agree to conditions. The conditions
could include prohibitions on candidates soliciting funds from developers.

Supervisor Feiner sad that he feds drongly that cable should be nonpatisan. He would like
everyone to be given equa access. After June or July, no candidate, including incumbents, should be
given more artime than anyone ese. He would definitely support those changes. If a proposd was
placed on the bdlot and it was approved he would be willing to turn over the administration of cable
televison to a bi- partisan pand.

Supervisor Feiner said that it is not the amount of money that is raised in a local dection that makes a
difference, it is the ability to communicate with the voters. With the informationa voters guide, within
a few dection cycdes, the guides would have tremendous credibility and voters would be voting in off-
year dections based on information in the guide.

Supervisor Feiner said his god is to come up with a referendum at the loca level, which could lead to
county, state and federa reforms.

Supervisor Feiner, responding to the question “Should dected officids be dlowed to vote on matters
related to a contributor”, said that everyone in the town can contribute, it is not just the developers.
Someone from the community may not want a fence to be erected next to ter property. The current
system requires candidates to raise funds so they have an easy chance to win. He said those conclude
his comments in response to the questions provided. If there are any other questions he would gladly
answer them, he said.

May Tobias asked Supervisor Feiner if he was advocatiing public financing of cable tdevison snce
the town aready has cable access televison.

Supervisor Feiner said that he does not waich cable access televison and he doubts many others do.
He has not watched a public access program in 34 years. He watches CNN. A voter like him will not
see something on public access. He believes a mgority of Greenburgh resdents do not watch public
access programs.  Candidates need to be on popular channels such as CNN and the Discovery Channdl.
To reach the maximum audience, we need to get the message out. If having a moraorium was an
important issue next year, for example, and money could be raised from a referendum, each candidate
would be given the opportunity to say, for example, that Greenburgh is being overdeveloped and
becoming “cementburgh”. He could give a different opinion. Everyone would know where every
candidate sood on an issue. If a voter later sees him at the supermarket he might be told his pogtion
on an issue in the guide was wrong. His referendum proposd will hurt incumbents like him because
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chdlengers would be given the opportunity to communicate with the voters. All the advantages of
incumbency will never be diminated. That is impossble.  This gives chdlengers a fighting chance to
get thelr message out. In fact, if the voter guide is adopted, Supervisor Feiner sad he beieves in 46
years there would be a two party government in the town. It would be hedthy for the community to
have ared chdlengeinlocd dections.

Leser Steinman said that with public financing there needs to be some threshold of support shown for
the candidate in order to qudify for public financing. What should that threshold be? He dso asked
Supervisor Feiner to comment regarding how much money is necessary to run a competitive race for
supervisor in Town.

Supervisor Feiner said that everyone running for office must be treated equaly. Who should decide
who is a serious candidate? When he firgt ran for county legidator he had no support, and he won
agang Abinanti. The Democratic paty and the Republican party was agang him, yet he gill won.
Anyone who qudifies and gets on the badlot should be dlowed public financing. There are many sl
paties-- the Right-to-Life, the Green paty, the Working Families party, the Libera party and the
Consarvative Party-- and anyone who gets on the bdlot should have the same opportunity to
communicete as anyone else on the balot. If Mr. Sheehan runs for office, for example, why should he
be alowed to talk but not someone on the Liberd line.

Supervisor Feiner said that he was taking with Nicole Gordon today, who is a good friend of his, and
learned that some members went to the NY C finance board today. The problem with NYC's campaign
finance laws is that candidates can till raise money from developers. Itisn't asgood asit could be.

Leser Steinman said that leads to the second question. There is no threshold basicdly to qualify for
funds. How much public money will a candidate receive?

Supervisor Feiner said one concept is full public funding. He hasn't had a serious chalenge in recent
years for Supervisor. His greatest expense last year was staying on the ballot, which cost $9,000. His
team was able to win the primary. He said he spent $10,000-$15,000 last year. However, in a hotly
contested Supervisor's race the cost could rise to $70,000, $80,000 or $100,000. In his first Supervisor
race in 1991, to his recollection, he raised dout $70,000 to win againg Lois Bronz in the primary and
then Anthony Veteran in the generd dection.

Lester Steinman asked Supervisor Feiner to try to quantify how much the town would have to raise to
implement his plan of fully funding al candidates able to get on the ballot.

Supervisor Feiner said the voter guide makes a lot of sense. It is not just individual candidates. For
example, if there is a primary for Town Council and there is someone who can't sand him who wins
the Democrdtic primary. Just because we traditionaly run as a ticket does not mean everyone who is a
Democratic and everyone who is a Republican will run as a ticket. Will every candidate be given
$30,000 or $50,000, or will the party be given the money? When he ran as a County Legidator
Anthony Veteran didn't want to associate with him and didn't give him a penny to hdp him. In
Orangetown, Tom Klener is having trouble with his Town Council right now. There are many fights.
If he runs they may not run as a team. A voter guide would be important to someone not running as a
team. If the referendum passed, it might generate in the first year $30,000 - $50,000. A decision
would have to be made regarding how many maillings would be sent and if they should be focused
mailings Conditions could be put on participating, and candidates would have to decide if they don't
want in.

Harriet Lelb said the shame factor is an important tool.
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Catherine Lederer-Plaskett asked Supervisor Feiner what, in his opinion, is the mogt effective method
of campagning.

Supervisor Feiner said voter contact is the reason he has been dected and re-eected. In the Town of
Greenburgh you don't have to buy an dection but you must have the abdility to communicate.
Chdlengers get very little press coverage. For example, the primary coverage of Nancy Delahunt and
Francis Sheehan was very limited. The Scarsdde Inquirer is better than most and may print letters to
the editor but few resdents read that paper. The Journal News will do an artticle when the chdlenger
announces and another right before the eection when it is probably too late to affect the eection. To
win an eection, communication with the public must be cumulative.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett asked Supervisor Feiner if the voter guide should be avalable for the
primary or for the generd dection.

Supervisor Feiner said he would support a voter guide for both the primary and generd eections.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett sad to Supervisor Feiner his comment about NYC's system being less than
it could be because candidates ill raise money from developers seems contradictory, since candidates
in Greenburgh will gill need to raise money if the publicly-funded voter guide proposal is adopted.

Supervisor Feiner said as a chdlenger to Congressman Gillman he has a problem communicating. He
cannot get much media coverage whereas Gillman as an incumbent doesn't have that problem. It is
hard to get name recognition. The best way to beat an incumbent is to get the issues to the voters. A
voter guide sent to everyone in the town would probably eiminate the need to do fund-raisng because
the voters would be making an informed choice.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett asked if the voter guide would solve the problems with the NY C system.

Supervisor Feiner said that it would because a condition of opting into the system could be that the
candidate could not accept money from developers. He has been pushing a referendum because, if the
voters decide loca finance reform is needed, only the voters could overturn it. A referendum would let
the voters decide if the current systemis okay or if changes are needed.

Mary Tobias asked what would happen to an exiging large war chest of a candidate who wants to
participate in the public financing but aso use the war chest to send out additiond mailings.

Supervisor Feiner said he would be willing to put another condition on paticipation. A candidate
could be limited to usng funds raised in a paticular time period during the eection year. He is not
looking a reform as a gimmick. He wants red campaign finance reform at the locd levd. He wants
to truly leve the playing fidd. Additiond redrictions could be placed on participation, such as each
individual can only raise $20,000.

May Tobias sad it is very difficult for opponents to raise large amounts of money without going to
“the big guys’, the people with the deep pockets. By the time a challenger raises money it is too late in
the race. She is concerned about the lopsidedness of e process. A chdlenger cannot complete with
an exiging large war chest.

Supervisor Feiner said another limit on participation in the voters guide could be that only a certain
amount of money can be spent-- $0, $5000, or $10,000. No additional spending would be fine with
him. If a candidate doesn't participate the shame factor would be sgnificant from the negative
publicity. A candidate could use the voter guide to tell everyone in Greenburgh that the opponent
refused to participate. The residents would vote againgt the person because he didn't participate. He



842
843

845

846
847

848
849

850
851

852

853
854

855
856

857

858
859

860
861
862
863
864

865
866

867
868
869

870
871

872

873
874

875

876
877

878
879
880

881
882

883
884
885

886
887

888
889
890
891
892

893
894

Greenburgh Campaign Finance Commission Meeting Minutes- April 25, 2000 Page 17

could sl the proposd to the Town Board this year but the commission needs to take the initiative now
because everyone is thinking about next year’ s eection.

Hariet Leb sad that many of the comments the commisson heard involved contributions from
developers. Do you need to take money from devel opers?

Supervisor Feiner said that there have been numerous ingtances in the last two years where he has
voted againg the interests of developers. You have to reach out to everyone. If you don't, you might
aswdl give up the race, particularly in a congressond race.

Francis Sheehan said that the commission has heard repeatedly that a referendum on this issue in New
York State isnot lega. He asked Supervisor Feiner how a referendum could be justified?

Supervisor Feiner said that the issue has to be tied to bonding or a home rule change could be sought.

Hariet Leib sad another method would be to change the powers of the éected officids, amilar to
what the county did for the County Executive.

Supervisor Feiner sad that the whole system is disgusting.  If the town votes on this and something is
gpproved with redtrictions, such as a war chest can't be used on a town dection, then a bi-partisan
pane could come up with 10 questions. Five mailings could be sent out to everyone in the town. The
proposa could even provide for printing filers for candidates to hand out with the answers on them.
Anyone who does not paticipate will be shut out. It would end contributions by those seeking
favoritism for their contributions.

Francis Sheehan said to Supervisor Feiner that the two incumbent Town Council members spent about
$500 on their re-eections because he funded the rest of their campaigns. Mr. Sheehan asked
Supervisor Feiner if he thought a 10-question taxpayer-funded brochure is sufficient for a chdlenger to
overcome such organized opposition.

Supervisor Feiner said that redtrictions could be imposed to address that. Any candidate who
participates could be prevented from taking contributions, from him or anyone dse.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett asked the Supervisor if he would support a rediriction that required each
candidate to run individudly, not as ateam.

Supervisor Feiner said that he has a right to run as a team and send out literature as a team. If Diana
Juettner seeks re-election next year, he has a right to support her. If there is a redriction aganst
anyone contributing to a candidate, then he would not be able to give another candidate money.
However, if candidates can raise money then he has aright to give candidates contributions as well.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett said that is the problem the commission is running into. Candidates have
the right to do dl sorts of things and locd regulaions cannot stop them. Wha must be decided is what
ae candidaes “rights’ and which “rights’ should have conditions placed upon them in return for

participating in the voluntary system.

Supervisor Feiner said he wants to have campaign finance reform. If no private funds are alowed,
then he would not be dlowed to fund Diana Juettner’s campaign because he wants the reforms to
work. He was taking with Susan Mancuso earlier in the week about the commisson's discussion of
what is a credible candidate.  This proposa will likely hurt him and his team. This commission needs
to look long-term. With a referendum only the voters can overturn what is proposed, not a future town
board.
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Francis Sheehan sad the commisson has repesatedly discussed his charge and comments have been
made regarding whether proposals being offered are too broad or too narrow. He asked Supervisor
Feiner what, if any, restrictions has he placed on the commission’s recommendations.

Supervisor Feiner said the only redriction is that there be a referendum placed on the balot deding
with partia or full campaign financing so the voters could decide.

Catherine Lederer-Plaskett asked Supervisor Feiner if he was saying that he would not support the
recommendations of the commisson if a referendum was not legaly possble due to NYS redrictions
on what can be submitted to the public in the form of a referendum. Lester Steinman has repeatedly
dated that a referendum on these issues may not be possblein NY'S.

Supervisor Feiner said that if a referendum cannot be held, an informa vote could be held in the town.
A mailing could be sent out and a machine placed a a desgnated polling place so voters could cast
ther bdlot informdly. The town can ds0 ask the dtate legidature to grant a home rule request to give
the voters an opportunity to vote.

Harriet Leib said to Supervisor Feiner that when he asked the League of Women Voters to take on the
commission, the League agreed with the condition that the commisson would be totaly independent
and could come up with recommendations other than that related to the charge.

Supervisor Feiner agreed with Harriet Leib’'s statement.
Harriet Leib and Catherine Lederer-Plaskett thanked Supervisor Feiner for attending.
The meseting was adjourned at 9:50 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Francis Sheehan, Commission Secretary



