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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 3, 1984

Thomas J. Schwarz, Esquire

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher
and Flom

919 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10022

RE: Pre-MUR 123 and MUR 1699

Dear Mr. Schwarz:

On May 18, 1984, the Commission notified your client, the
Stein '8l Committee, of a complaint alleging violations of
B certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. This notification followed receipt of your letter and
memor andum of May 4, 1984, in which you asked that the Commission
address issues later raised in the complaint.

7 5

5 )

The Commission, on July 2 , 1984, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information prowvided
by your client, there is no reason to believe that a violation of
any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this matter.

It will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele

349740 4%6

Enclosure
First General Counsel's Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Thomas J. Schwarz, Esquire

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher
and Flom

919 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10022

RE: Pre-MUR 123 and MUR 1699

Dear Mr. Schwarz:

On May 18, 1984, the Commission notified your client, the
Stein '8l Committee, of a complaint alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. This notification followed receipt of your letter and

memorandum of May 4, 1984, in which you asked that the Commission
address issues later raised in the complaint.

The Commission, on July 2 , 1984, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information provided
by your client, there is no reason to believe that a violation of
any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this matter.

It will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A, Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
First General Counsel s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON, D.C. 20463

July 3, 1984

George McDonald
211 East 81st Street
New York, New York 10028

RE: MUR 1699
Dear Mr. McDonald:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
in your complaint dated May 9, 1984, and determined that, on the
basis of the information provided in the complaint and information
provided by the respondent, there is no reason to believe that a

& violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act"), has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission has

2] decided to close the file in this matter. The Federal Election

N Campaign Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the-
Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.

o § 437g(a) (8).

S Should additional information come to your attention which

< you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.

o § 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.

v

- Sincerely,

I Charles N. Steele //7

n ¥ .

Assoclate Gene al Counsel

-

Enclosure :
First General Counsel's Report
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

George McDonald
211 East 8lst Street
New York, New York 10028

&

Dear Mr. McDonalad:

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR 1699

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
in your complaint dated May 9, 1984, and determined that, on the

basis of the information provided
provided by the respondent, there
violation of the Federal Election
("the Act"), has been committed.

decided to close the file in this
Campaign Act allows a complainant

Commission's dismissal of this action.

§ 437g(a) (8)..

in the complaint and information
is no reason to believe that a
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
Accordingly, the Commission has
matter. The Federal Election

to seek judicial review of the.
See 2 U.S.C,

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the reguirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(l) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.

~Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure Y
First General Counsel's Report
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

F In the Matter of )
b ) Pre-MUR 123 and MUR 1699
Stein '81 Committee )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. =mmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on July 2,

1984, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the

e

following actions in Pre-MUR 123 and MUR 1699:

l. Merge Pre-MUR 123 into MUR 1699.

2. Find no reason to helieve that Stein '8l
has violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act. 9%

5 7 6 |

3. Send the ietters attached to the
General Counsel's report dated
June 27, 1984.
4. Close the file in this matter.
Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,
and Reiche voted affirmatively for the decision;

Commissioner Harris did not cast a vote.

Attest:

e
'
|c

;f J Date Marjorie W. Emmons
+ “ s-VSecretary -of the Commigsion e
%; Received by the Commission Secretary on June 28, 1984 at 9:54 a.m.

Circulated to the Commission on.June 28, 1984 at 4:00 p.m .
Deadline for voting: July 2, 1984 at 4:00 p.m.

:'?:féﬂi\{f.‘" A !

AV
144,

A
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM
TO: Office of the Commission Secretary
FROM: Office of General Counsel W
DATE: _June 28, 1984
PM 123
SUBJECT: & MUR 1699 - First General Counsel's Report

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document

for the Commission Meeting of

Open Session

Closed Session

CIRCULATIONS DISTRIBUTION
48 Hour Tally Vote [X] Compliance
Sensitive [X]
Non-Sensitive [ ] Audit Matters

24 Hour No Objection
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Litigation

—
[ e

Closed MUR Letters

Information
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Status Sheets

[ e i

Advisory Opinions

Other (see distribution
Other [ ] below)
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.FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W,
Washington, D.C, 20463

PIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT 84JUN28 A9: §5
DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL BY OGC Pre-MUR No. 123
TO THE COMMISSION Z@g{?ﬁ - /D0D MUR NO. 169
DATE SUA REQUEST
RECEIVED 1984
DATE cour D

Ma¥ 14! 1g¥‘
FICATION TO

RESPONDENT May 1 1984

COMPLATNANT'S NAME: George McDonald
RESPONDENT'S NAME: Stein '81 Committee
RELEVANT STATUTES: 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)
2 U.,s.C. § 441b
2 U,S.C. § 433
2 U, § 434
r
INTERNAL REPORTS
0 CHECKED: MUR Index
~N AO Tndex
ey SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS
Ns} On May 4, 1984, counsel for the Stein '81 Committee and the
< Stein for Congress Committee submitted to the Commission a
= request for an investigation into certain issues involving
~r
= expenditures made by Stein '81 which had been cited in the
- April 19, 1984, issue of Town and Village as possible violations
o of the Federal Election Campaign Act ("the Act"). This request

has been designated Pre-MUR 123, Stein '8l is registered in the
State of New York as Andrew Stein's committee for his 1981
campaign for the presidency of the Borough of Manhattan. The
Stein for Congress Committee is Mr. Stein's authorized committee
for the 1984 campaign for the U.S. House of Representatives in

the 15th Congressional District of New York.

Mr.

Stein filed his

Statement of Candidacy on February 17, 1984.
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The specific issues into which counsel for the above
committees has requested an investigation are whether any
violations of the Act have occurred as the result (1) of the
expenditure of surplus campaign funds by Stein '81 for certain
mailings, and (2) the repayment of a debt owed D.H. Sawyer and
Associates, Ltd. Counsel submitted a copy of the April 19, 1984

issue of Town and Village cited above, as well as a copy of a

follow-up article in the same publication dated April 26, 1984,
and copies of newspaper articles and of letters, meeting
announcements, etc., which assertedly constituted the mailings

questioned by Town and Village.

On May 15, 1984, the Commission received a complaint dated
May 9 from George McDonald which has been designated MUR 1699.
In this complaint Mr. McDonald states that reports filed by
Stein '8l in 1983 and 1984 show receipt of corporate
contributions and of contributions from individuals in excess of
$1,000, and that during the same periods no "active re-election
campaign for Borough President was being conducted."” The
complainant cites allegations that voter lists have been compiled
by Stein '81 "which relate only to the 15th Congressional
District” and that Stein '8l has paid for mailings exclusively
within this district. Attached to the complaint were copies of
the Stein '8l financial disclosure reports cited in the complaint
and copies of articles from the April 19, April 26, and May 3,

1984, issues of Town and Village. The complainant asserts that

"(s)ince the contributions received by Stein '81 are not in

compliance with the federal election laws, expenditures in




340404H5

g
support of a federal election campaign would violate federal
law.”
LEGAL AND FACTUAL ANALYSTS

The allegations raised in the complaint in MUR 1699 are
ldentical to the first question posed in Pre-MUR 123, i.e.,
whether certain expenditures made by Stein '8l in 1983 and 1984
were made for the purpose of influencing Mr. Stein's federal
campaign, thus bringing them within the definition of expenditure
at 2 U.S.C. § 431(9) (A) (i) and subjecting them to the limitations
established by 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) and to the prohibitions of
2 U.S.C. § 441b. This Office therefore recommends that Pre-
MUR 123 be merged into MUR 1699.

Based upon a comparison of dates and figures cited in the

Town and Village articles attached to the complaint with

expenditures listed in the Stein '8l reports also so attached,
the specific expenditures at issue apparently include:

1) Payments made between July, 1983, and
January, 1984, to Election Computer
Services and to 0.S.17., which, according
to the Stein '8l report for this period,
totalled $9,131.43;

2) Payments made between July, 1983, and
January, 1984, for postage which,
according to the Stein '8l report for
this period, totalled $21,360;

3) Payments made between July, 1983, and
January, 1984, to several vendors for
printing which, according to the Stein
'8l report for this period, totalled
$16,750;

4) Payments made between July, 1983, and
January, 1984, to twenty-two individuals
in amounts ranging from $150 to $240 for
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a total of $4,760. The reported purpose

of seven of these expenditures is
*computer list,” and one of the persons

itemized is quoted in Town and Village,

April 19, 1984, as having stat that

sge checked Board of Election lists for

voters in certain years.

5) Payment made between July, 1983, and

January, 1984, to the Board of Elections

of $§257.71 for voter lists.
The January 15, 1983, and July, 1983 reports filed by Stein '8l
also cite expenditures totaling $3,800 for postage and $2,611.11

for printing.

The complainant in MUR 1699 states that " (m)any of these
payments appear to be of the type that would be primarily in
support of Mr, Stein's candidacy for Congress.” He goes on to

cite allegations, presumably in Town and Village, "that voter

lists are being compiled by the Committee which relate only to

the 15th Congressional District. . . . Tn addition, allegations
have been made that the Committee had paid for mailings that were
made exclusively within the Congressional District.®™ The article

in the April 19, 1984, issue of Town and Village states that

according to a named representative of the Board of Elections,
voter lists were purchased in May and July, 1983, and "'were for
downtown,'"

In the memorandum submitted with the request of the
Stein '8l Committee that the Commission consider the issues
discussed herein, counsel argues that the above-cited
expenditures were made with excess campaign funds and involved
mailings of reprinted newspaper articles, newsletters, meeting

announcements, "alerts" and greeting cards in connection with
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Mr. Stein's official duties as Manhattan borough president.
counsel states that the issues addressed in the mailings were
"relevant to the duties of the Office of the Borough President"
and that "dissemination was Borough-wide and not limited to the
15th Congressional District (East Side-Manhattan)." This
memorandum lists fourteen specific mailings and the categories of
persons to whom they were sent. Attached to the memorandum are
copies of the reprinted newspaper articles and other mailings
cited. (Attachment 1). The contents of these mailings cover a
wide range of subjects, from rent hikes and rising phone bills to
landmark preservation and sex-based discrimination. All of the

letters enclosed self-addressed, postage-paid cards by which

7 67

recipients could indicate interest in the subject discussed in

2

the letter. Certain of the letters are aimed at specific target
groups such as Title I project residents, residents of rent-
stabilized buildings, and residents of particular geographic

areas, some inside and others outside the 15th Congressional

40 4 5

District. None of the attached mailings mentions Mr. Stein's

candidacy for federal office nor does any solicit contributions

38 4 N

to that effort.

Since Pre-MUR 123 was opened, counsel has also furnished a
letter from Marguerite P. Manahon concerning the nature of the
work prepared by 0.S.I. and Election Computer Services, Inc.,

companies cited in the Town and Village articles as payees of

some of the expenditures at issue. (Attachment 2-a).
2 U.S.C. § 431(9) (A) (i) defines "expenditure" as including

"any purchase, paymen%, distribution, loan, advance, deposit, or
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gift of money or anything of value, made by any person for the
purpose of influencing any election for Federal office." The
Commission has consistently determined that for an expenditure to
be deemed to have been made "for purposes of influencing® a
federal election, the major purpose of the activity being
financed must be the nomination or election of a candidate. See,
e.g., AO 1978-15, AO 1978-56, and AO 1980-22. The absence of
express advocacy of the nomination or election of a candidate,
and of any solicitation of contributions on behalf of a candidate
would also support a finding that the definition of expenditure
at Section 431(9) (a) (1) does not apply in a particular situation.

MUR 1458 involves a fact pattern analogous to that in Pre-
MUR 123 and MUR 1699. TIn this earlier matter allegations were
directed at expenditures in excess of §1,000 made by the state
committee of a California State Assemblyman for travel and
lodging at a time when the same individual was also a federal
candidate. The investigation revealed that the expenditures
involved appearances by the candidate primarily in his capacity
as a State Assemblyman and that he had not campaigned for federal
office on those occasions. Any benefit to his federal campaign
was deemed "incidental®™ and thus unreportable pursuant to
11l C,F.R. § 106.3(b)(3). The Commission determined that the
state committee had not violated the Act by failing to register
and to report the above expenditures. See also AO 1980-89 and AO
AO 1980-16.
In the present instance the expenditures made by Stein '81

for mailings do not appear to meet the Section 431(9) (A) (i)
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definition of expenditures. They contain no express advocacy of
Mr. Stein's candidacy for federal office, nor do they solicit
contributions., All involve issues and activities which can be
deemed to have been undertaken primarily in connection with

Mr. Stein's position as borough president., BEven if some of the
mailings were targeted only at individuals within the 15th
Congressional District, they do not appear to constitute
"expenditures® for purposes of the Act. Therefore, this Office
recommends a finding of no reason to believe that Stein '81 has
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act in this regard.

Counsel for the Stein committees has also requested
Commission consideration of payments made to D.H. Sawyer and
Associates, Ltd. ("Sawyer®). The Stein '81 reports furnished by
the complainant in MUR 1699 show expenditures to this company of
$60,000 in 1982 and of $50,000 in 1983-84. Counsel has stated
that a dispute arose between Stein '81 and Sawyer following the
1981 election regarding the amount owed by the committee, and
that after a July, 1983, fundraiser additional payments were made
in resolution of the 198l-related dispute, Counsel contends that
Sawyer "has performed no services for Stein or any committee
connected with Mr., Stein since the 1981 Borough President
election nor has D.H., Sawyer been retained in connection with any
federal election nor is it expected that D.H. Sawyer will be
retained in connection with any federal election."”™ Counsel has
also submitted a letter from David H. Sawyer dated April 10,

1984, stating that the firm “"has performed no services for Andrew
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Stein or any committee connected with Mr. Stein since 1981
Borough President election."” (Attachment 2-b).

In light of this verification by the vendor of counsel's
assertions as to the timing of services and the purposes of
payments made, there appears to be no indication that the
payments to D.H. Sawyer and Associates at any time have been for
the purposes of influencing a federal election. Therefore, this
Office also recommends a finding of no reason to believe that
Stein '81 has violated the Federal Election Campaign Act in this
regard.

RECOMMENDATIONS
s That Pre-MUR 123 be merged into MUR 1699.

20 That the Commission find no reason to believe that Stein '81
has violated the Federal Election Campaign Act.

315 That the attached letters be sent and the file in this
matter closed.

Charles N. Steele

General E
) | /
W2, /%4 37:7% Q%M

D Kenfieth A. Gross
Associate General unsel

Attachments
1. Copies of mailings
2. Letter from Thomas J. Schwarz with two enclosed letters.
3. Letter to complainant.
4. Letter to respondent.
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Merch 20, 1983

W, TED: IDEAS
“OR NEW YORK CITY

By Aacdrew]. Stein

**Clearly, the city and the region face
several yeass of further job losses, erod-
19g tax bases and increases in dependent
populatica. But it is certainly difficult to
ascertain Any actions the Gty could take
10 aver: or mitigate this downward
trend.*’

That view of New York
City, offered in J975 in a
study prepared for the Joint
Economic Committee of Con-
gess, reflected 2 common
assu=plicn asdong  urban
D econerniss, New VYork was
| seen 10 D 100 COngestec, 100
old. too dig and too cumber-
some 0 accommodate the
demands ¢f modern com-
merce. The huture, they said,
woulC lie it more sprawling
urban serungs like Los An-
. genes or Dallas-Fort Worth.

. There s no denwving \rw
Pvoep'e probiess. That *
! et peralation’ s gx-

& i Eowing. Our
i 958 (X0 eicerty would const-
! TJle e naTOD'S seventh-
Llergeet oy, Toe pumber of
| oor ciZzers Lving below the
! poverty line, defined i the
last census as $7,412 a year for s family
of fous, is greater than the entire popula-
ton cf Deroit. The pudblic-transportaticn
svsiem has {aced crisis after crisis, and
the educational and criminal-justice sys-
teis are under constant attack.

Yet New York has contounded its fiscal

percentage of operating expenditures Is
a:cxehxstcncany}owlevelono;zm
w&&uﬁsﬂ&enﬁodﬁn.m.
years ago. For the last two
fiscal years, for example, the
cry had a surplus. The city’s
ecopomic  machinery, it
turas out, was aot
but merely shifting gears.
Since 1§77, NewYcrkC!ty
bas gained more than 200,000
new jobs, an average of
nearly 40,000 per year. ln

Cassandras. Long-termn dedt serviceass

Marhattan's Borough President
says new approaches are needed to
nurture the city's growing service
economy with its brokerages,
banks and communication firms.
He offers his own suggestions.

The dmscly packd populat:on and
its huge transit system, once
viewed as among the causesof
New York's economic woes, are
ROW seen as competitive aidsin

ance, accounting, communications, law,
mmmm«;mmu
shifted from toward
service, New York bas emerged as the
Mermammmw
Ironically, some of the very reasons
cited to explain the city’s economic “de-
mise’’ are now recognized &s being
among its unique streng:hs is a service
economy — large, densely packed popu-
laticns apd the masstve
cansportation and utility in.
frastuctres  that
themm. As Mattbew P. Dren-
nan, a professor of econom-
ics at New York University,
nupo:.meéoﬂ the benefits

tives, both for communica.
tion and for marketing pur.
poses. Furber evidence of
the New York advanuge:
Many of those dispessed !
cities often touted as the |
urban eviroemests ©f e !
Nuture have bees Doving i
New York's éirection - wit-
ness the new sudway sys-
tex=s buil by Se= Frasoseo
and Waskizgior and the
rapi¢-trazsi: pans an
nounced by Houstoa.

Yet New York'’s future is {a- from as-
sured. We raust recognize that the =ty is,
fundamentally, an economic extty and
that the success or failure of our eco-
nomic policies will determine the quality
of our lives. That means we must evolve
specific new programs that nurture our
business commumity, pardcularly the
service industries upon which we io-
creasingly depend. It alsore-

In what followz, 1 bave
sought 10 present concrete
examples of the kinds of ialn.
atives & city peeds. They

rcte of gowth, New York s
surpassed coly by the Sun™.

L i M?';
wxauaotmnu.nm,-- 5 (i

i o

‘**l‘

atu-actng growth compams.

and Los Angeles. What is -
most significant of all, the
£ovW is bappening in those
inCusTiies that represent the
2adm'S economic future -
fance, adverising, imsur.

.nj

-

' range over the fields of land
use, regulation, taxation and
educaticn. We have come a
long way trom the depths of
1973, but we are geing o have
10 &a¢ pew 0luloos for the |
prodiems ¢! the sexX Gecade. i

P 3 om e mmy gy
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Siv—en: zastiety.  Copv-machine
SpereiITy AN AL CieTKs desCemCs
et e SommertiAl and incusimal
sarxs ¢! Long lsianc. Wesithester,
New Jersev anc¢ Comnecucut. They
~ake =2 Lhe TRnKAnc-fle back-oflice
s1a% ¢! Le semnCe eCONCImY, process
ng L‘.f:f‘f‘i' cr.. moneyv anc paper fcr
e corpereians locate in New York
Citv. They werk out there side by side
wits ine emciovees cf hundérecs of
cma.. cotinesses ancillary 0 the
semviCe eLCnemy, suct as {0od siores
or cifice-supply ShOPS.

Midove Masharan continues to
aiirac: the central offices of virtually
ever. ge. scmiponen: of the service
econemy. It commuuucauons and
micmmaucn enterprises to secunities
Lirms ent Sanks. Kowever, though
corporale heagcueriess roay polish
the mmumuc:pal 1mage, they do not rep-
resent the poincipal source of future
jobs — parucularly the semiskilled
Jjobs the citv's residents rost need.
And New York City as & whole is los-
ing out to our suburban neighbors in
the compeuilion for these jobs.

70 a3 certain exient, many of the
business decisions 10 move back-of-
fice an¢ other eaterprises out of New
York Ciry came duming the mid-1960's
anc early 1€7C's, inspired by cheap
gasoline, :nexpensive anc abuncant
open space anc vigorous ‘‘poaching’”
campaigns by suburban communi-
ues. These dec:sions established a
preceden:: It 1 harc to convince a
COTPOTalion wh2t Selity it i issi gzt
Processing pianl v Hickswilie, L1,
that s second such piant shouic be
built in Long Isiané City instead of
Eicksville.

But 2 iand and construciion costs
nse and the suburbs increase their
Lax Tates to cope with a hos: of prob-
lems  suburian cllicials  never
crezmed ol 2 cecace 2go, New York
Cioy anc olter wrban aress baccme
merezsing'y atracuve. One recent
D Cot et alebe TRE LT LoVl G (o e
suggResis tha: cllice-space construc-
uon 1t Sroox!vn or Queens now costs
2ectitl=ait A et asintndinoinlchetc
RETDCE

To e Lhcse companies that de not
require pnme Manhatian nifice
space. New York should re-evaluate
e oning cf vanous areas outside
the city’s cenler, patticularly under.
utilized manuhcmnng areas. The va-
cant and boarded-up warehouses that
dot the Queens shoreline aiong the
East River are a prime exampie of a
location close to the midiown business
core that could be dev;)oped for back-'
office acuvity.

Tbe city's land-dcvelopmcm tools
also include the power of condemna.”
gon and the right to lease or sell va.
cant city laod and municipal facili-
ues. New York does not lack for such
lané and facilities that would serve
the city benter if deveioped for data-
processing centers, infor=arion-sior-

.age centers, commercial parks and
e like. One example: the Brooklyn
Arzy Terminal, where the city cur-
rently stores its dxh:mhud buse be-
fore they are scrapped. -2 oY §

New York should: mrket such
properties by taking a leaf from the
book of our commercial real-estate
concerns. We might ease the com-
oertial tax burden for corporate resi.
Gents w.Uing W locate the:r back<!-
Aice operalons in the ciry, even peg-
Eng suek ax relie! to negotiated

low. 1G-vear tix rate o be -

atec 1n the Lgni’o! the comparnv's
reccrd as W providing permmanest
jobs.

-

Ask almos: anvone in business,
fror the hot-dog vendor on the cormner
of the Avenue of the Amencas anc
54th Street 10 the heacd of the New
York Stock Exchange: “*What's it like
to Star 2 business 1n New York?'' Ke
or she will tell vou that it is tough —
tougher Lhan tn other Cities — i1, large
measure because New Yorkers have
an wgraned, negative attitude to-
ward business development.

That attitude is summed up in the
pbrase “‘Guiry until proven inno-
cent.” and it has led to a dauntung
array of regulauons embodied in
building codes and land-use review
procecures, labor codes and retai)
per=its and financial reporting re-
quirements, administered in &n unco-
ordinated and cuplicative fashion by
a bost of commissions, boards, coun-
Gils. agencies and bureaus.

Consider the demands New York
placed upon the companies compet.
ing tor the franchises for cabie tejevi-
sion, a key technoiogical element of
the service-dominaied economy. (To
put it simply, cable transforms every
bousehold television set into a poten-
tial marketplace for everything from
stock transfers 10 real eswuate to the
latest in fashuion.) Ever since Manhat-
tan was “‘wired'’ for cable in 1968, the
city has beer. tmying to create a mech-
aTusT W aliow caple comzanues o
its otber boroughs. What shouic have

. taken six or seven months for com-
petitive bids and approval has taken
two yeasrs as the city has demanded
more and more paperwork and in-
sisted upon additional prograras of
dubious value. The cost to the ccmpa-
nies has misen sp nugh thatinis sl une.
certa:n whether New Yorkers, other
than those in Manhatian, will get
cabdieiievision.

Lanc-use reguiation {oliows a s;m-
lar pattern. For instance, why 1S a
s=al! restaurateur planmung 2 side-
walk cafe of marzinal ir=pact sud-
lectel 10 the same extensive scruuny
gven the most extensive housing
development of the decade? Buijders
of large, expensive construction
projects can and do pay bandsomely
for the legal talent w shepherd a
project through the rnorass of rounici-
pal reviews, but a small entrepre-
neur, unable to atford such expertise,
is thwarted at virtually every step.
One result: Many small firms refuse
wlocaum:hedty.orhumshwbea
they do.

!tis.nota result we can afford.
About half of all our jobs are with
companies with fewer than 100 em-
ployees. To help such companies cope
with city codes, New York should con-
sider establishing a two-tiered Sys-
tex for some of its regulatory ac-
tions. An exarnpie of whas can be ac-
complished is the Department of
Buildings® streamlined perrait and
self-inspection progcamn for small
renovations. Multiple inspections are
required for large projects by plumb-
ers, electricians and the like. But
under the streamlived progam, e
archutect for an individual apariment
is expowered 10 vouch for the condi-
102 of the rencvalion: his license is
forteit if be is {o=nd o have rmiss:ated
whe facts.

Under our Untform Lan¢ Use Re
City agencies are allowed six manrhs
I WLICh o evaluate fully the ments
of any project by means of exensive
beanings before commurity boarcs,
the City Planning Commission and
the Board of Estimate. It is an ap-
proach that has proved 1tsel!. But be-
fore a project is certified by the De-
partrnent of City Planning for the re-
view procedure, it must pass through
3 bureaucratic gantlet of challenges
frorn vanous agencies on eaviron-
wmental, landmark, tax and soaing
issues. This review, ofien characler-
ized by petty wrangling. takes an un-
conscionable average of 12 months
per project. Once again, we canncx af-
ford 10 throw such roadbiocks in the
path of companies seeking to settle
bere or 10 expand; the initial planning
process sbould be periormed within a
single agency, aad the tirme allowed
sbould be limited, by law, © six
months.

O

New York Jeads the nation in the &-
versity - and arditrariness — of its
tax structure. It seexms altnost Ge-
signed to discourage new businesses
from settling bere. The list includes
Property taxes, a geveral-corporatioc
tax, a fioancial-corporatico tax, a
commercial octupancy tax plus a
host of minor, usually business-spe-
cific smaller taxes. New York City
also has the nation's higbest sales tax
(it pusbes rewil sales o the suburbs)
and a substantial personal incore ax
(1t pushes upper-Incorme e pioyess 1o
the suburbs).

What's ore, the city's dem
upon business and sales waxes leaves
us incredibly vulnerable 20 the fluctu-
auoer. 0f the national business cycle.
Some other cities rely mcre beavily
on properTy taxes — in 2osion, for ex-
ample, they acsount for 70 perveit !
revenues, exciuding s:ate anf Fed.
eral aic; the figure for New York is 27
percent.

Not only do we tax our busioesses a:
a higher rate than virtually any other
ity — the averzge companv peyvs
about $1.275 1o iaxes per vear per e
ployee — but we &iso pizy ‘avorites
among the differen: incustries. Some
taxes, like the financial-corporatica
tax, are targeted 0o o most dy-
namic growt industries.

Apparently, the nodon ts wide-
spread that these stvong sec:ors are
“‘captive’” and can be soaked for al,
they are worth. In fact, some of these
“‘captives’® have proved to be quite
{ree, moving some of heir operations
out of the city and buildirg new back-
office, service facilities elsewbere. I
the Jong run, the specializad business
taxes retard the growth of our scong-
est industries and add 10 the impres-
sion within the business community
tiat the city is bostile to the private
secior. .

That izmpression is beightened by
inrequities witkin the tax laws. A
prizye exampie is the occupancy tax,
which is charged to owners who reat
thetr comsercial propersies to other
businesses. The International Busi-
ness- Machines Corporation and the
Amencan Teiepbooe and Telegrapt
Company, among others, bxxh o
Madison Avenue, a2 both e sole oc-
cupants of the:r owT duildings, pay no
such tax. However, the First Bosioe
Cerporation, whose weric headguar.




i ters is just a block away from
[.B.M., leases out some space
. in the building and thus must
pay an occupancy tax.

Such charges are inevitably
passed an to commercial ten-
i ants 1n the form of higher

i rents, discouraging new com- ,

. panies from setthng in the
. city and old companies from
expancing here. One solution

|
|
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ew York, says the author, shot
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9
find ways

to make vacant or little-used municipal
properties available for development as data-
processing centers or commercial parks.

In addition, the Board of
Education should begin to
redesign  secondary-school
academic and vocational.
training programs so that
pupils do not waste their time
learning obsolete and dead.
end jod skills. Metal-working,
welding and nauucal train-
ing, for exampie, should yreid

i 0 programs that give Stu-

to the probiem would be a sin- !

gle tax
commerc:al and occupancy |

' taxes. The level of that tax |

would be set as a percentage |

of a propenty’s rental income |

* and could be negotiated on a

. long-term basis, granung

. owners a predictable tax rate

. and tenants a constant long- .

term rent.

. The reduction and reform

| of business-specific taxes

cannot, of course, be accom-
plished overnight. But it must

| be begun, and an important

_ first step would be a gfeater |

reliance on the property tax
, and other revenues that
i would be less harmtul to busi-
. ness and less sensitive 10

swings of the economic pen- .

- dulum.

—~—

' ing
There are some 3.4 miltion | 8Nt well be duplicated by

jobs 1n New York City, but |
. about £00.000 of them are per-

formed by men and women
! whodonot live here. Some ex-
perts ciaim this pattern is
inevitable, that our growing
service industries will con-
tinue to look to the suburbs
simply because our residents
. lack the requisite education
and skills to compete. In fact,
{ there is nothing inevitable
about it. The education and
- skills can be learned if the .
city is willing to expend the
money and energy to make it
; happen.

New York cdoes not lack ;
educational faciliues, the :
centra) job-training sites for |
the labor force of the future. |
Our public school svstem ecu.
cates about 2 million children
a year [t 1s not, however,
preparad for tne changing de-
mands of the City’'s economy.

Cne problem 1s {inancial.
New York spends an average
of 2,700 on 2zch pupil, while
supurban Westchester, Rock-
iand Nassau counties |
spend an average of $3,500.
The result: The small classes
and 1a34;v:4ual attention so !

-
IRees

2
ana

v ens
Swaal

disadvaniaged city students !
are en)jcved, 1nstead, by mid-

; tive announced

{or working with .

dle-class suburban children. !
Zven in umes of recession, '

the ecucational system is not
the place to stint on the basic

! dents could

reading and math skills re. '

Guired for entry-level posts in
the service economy.

dents the technicai, mechani-

to replace current I cal skills needed by medical

and dental aides, key-punch
operators and graphic an.
1StS.

Some initiatives are need-
ed, as well, in bringing city
youth and the business com-
munity into closer contact.
There 1s apprehension on both
sides: Disadvantaged stu-

. dents have no expernence in
;. dealing with the corporate

worid. and many business-
men are reluctant to ‘‘take a
chance’* with the students.
Work-study, apprenticeship
and post-high-school place-
ment programs rmust be

! greatly expanded.

The Summer Jobs for
Youth Program, established

. by the New York City Pan.

nership, a group of 120 lead-
business executives,

the schools. Under the pio-
gram, companies pledge to
hire a fixed number of young-
sters for the summer. The
students who take part leam
some new skills, but the chief
benefit is the socialization
process — the changed per-
ceptions on the part of the
businessmen as well as the
students.

More elaborate approaches
should be encouraged. With
the financial support of Ciu-
bank, for example, the Board
of Education has put together
a curriculum aimed at devel-
oping skills useful in the
banking industry. Similar

i programs should be devei.
i oped with other industries.

New York might also profit
by emulating a Boston initia-
last vear
whereby the business com-
munity pledgec to employ a
minimum of 400 high-school
graduates each year, on
condition that the schooi sys-

. tem reduce i1ts drop-out rate

and improve its record 1in
providing students with read-
ing and math skills.

Though largely state-fund.
ed. the City University of
New York still operates
under shared city-state direc-
tion and could piay a much
larger role, work:ng with the
city's eiementary and sec-
ondary schools. College stu-
wtor pubdlic.
school pupils, for example,

! and remediai and eanchment

' programs couid be

made

availabie to secondary-school
students dunng the universi-
ty's summer session.

a

When Harcourt Brace
Jovanovich, a major New
York publisher, announced a
year ago that it was moving
out of New York City, the
company became the first
corporate emigrant to cite
the diminished quality of city
services as a key factor in the
decision. The publisher said
its emnployees could not rely
on the subways and buses to
get them to work on time. All
the multitude of municipal
services contribute to the

| quality of life, but there are
| two components most essen-

tial to mainta:ning our eco-
nomic edge: public transpor-
tation and criminal justice.
New York's economy
thrives on density, and that
means it must have a trans-
portation sSystem that can
move masses of people effi.
ciently. It is the only Ameri.
can city in which more people
nde rmass transit to work
tharn get there by car. But the
system is no longer ad-
equately performing its job,
prnmarily beczuse much of
its infrastructure — tracks,
switches, clevated struc-
tures, tunnels — and its roli-
ing stock are, literally, falling
apart, victim of a legacy of
deferred investment.

The M.T.A. plans to spend

$5.8 billion over the next five
years for capital improve-
ments on the city's public
transport. Of that total, $2.4
billion is to be spent on new
subway cars and buses and.
10 a lesser extent, on a limited
rehabilitation program.

That is exactly the wrong
tack to take. Rather than buy-
ing new venicles, the M.T.A.
should initiate a major pro-
gram to overhaul and recon-
struct its cars and buses in its
own vards. This would save
large sums

building the system's crum-
bling infrastructure. Given
the authonty's plan to pur-
chase new cars from foreign
nations, a reconstruction pro-
gram would offer another
bonus, providing add:tional
jobs for its employees at
home.

Yet the best.intentioned
long-range plans are worth
little unless the decline in
nders and revenues can be
halted. In the past, the au-
thority has paid all too little
attention to finding ways of
attracting new riders. The re-
cent proposal for a magnetic.
card system to replace tokens
is an example of the kind of
imaginative approach that

I that could be
| spent on the crucial task of re-

must be nurtured. And there
should be regular, routine re-
evaluation and redesign of
routes to meet demographic
and other changes in the city
— a practice that has been
more honored in the breach.
Criminal behavior in New
York is not so prevalent as
some believe; we rank 12th

. among the nation's 25 largest

cities in per-capita cnme.
Yet the criminal-justice sys-
tem clearly must be im-
proved if New York is to be
perceived as a safe and se-
cure place to live and work.
Among our fmost pressing
needs are more courts and
court officials, so that once
criminals are caught they
will receive rapid punish.
ment; today, it sometimes
takes six months to a year be-
fore they are tried. Moreover,
we need additional jail space;
judges are now loath to hand
down stiff sentences because
there is simply no room for
the convicted.

Perhaps the most popular,
visible action, however,
would be to put ncre police
on the street. The roaddblock
in the way of such a step has
been finding the financing,
but two recent proposais
offer, in tandemn, a solution.

One idea suggests that col-
lege scholarships be offered
residents who would agree
that for three years after
graduation they would patrol
New York streets for a very
modest salary. They would be
trained for duty during the
summers. To aad 10,000 foot
patrolmen would cost the city
$200 million a year, or about
half the cost of a similar com-
plement of regular city po-
lice. The funding for such a
program could be provided
by modifying another idea —
a $2-a-week payroll tax, split
between employer and em-
ployee, that would be dedi.
cated to a crime-trust fund.
The city would receive some
$350 million annually, enough

. to fund 10,000 foot patroimen

— with money left over for
new court personnel and a
start on sorme new jails.

The dark days of New
York's fiscal crisis have
lightened since 1977. The city
i$ no jonger a national symbol
of urban economic decline.
Yet its resurgence has been a

| kind of unguded missile,

fueled by explosive growth in
business services and the
financial industry but without
significant governmental di.
rection. As the other cities of
the nation move more force-
fully into the service-econ-
omy era, New York will have
to quicken its pace. Now is
the time to plan for that

. event. B
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DIVESTITURE: WHAT TO DO?

On January 1, American Telephone & Telegraph will divest itself of its operating companies,
including New York Telephone Company. AT&T will be responsible for long distance calls and
customer premises equipment. New York Telephone will provide local calling service. The
divestiture will radically change our telecommunication system.

The divestiture's effects on local telephone rates deeply concern me. % recently completed a
study indicating the telephone company will need $2.9 billion over the next two years to pay for
this process. Telephone officials predicted local rates could more than double in the next three to
five yezrs.

Telephone customers, however, have various options for cutting their telephone bills:

1) Buy your own equipment - Most customers currently rent their equipment from New York
Telephone Company. However, equipment, as well as future rental fees will revert to
AT&T. Now, customers can own their equipment by purchasing it from AT&T or other
telephone companies. You can thus avoid the monthly rental charges of $4 to $12 for
standard equipment. You will recover your investment after several years. However, once
you purchase the equipment, you are responsible for its maintenance and upkeep.
Therefore, purchase high quality equipment, so costly repairs will not be frequently
required.

2) Survey the Long Distance Market - As of January |, long distance will no longer be
provided by New York Telephone Company. Thereafter, consumers will be able to choose
amongst a variety of providers of long distance service including AT&T, MCI, SPRINT and
other carriers. Thus, for the {irst time, there will be a competitive market for your long
distance dollar. The best advice is to shop around for the best long distance service that
will give you the service you use or need at the best possible price.

3)Use local Telephone Directories - Directory Assistance charges, for both local and long
distance service, will increase as services are priced on a competitive basis. Therefore,
consumers should seek to obtain telephone directories from the counties they most often
call, so that operator assisted directory service can be avoided.

Telephone service will be changing significantly as of January I. Consumers, however, have

the capability to hold down their own rates by shopping around for the best possible service and

"~ equipment. Now that competition has entered into the telephone industry, we should take
advantage of zll avenues of service.

ACCESS FEE POSTPONED

The American Telephone and Telegraph Company had proposed to charge all of its customers
a $2 monthly access fee— no matter how much money they spent on long distance calls. This
charge could rise to $6 per month at a later cate.

After months of discussion, however, the Federal Communications Commission has decided to
put the new fee on hoid for at least three months. Hopefully, we, along with other telephone
intervenors, can convince the FCC to reject the proposal, and base all residential long distance
rates on actual usage. This monthly charge is unnecessary and unfair to the telephone ratepayer.

HOW TO COMPLAIN ABOUT YOUR TELEPHONE BILL

Many telephone customers want to know where to complain about problems with their bill or
service. The first step is 1o contact the telephone company. Your customer service representative
will try to solve your problem,

However, if the telephone compary doesn't satisfy you, call the New York State Public Service
Commission— toll {ree. The PSC will investigate the problem. You are entitled to a formal hearmg
on any biiling dispute and to appeal an adverse decision to the Commission itself.

The toll free number for the PSC is (80C) 342-3355. If you wish to contact the Commission by
mail, write to:

Public Service Commission
Empire State Plaza
Albany, New York 12223




34‘4046J773.

STEIN OPPOSES NY TEL'S $1.1 BILLION RATE INCREASE

On August 1, 1983, New York Telephone asked the New York State Public Service Commission
for a $1.1 billion rate increase. This increase, most of which would become effective next summer, is

the first post-divestiture increase.

As in the last four telephane rate cases, | have formally intervened in the proceedings to
represent the interests of the people of the Borough of Manhattan. Hearings began September 22.
My utilities consultant has been questioning New York Telephone Company's figures and gathering
witnesses to convince the PSC that this rate increase is unjustifiable,

[ have been successful in keeping some of the telephone company's increases within reason. For
the past three years, we have led the battle to keep the pay telephone rate at 10 cents. New York
Telephone has tried to increase the cost of a pay call to 25 cents, but we have successfully defeated

this increase.

Last year, we helped organize a coalition of municipal consumers which fought the last
telephone increase request. The final result was that the PSC gave the telephone company only half

of what it wanted.

This year's increase request is the largest sought by a New York State utility. The following are
highlights of the increase and my position on them:

PAY CALL - This time, the New York Telephone Company is seeking a 30 cent pay telephone
call. This would be the highest rate in the nation, yielding an extra $136.9 million. I want to
keep the 10 cent call so that those who cannot afiford a home telephone will still be able to
communicate with the outside world at a reasonable rate.

DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE - Currently, the residentia! telephone customer gets three free
monthly Directory Assistance calls, and is then charged 35 cents for each successive request.
In this rate case, New York Telephone wants to reduce the allowance to two free monthly calls
and increase the charge for any additional requests to 40 cents. | oppose any increase in
Directory Assistance charges. Remember, you can obtain any telephone directory from the
phone company free of charge just by calling your local business cffice.

CONNECTION CHARGES - New York Telephone wants $52.5 million more for connecting
telephone service. 1he proposed new connection charge totals $132, excluding the actual
installation. In 1970, consumers paid $8.75 to have service connected. This increased to $18 by
1975 and has increased rapidly since (it is $98.25 this year). I oppose further increases; average
middle class consumers can now barely afford the cost of a service connection.

LATE PAYMENT CHARGE - For the first time ever, the telephone company is seeking a late
payment charge if payment is more than one month late. The Company wants to assess
customers a 1% percent late charge on all unpaid bills at the time the next telephone bill is
prepared. This charge, which would be charged as a percentage of the amount owed less one
month's local service charge, would apply to both residential and business customers. I oppose
this charge, as the largest share of delinquent accounts come from major business customers

rather than residential ratepayers.

Of course, there are many other issues in this rate case, including increased wire charges,
increases for local message calling, higher exchange rates, and higher private line costs. [ will be
fighting all these increases over the next six months. | hope to stop the increase from taking effect

in its entirety.

WHO IS THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION?

Many people wonder who makes up the Public Service Commision and how it operates. The PSC
regulates utility rates in our state. It is responsible for setting rates for electric, telephone, water,
and gas companies who do business in New York. Of cource, it is also responsible for insuring safe and

adequate service.

The PSC has seven members, appointed by the Governor with the State Senate's approval. The
.membears serve for six years, with staggered terms. There are no actual qualifications for
membership, but the last two Governors reserved two seats for consumer representatives.

I am unhappy with the way the PSC has conducted its business. [Its rate awards have been
excessive and contrary to the consumers' best interests. An eiected PSC, directly accountable to the

peonle would serve us better.

AMDREW STEIN, Manhattan Borough President

HAVE A PROBLEM WITH CITY SERVICES? NEED HELP?
CALL BOROUGH PRESIDENT ANDREW STEIN'S OFFICE - 566 - #300.
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THE PRICE OF THE A.T.&T. BREAKUP

Get Ready for Phone Bills to Double

By ANDREW J. STEIN

ON Jan. 1, 1984, the telcommumi-
cations industry as we know it
tocay will come to a swift end,
when the Amencan Telephone and
Telegraph Company divests itselt of
s 22 local operating companies.
Much has been wrnitten about the

Telephone Rates
Out of Control? -

Below are recent rate increases
requestaq by the New Yorx
Telephone Comcany plus

myniad opportunities for the Beil Sys-
tern once it is freed from the limita.
tions imposed on its coerations and
enters the age of (ree-wheeling
corapetition. Unfortunately, too little
attention on the national and local
level has been paid to the effect that
divestiture wiil have on the average
residential and business users of jocal
telephone semvices. And preliminary
tinancial rmatenal from local operat-
ing compenies suggests that the
breakup will be costly, in some cases
tripling the average telephone biil.

The esseatial challenge for local
reguiators and rate-setung bodies is
clear: scrutinize the cons»quences of
the divestiture on local users and de-
Sign future rate siructures to rlitgate
the cost 10 aVerage consuraers.

Following the announcement of the
seitiernent between AT & T. and the
Jusuce Departrment there was no lack
of dire predictions about the elfect cn
local rates. Federal, state and local
government agencies issued state-
ments about the impending impact of
divestiture. The Urnited States Sen-
ate's Commerce and Judiciary
panels, the House judiciary Commit-
tee and the Subcommitiee on Teie-
communications Consumer Prutec-
tion and Finance as well as varnous
state regulatory ag=ncies ordered in-
qunes into the breakup.

Some of these hearings have been
completed; others have yet to be initi-
ated. But for all the talk, no legislatica
bas been enacted, nor new rate struc-
tures designed. And with only eight
months remaining in the predivesu.
ture penod, state regulatory action
appears to be the consumer's only line
of defense against almest certain
soamng phene rates.

%hen the telephone umbtlica! cord
between Ma Rell and its Jocal operat-
inig companies is severed, most teie.
communcaticns experts agree that
ine operaling cornpanies will need o
T31S€ eNorIoUS amounts of revenue to
offset the lcas of profit-making serv-
ices such as ioug lines, customer
premises equipment and Dial-It.

Mast industry analysts pots (hat the
bulk of revenues will come from io-
creased access charges and increased
rates. Although A.T.&T. cfficiais
calmly aseurs the ~ublic 2hat r=gula-
Wry auornties will te able 1o set ac-
cess fees hizh snough to prosct local
rates, state reguiatory ar= capcaraed
about losing their cwn autbority in
ttus and other arwas, primartly be
cause the iznguage of the settiament
¢oes not provics for how state reguls-
tors will s lccal rates or accoss
charges.

In the absence of clear scavers or
specific aclions by swte regailators to
iner: their authority cver Jocal rates,
the Bell cperating comparies mil o
hesitate o seek ratapetting decisicns
from the F.C.C. — umioubtedly a
D0oTe Syropethetic sar. Thui, the pub-
Ue will have forfeitnd vaiuable Jocal
powers. The result coild meen astro-
oomical increases wiiaiy the et sev-

the compeny s projected revenue shortall

tor 19684 anc 1985,
Figures in mithons

Source: hew York State Coneume:

Protechon 8card. vew Yorn Siare
Pubic Serwce Commssson
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eral years, doubling and {n some cases
tripling ,the cost of iocal telenbcoe
service to the consumer.

For example, according to testi-
mony by Dwight Kellogg, Assistant
Controller for the New York Tele-
prhone Company, the company says it
will resd R.9 biilion in additional
reverues by the end of 1965, That
amount eicne is grester than all the
rate incres<es the romoany has re
cerved (n the last 13 years. Moreover,
such a rate increase will probably in-
crease the cost of the average con-
sumer's bill by 50 percent to 70 per-
cent. Combinad with a potental in-
cremse in deposits and installations,
this rise in local rates could price the
telepbone out of the market for tens of
thousands or elderly and iow-income
New Yorxears.

THER states are {np a similer

bind. Permsylvania rates wil}

double by the fifth ysar of
divestiture, increasing pearly $150
mitlion a year, according W a spokes-
man for the state's utllity commis-
sico. A spokesman for Southwesiern
Bell said that in antcipation ot dives-
titure che company expacted to flie for
a §1 billioa rats rse in late May, more
than doubling its raquest of a vear
ag0. Accoriing 0 a ypokssoan for the
Florica Pubiic Service Commissicn,
the aversge residential fiat rate for
Southern Beil users {3 $10.45, bt as a
result of divesdture and the recent
F.C.C. decisicn raising ‘ocal uvaery’
tees for longz-cQ:s2ance service, the new
rate will be 331.18.

These predictions daa't reflect the
troe situacticn or the full (mpact on the
consumers. For instance, New York
Telepbone, 1a {ts most recent rate in-
cTease request, is seeking o majotain
:l&&m‘{:ummqmty. 1ts
explann request, accurding
to its Bne! cn Excatices to the Public
Service Coramiesion, is that “the ip-
vesument commwity will be scrutd.
airing this decision (0 ascertain
whether the company will be 1n sound
financial copditicn as it approaches
diveatiture.” ln esvence, New York
Teieghbooa i3 alresdy seexing higher
roveaues rom {18 Ciastomers to pre-
pare itsalf for divestiture.

Additiopally, the impact of invesior

Feb.
1980

1981

confidence in the new local operating
coapenies (s an as yet unmeasured
cost. But investment services are aj.
ready casting a wary eye. Last month,
Moody’s downgraded the bond ratng
of many of the operzting companies —
mosily rom Aaa (0 Aa3. As a result,
local rates will rise to meet the operat-
ing companies’ higher cost of money
and investors will become even mors
skeptical of the financia) siability of
the compenics after they are divesied
fromA.T.&T.

The cost of local telephone service
will b2 affected by a3 hoat of other
12sues as wel] — depreciation sched-
ujes, the vajue of transferred equp-
rment, the assignment of book depreci-
ation reserve, leasing arrangsments
and debt transter, to cliteonly a few.

To insure that consumers are nct
overwhzimed by the potential cost of
divestiture, state regulators will have
to establish clearty their authority
over these ixsues and delineste poli-
cies that balance the integrity of the
settlement and the imterests of the
iocal tejephone customers.

The local regulatory agencies must
first assert their comtrol over intrs.
state access charges by setting rates
and fees at a premium for long-dis-
tance operators. To assure their cor-
trol, the agencies must challeng® any
F.C.C. actions that usurp thetr ebility
10 a9t local rates.

Regulators should also consider r=
qairing cperators to phase-in ary cost !
of divestiture cver five to 10 yeass (o
ease the burden on the public.

Finally, they should permut Jocal op-
eraling Companies W create Dew
sourcas of revenue such as S own
Dial-It sevvices and Yellow Pages. By
charzing premiums {ov special serv-
ices such as call forwarding, radio
pagers and celluiar mobile teiepbone
systerns they could a1s0 heip offset the
basic cost of the tel 3

With divestiturs around the corner,
the time to act is bow. And how the
state regulators meet this chellenge
will Getermine whether the telenhay
remairs means of communcat
aviilable 10 evervome
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PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANMATTAN
CITY OF NEW xt}ﬁk
NEW YORK. N. Y. \bd

AnDOEW STEOIN
sags. LMY

January 27, 1984

Mr. William H Ransom
115 £ 87 St, #l4e
New York, NY 10028

Dear Mr. Ransom,

I am writing to invite you to join me at a commumty meeting which will consider the
question of whether the Upper East Side Historic District should be extended from
79th Street up to 96th Street.

= Date: Sunday, February 5th
™~ E Place: The Dalton School
108 East §9th Street
~ (Between Park and Lexington)
Time: 1:00 PM
N Yeou will have an oppertunity to present vour views as well as listen to the comments
of suck pecple as Kent Barwick, Chairman cf the Municipal Art Society, Preservationist
, Brendan Cill, and Gene Norman, Chairman of the Landmarks Preservaticn Commission.
o Councilwoman Carolyn Maloney will join me in cospersoring the event.
< The issue of extendirg the Upper East Side Historic District is of erormous persoaal
importance to me. My wife Lynn and I live in the area and both share a2 strong belief
c that the area from 79th to 96th has unique arckitectural characteristics that must be
= preserved. There has been a tremendous amount of development all over the East Side
i and it is important that the low dexnsity and tha striking facades of many of the buildings
c be preserved against further encroachment.

If you are unable to make the community meeting but would still like to keep iuformed
of what we are doing oa the issue of historic p‘eservation and the extension of the
Upper Zast Side Historic District, please retura the eaciosed paid card to me.

Please call Zzura Toole at 566-6237 if vou are interestea in making vour views heard

at our community meetiang on Fe:n.ar_

Sincerely,

(Lo S

.——- 0 [ SRy
IS
. N - - avia
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_ADMISSION TICKET ™~

COME TO OUR COMMUNITY
MEETING TO DISCUSS THE PROPOSED
EXTENSION OF THE UPPER EAST SIDE

HISTORICAL DISTRICT '

DATE:  Sunday, February Sth

PLACE: The Daiton School
108 East 89th Street

i
}
I
|
|
|
l
|
|
|
I
{ TIME: 1:00 PM
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PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANMATTAN
CITY OF NEW YORK
NEW YORK N.Y. 10007

ANODREW STELIN
PACSIOENT

March 9, 1984
Mr. Stephen 3alderston
2025 Broadway, Apt. 12K
New York, NY 10023
Dear Mr, Balderston,

Noione! endexs deliiveringibad news|,

However, I think that it is important that you know that your rent may be
significantly increased unless we do scmething to change the current law.

As I am sire you know, your building is presently rent stabilized. As a
result, your rent can only be raised by 2 fixed percentage each year.

s is because your building was

3ut if the current law is net changed, vour building will no longer be
renc stabilizedaitern July 1, 1S888." Thi

censtructed as pax‘., of tne n42H

a" pregrezm. Tnis program, designed
encourags cc"s ructicn of residentizl bulldings, granted owners a cec-lnlns
tax abetezent for ten years but made the new buildings subject to rent

’=b-‘-‘,tiC“ for the szme ten year peric

The ten vears is just aboutl up fo“ whend irstibid
tnis prograim andhwe can oal 3

?cr::: tely, there is a remecy. Together we can work to emend the
legsisiation covering 7421 a" buildings.

year the state assemdly passed such an amendment but the Republican

iled state senate rejected the propesal.

I am cenvinged that we can win the fight this year and I am working with
the 22 71:a Coalition andé othen Ma::a:: o tenants to form a committee %2
take our nmessase directly tc the Republican majority leader of the state
senazte, warren Anderscn.

I Urge ¥ou %9 return the ‘enclosed:postage: pale ¢cand 1o me so thar I cahn
xeep you Informed and 'show the Republican leaders how many people suppors
oUr "cdise. If vou would lize more Inflormetion plsase celil Ziigzbetil Woigad
Ea ov-hobsing enit &t 5664405,

Sincerely,

T
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PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANMATTAN

CITY OF NEW YCRK
NEW YORK.N.Y. 10007

ANODREW STCIN
PALCIDENT

March 20, 1984

Ms. Theresa C Terenzetti
108 E 38 St Apt. 18B
New York, NY 10016

Dear Ms. Terenzetti,

I am writing to invite you to attend a community meeting to discuss a proposa! to the
Landmarks Preservaticn Commission to designate the area from 34th to 39th Street
between Madison and Third Avenue as the Murray Hill Historic District.

Date: Wednesday, March 28

Place: The Community Church Hall of Worship

40 East 35th Street
L (Between Madison and Park)
Time: 7 p.m.

You will have the oppertunity to present your views as well as listen to the
comments of Preservationist Brendan Cill and Gene Norman, Chairman of the
Landmarks Preservaticn Commission. The Murrey Hill Committee is co-sponscring
the event.

The designation of a historic district in Murray Hill is of ezorzious importance.
The area bas unigue architectural characteristics and a distinct atmospkere that
should be preserved. It is important that the low density, residential character,
and unigue buildings be protected from further encroackment.

If you wish to express your views at our community meeting, please cail Elizabeth
Wright at 5€6-3246.

If you are unable to attend this mezting but would like tc be informed of further
developments regarding historic preservation and the propesed Murray Hill Historic

District, please retura the enclosed paid postcard.

I hope vou czz jein us on Marck 28.
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" Andrew Stein S
~Manbanan Borough President Presidcnt of thq Ci:y. Cou?cn
LE B Y T
' THE CITY OF NEw YORK R A
'Ms. Janet Boorky March 22, 1984

785 West End Av Apt. 5B
New York, NY 10025

. Dear Ms. Boorky,

We are writing to invite you to the second hearing we are holding on sex-ba.sed
discrimination in the market place.

Date: Sunday, April 1
Place: High School of Art and Design

1075 Second Avenue

(Between 56th and 57th Street) '
Time: 11 a.m.

The bearing will focus on three aspects of the problem:

(1) Pay equity: equal pay for equal werk and for work of comparable value,

(2) stc‘-m.natorv hiring and promctional practices, and

(3) Economic disincentives: e.g., inequities resulting from the absence of
adequate crild care aad urfair retirement and beaith benefits.

7

A aumber of experts will testify concerning the scope of these problems and
possible solutions. But we are most interested in hearing about your experiences.
A number of people have already askad to speak at the hearing. As space is
limited, we ask that you cail Laura Toole, 566~6237, at your earliest convenience
to arrange a time to testify.

4 6

We recently beld a bearing at City Hall on one aspect of sex-based discrimination —
the absence of equal pay for work of comparable worth. A copy of the New York
Times article co the bearing is eaclosed. As you can see, we are taking steps

to address the issue, put more niust be done.

349740

Of course, we walccmsz ycu to attend the hearing whether you choose to testify
or not. If you cannot come but would like to remain on our mailing list, please
return the enclcsed self-addressed postage-paid card.

We look forward to seeing vou on April 1.

Sincerely,

{ s
| 7% ,/ZZ““ _ (f&fr«@ /

Andrew Stein Carol Bellamy
Mashattan Sorough Presidest Presicden: of the City Council

2.5. Child care will be providsd at the High Schoal for anycne who needs it.
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ADMISSION TICKET

! COME TO OUR COMMUNITY
' MEETING TO DISCUSS SEX-BASED
DISCRIMINATION IN THE MARKETPLAG

i

: DATE: Sunday, April 1st

| PLACE: High School of Art and Design
1075 Second Avenue
(between S€th and 57th Street)

- TIME: 11 AM.
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PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN
CITY CF NEW YORK
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10007

ANDREW STEIN
PRCHIDENT

Mareh 20, 1984

Ms. Theresa C Terenzetd
108 £ 38 St Apt. 183
New York, NY 10016

Dear »is. Terenze:tii,
I am writing to invite vou to attend a community meeting to discuss a2 proposal to the
Landmarks Preservaticz Commissior to designate the area frem 34tk to 39th Street

betweer Madison and Third Avenue as the Murray Eill Eistoric District.

Date: Wecd~esday, March 28

~ Place: The Community Church Eall of Worship
5 40 Zast 35th Street

(Between Madison and Park]
Mighepiips i

el Youksll Eave toe oppontulity t0 pres

P

exnt iews as well as listex to the
commests ¢f Preservazicnist Br :::'-‘- Gil

and Ce ne Ncormeaz, Chairman of the

0 Landmarks Preserratioz Commission. The Murray HEill Committee is cO-sponsoring
W the event.

o Tue desigzmation of a kistoric c;s...c: iz Murray Eill is of exormous importance.
‘The area bas vaigue anchitectural characteristics anc e distinct atmosphere that

T hould be preservecd. It is imporiaxt that the low density, residexntial character,

o and umigue buildings be pratected {rom further encroaccmeant.

< If you wish tc express your views at our community meeting, piease call Zlizabeth
Wright at 566-3246.

o0

i you are unable 1o attexzd t_:_s Seating but
develczmexts regarcing Ristoric preservatico

Districs, please retusn ke enclosed daid postcara.

.-

_— s P
rdulcan ot ug on Mareh 28,

acpe

h

)

Sismmyaly,
(Tl L
\AA Jb"/ \_//C{éw—'




7 31

4 4

19

4

340

PRESIDENT OF THE BOROCUGH OF MANMATTAN
CITY OF NEW YORK
NEW YORK N.Y. 10007

ANDAREW STEIN
s0CHIDENT

Maren 9, 1984

Mr, Stephen Salders:ton
2025 3roadway, Apt. 12K
New York, NY 10023

Dear Mr», Balderston,
No one enjoys delivering bad news.

However, I think that it is impertant that you know that your rent may be
significantly increased uniess we do scmething to change the current law.

4
AS I ar sure vou know, your building is presently rent stazbilized. As a
result, your rent cazn only be raised by 2 fixed percentage eazch year.
3ut if the current law is not changed, your tullding wWill nc icnger de
reat-stabilized afver July 1, 1SBE"This™is because your pullding was
constrTucted. 25, pant of the T5cllal pnognam. TRiS PRoOgnam, CGasisned [tO

encourage constructica ¢f residential bulldings, granted cowners & declining

texX adetement for ten vears but made the new Sullcdings subjiect te rent

stabilizeticn for the same ten vesr pericd.

The ten years is jus

- 3 {
- (9 - -
thisrpresnanand We cam oaly &n niseriis rentss

Fertunetely, there is & remecdy. 7Together we can Work to azend the
legisiztion covering "Lz a" buildings.

Last year the state assexbly passed such an amendment but the Republican
controllied 'state senate rejeciec ths proposal.

k. s % - . - P oy - - - s rem o . | . 1 e s &3
L am convinced thet we gan win uthe  Tight this vear - zad I an werking wWith
- ) LS« ~ Cimd v - “ P - -
vhe B21 2 Goalition and other Mannatvan tenants to form a co=xittee o
- a'e e - - s - % - Y N Y - . - - - », o - -
weke olih messege Cirectly to the Republicen majority leader of theistate

- 3 a ~
senate, wWarran Andersen.,
T . - - %, % A - o T
I yree vouto metann the englesedinostage=peaid €276 tolime Solthav ilcey
neen Wou imfermed eng chow thnz Resublichn lsdgers '2gw. ZEny peofiol sUnpent
mAlren = - 000 | IS imtv A Yilia mawmg efarmma s iam a'cacg ,~raltl TUliengmatia Limimme
eSS T SIER I O W G I S el e R CER R i G e = SIS R eriie S S 2R C IR EN TS 2 15t SV Il e
S rman) o= sopcile s SOy sl el Do
-0 "“V"b -— . ay W [~ -~ -0
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COME TO OUR COMMUNITY
MEETING TC D!SCUSS THE PRCPOSED
MURRAY HILL
HISTORICAL DISTRICT

DATE: Wecnesday, March 28th

. PLACE: The Community Church Hall

. TIME:

cf Worshio
40 gast 3&th Strest
‘between Mecdisor and Park)

7 P.M.
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Andrew Stein o "'@Eﬁ’ 2 &n,rol Bellamy
Manhazan Borough President Qi - President of the City Council

Tme CiTY OF New YORK I
Ms. Janet Boorky March 22, 1984
755 West End Av Apt. 5B .
New York, NY 10025

Dear Ms. Boorky,

We are writing to invite you to the second hearing we are holding on sex-based
discrimination in the market place.

Date: Sunday, April 1
Place: Eigh Scbool of Art and Design

1075 Second Avenue

(Between 56th and 57th Street) 1
Time: 11 a.m. .

%@

Tbe bearing will focus on three aspects of the problem:

(1) Pay equity: equal pay for equal work and for work of comparable value,

(2) Discriminatory kiing and promotional practices, and

(3) Economic disincentives: e.g., inequities resulting from the absence of
adequate child care and unfair retirement and health benefits.

5709

A number of experts will testify concerning tbe scope of these problems and
possible solutions. But we are most interested in hearing about your experiences.
A number cf people have already asked to speak at the hearing. As space is
limited, we ask that you call Laura Toole, 566-6237, at your earliest coavenience
to arrange a time to testily.

We recently beld a bearing at City Hall or one aspect of sex-based discrimination —
the absence of equal pay for work of comparable worth. A copy of the New York
Times article cr the hearing is enclosed. As you can see, we are taking steps

to address the issue, but more must be done.

340404%5

Of course, we welccme you to attend the hearing whether you choose to testify
or not. If vou cannot come but would like to remain on our mailing list, please
retura the enclosed se'f-addressed postage-paid card.

We look forward to seaing you ca April 1.

Sincerely,

ein Carol Bellamy
)

H2CTEW S ]
erough Presidant Presidert of the City Counci

2.8, Child care will be previded at toe High Schoel {or anyone whe needs it.




PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANMHATTAN
CITY OF NEW YORK &
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10007

ANDREW STEIN
sagh - EENT

April 23, 1984

Ms. Alta Nadelberg
180 West Eac Ave. Apt. 5L
New York, NY 10023

Dear Ms. Nadelberg,

As 1 am sure you kzow, tke buiiding vou live in is knowr as a Title I project.
While Titie I has been the subject ¢ recent Litigation, vour buliding is

not directly inveived. Nonetheiess, because masy of you have asked me about
recest developme" invciving cc-op conversicas of Title I projects, I would
like to sbare with you a review of my activities iz this area.

Or Thursday, Septemb
¢! Estimate p..x"a..." it cn recerd as soldly supporiing the view that any
ceaversicn of a Titie I project to a2 cooperative or condemiznium must be
appreved by the Scarc (resolutioz-exclosed). I was very pleased wher the
Board of Estimzte uszeimolsly supbortedimy reselutics,

er 18, 1683, I sponsored a rescoluticn at the Board of
Te

9

7

-}

Waoexn legal challezges fcllowed this acticn, I e

zcouraged the Corporatio:
Counsel of Iw“ Yor¥ City-ané ths Aterney Cens

ral of New York State to

c % e x e A2 i 5 sy
SUpport our positiod in tbe courts. in the initizl case, unfortunately,

< the courts ruied egainst the city's positior. This decisioz is now being
appealecd. 0

As the appeal is being teard, I want vou to Rzow t2at ! will continue to be
guiced in my acticzs by az original coacern wiich prexmpted me to offer my
Board of =stimate nesolution Fhag concers isia siciple opel t2atith
rights o. tecant le I projects be fuilv protecied. Turthermore,
wkiie the currex cus dee., v.‘.:.: tzree Mankatian p"ﬂec.s, what i

5w £

determineg in the s eda :’eC“C‘.““’. ar all Title I conversion

[} -Rapepy e ———

41040

7.
w o
0O
w"n
1]

Frogosas ls.

Fcr these reasons [ will contizue te work for anc c&ll ier the reguirement

of Zoard of Tstimate approcaliof any convernsions o

l

. . - it . Ak
Dastivo it wolldiinite BlanprpGraite Ry ta GUEmt s Ve Lo e esc R tRNSESU bije c e
TS s aonld Tk ce w il imwrmns wla THE = IR =)
-l vou e aiRe iede Rebt ERSGQT RS, clease Teiurn ioe ezcicsed card.
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ON THE NEW
EMERGENCY

| TENANT
PROTECTION ACT

During the 1983 session, the State Legislature revised the Emergency Tenant
Prctecticn Ac: (ETPA). Some changes are pro-tenant; others are pro-landlord.
The major changes are describad below. If you have any ques"ons cr any problems
with your landlord, czall the Borough President's Housing Office at 566-4105.

STATE OPERATION OF RENT CONTROL AND RENT STABILIZATION
On April 1, 1384, the State Civision of Housing enc Community Renewal (DHCR)
will begin agministering ren: stabilization and rent centrel. By July 1, 1984,
landlords must register sach &dart .ent‘s rent with DHCR. This will establish the
initlai registereg rent. A copy of each apartment's registration must De sent 10 its
tenant. A tenant has 90 cays © chal‘enge the initial registered rent's legality.

Landlords found guilty of williully over harg?wv aiter April 1, 198&¢ will be liable
fer damages egualiing three times the amount oI the cvercharge.

A Na) ot | e fis Emp ~ N -y - - - - [} — &
DHCR will alsc enforce the lg'ws against tenant haressmen:, Landlorcs feund
1) N S moapm _—- - TL) 3 y A= < - ¢ Ss = - .
guilty of harassment can now be fined up to $1;000C for the first gifense and wp to
~ 2 -sd
$2,5C5 for sunseguent cifenses.

APARTMENT SH.'.R.NG

Inlibey, =283 Izkel SteteliConr: Appezls rulec inet lanclores may evict unreieted
TeRants shering @n asa::.’n,r_: 41;..out the lendiord's. consent. The liazisiatuce
subsecuently revisec the law 1o permit one accitional accupant {a person not on the
lease nior reizzec 1o the tanant) and the additiona! occupant's dependent chiidren,

SUB TTING A\D ASSIG‘Q \JG

The revise:’ EofE=a e\*i ‘..l» &

A: i a
mree_s:-r;a:i,f withinolds consent or coes not respond 10 the subdlet reguest, the
vanantime Y SrCeed with the sunlat, '-'owo"f", & ‘.e:a":‘s iezse may not be assisned
withgutine iendlondls copsent seven i tvet ‘s nreassasdiy witn
Defining ""goog reason to wishhold consent” na n

C""E" :-_.' ..c,,—:r;:;:
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‘The Rent Guidelines Board has approved’increases for rent stabmzed apartments - |

- NEW RENT GUIDELINES ; o

effective October 1, 1983 to September 30, 1984. The guidelines are the same as
last year; & percent for a 1 year lease and 7 percent for a two year lease. For
tenants whose electricity is included in the rent (Stuyvesant Town and Peter
Cooper Village) the guidelines are 3 percent for a 1 year lease and 6 percent for a 2
year lease. Due to a law passed by the state legxslature the three year lease
provision has been eliminated. it

Units renting for $200 or less, in addition to the mandated increases, will have a
$10 monthly additional allowance. Rents in these units are not to exceed $208 and
$214 for a | or 2 year lease respectively.

The RGB has also approved a three-tiered vacancy allowance ranging from no
incredse to 15 percent depending upon when the last vacancy occured.

I am encouraged by the Board's decision cn the basic guideline of 4 and 7 percent
because the cost of operating a rent stabilized building increased only slightly
above last year. But re-imposing a vacancy allowance is unjustified and gives
landlords an incentive to harass existing tenants to move.

SENIOR CITIZEN RENT INCREASE EXEMPTION (SCRIE)

The state legislature recently passed legislation which would allow the City
Council to authorize cash payment to landlords whose Senior Citizen Rent Increase .
Exemption credits were greater than their property taxes. SCRIE allows senior
citizens, 62 or older who have annual incomes of under $10,000 and pay at least
one-third of their incomes for rent, to apply for exemption from further rent
increases. The landlord gets a property tax credit for the amount of the
exemption.

The New York State Supreme Court ruled the program to be unconstitutional
because in sorne cases rent incCrease exemption amounts were greater than the
property taxes, thus depriving the owner of rightful income. The City Council now
has to act for the program to comply with the court order. You can help by writing
your council representative and urging them to support SCRIE.

BRINGING THE LANDLORDS TO TRIAL

In Cctober 1980 1 filed a class action lawsuit, along with the New York State Terant
and Neighborhood Coalition, charging the New York City Rent Guidelines Board with
viclating the spirit and the intent of the Rent Stabilization iaws. The suit contends
that, when it sets annual rent increases, tne Board coesn't fully analyze all the
economic factors that determine the profitability of housing. Instead it analyzes just
the annual increases in prices for goods and services, only one factor in the housing
market. The case is now moving toweard trial and i am confident about its success. A
funcraising efiort to suppert the continuing legal Sattle is now underway.

[F YOU HAVE A HOUSING PRCBLIM. CALL BOROUGH PRESIDENT STEIN'S
HOUSING UNIT FOR ASSISTANCE -~ “7 7175,
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Preservation Laws Should Apply

Equal

By Andrew Stein and Lynn Forester Stein

The New Ycrk State Legislature is
seriously considering a measure that
wouid strike a bodv blow at the ability
of the state and city to preserve irre-
placeabie archifectural landmarks.

The proposed legisiation, which has
acgquired prominence because of the
dispute over Si. Bartholomew's
Church iz New York City, is designed
to prohibit the application of any iocal
landmark preservation regulaticn to
property owned by religious organi-
zations without their consent. Its sup-
porters contend that the landmark
preservatior laws, applied to build-
ings used for religious purposes, vio-
late the prohibition against stace in-
terference with the free exercise of
religion guaranteed by the First
Amencment of the Constitution.

However, the public’'s interest in
the uvse and disposition of valuable
landmarks requires a mechanism to
insure that invaluabie architecture is
not inciscnirminately sacrificed for
commercial gain. Landmark laws
provide just such 8 mechanism.

Two immutable principies should
govern the debate over any legisla-
tion that would limit landmarks-
preservatior regulations. First, land-
marks preservation should continue
to be recognized as a proper and
highbly desirabtie function of govern-
ment. Second, the treatment of com-
mercial development should not dif-
fer because cf the idemtity of the
owner or the purpose to which the
profits {rom the commercial acuvity
wil. be put.

Pubiic policy and iegal precedent
Suppernt e Gse of government regu-
lattons to protect landmarks. The
biaaket exemption that would be
granted religous organizations by
the propesec iegisiation is a direc:
challenge ¢ the nght of the public 10

be involved in the protection of its ar-
chitectural treasu’es.

Our courts bave repeatedly heid
that land-use regulations, including
landmark preservation, are a legu-
mate use of governmental powers.
The public’s interest in protecting ir-
replaceadble art and architecture de-
mands public scrutiny of decisions to
change or destroy such resources.

Landmarks iaws permit such pub-
lic involvement and, at the same
tirne, are responsive to the needs and
interests of the property owners. In
partcular, the current landmarks
laws provide for relief in cases of
hardship.

The debate swrounding the pro-
posed legislation hus reveaied the
very serious and legitimate probiems
facing religious organizations. How-
ever, New York Clty's ‘‘hardship”
provision i1s designed to address this
issue. For exarapie, the New York
City Landmarks Commission found
hardship with respect to property
owned by a church in the Fort Greene
Historic Diswrict and, on an expedited
basis, authorized the demolition of
the church-cwned buftding. The com.
mission’s recemt decisicns with re-
spect to the Mount Nebch Synagogue
and the Marymount School reveal
that a workable procedure is in place
and the opportunity for relie! exisss.
iz both cases, the commussion al-
lowed the institutions involved to ai-
ter their structures so they could re-
main nomically viable.

Of course, we can and should im-
prove our laws and their administra-
uor where necessary. Fair and equi-
tabie acrmiustration of them is not
icpossibie. But a {lat prohidbiton
against public participation ia deci-
sicns affecung the preservaucn crdes
strucuon 5! buildings owned dy relis

gious organizations is enurely unwar-
ranted.

The First Amendment does not give
religious organizations a right to en-
gage wn commercial activity without
abiding by the same regulations that
govern others. Moreover, religious
organizations are subject to an as-
sortment of laws including zoning and
bealth and safetry reguiations. it is
unaccedtable to suggest that com-
mercial activity is transformed in:o
religious expression because the pro-
ceeds from a commercial real eswate
develjopment will be used 10 advance
the activities of a religious organiza-

‘tion. All owners of commerciaj real

estate should play by the same ruies.
As the United States Supreme Cout
said in 1982: **When followers of a
particuiar sect enter into commercial
acuvity as a matter of choice, the
limits they accept on their own con-
duct as a matter of conscience and
faith are not to be superimposed on
the statutory schemes which are
binding on others in that activity."

Landmark preservation and reli-
gious expression are allies, not ene-
mies. The protection of both is a vi-
tally imporiant goal. We can, wth
svmpa'.hy, understanding and econ-
omy, administer our landmark
preservation laws. But our land-
marks are too precious to permit
their destruction without public scru-
tay. The beauty of our landmarks
was jovingly and carefully created; it
must be iovingly and carefully pra
served.

Andrew Stein ts Manhattan Borough
president. Lvrn Forester Stein, @
icwyer, is ¢ member of the Municipal
Arts Society, a civic organization de-
voted to (cnamark preservaticr.
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Manhattan Borough President

NOT AT GOVERNMENT EXPENSE.
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THE PRICE OF THE A.T.&T. BREAKUP

Get Ready for Phone Bills to Double

By ANDREW J. STEIN

N Jan. |, 1984, the telcommuni-
cations industry as we know it
today wnll come to a swift end,

when the American Telephcne and
Teiegraph Company divests itself of
115 2 local operating companies.

Much has been written about the
mymnad opportunities {or the Bell Sys-
tem once it is {reed from the limuta-
tons impased on its operations and
enters the age of free-wheeling
comrpetition. Unfortunately, too little
attenion on the national and local
leve! has been paid (o the effect that
~Evesuture will have on the average
residentia) and bus:iness users of jocal

ephone services. And prelicinary
fnancial matenma! from local operat-
ing comparies suggests thal the

j wili be cosily, in some cases

ipling the average teirphone bill.
- «The essenual chalienge for local
Teguiators and rate-setting bodies s
ear: scrutiuze the consequences of
divestiture on local users and de-
sign future rate siructures to mitigate
COSt 10 aVerage consumers.
Foilowing the announcement of the
ttlerment between A.T.& 7. and the
ust:ce Depariment there was no lack
of dire predictions about the effect on
“igeal rates. Federal, suate and local
goverment agencies issued state-
ents about the irapending impact of
jvestiture. The United States Sen-
ate’'s Commerce and Judicary
is, the House Judicary Commit-
tee and the Subcomzuttee on Tele-
imunications Consumer Protec-
and Finance as well as vanous
state regulatory agencies ordered in-
qunes into the breakup.

Sorte of these hearings have been
compieted ; others have vet to be intti-
atec. 3ut for ali the taik, 50 iegasiation
NAs Deen enaciec, nor new rate struc.
teres designed. And with only eight
=orths remaining in the pradivest-
wire cenod, state regulatory scuon
appears to e the consumer's only Line
o! qefense against almost certaimn
soanng phone rates.

S™en the ieiephone umbtlica: cord
Mweraeen Ma Beil and its local operat-
Ing combailes is severad, mast t=ie
COMTIUNICAUONS eXperts agree LAt
ve cperating companies wijl need to
1s2 enorTous 2mousnts of revenue to

Andrew I Stein is the Borougn

for 1884 and 198S.
Figures in millions.

Source: New Yorx Sigw Coneumer
Protecton Boerc; New Yovk Sisre
Pubic Service Commisgion

Aug. March
1978 1979

oftset the loss of profit-making serv-
ices such as iong lines, customer
prezuses equipment and Dial-1t.

Most industry analysts pote that the
bulk of revenues will come from in-
creased access charges and increased
rates. Although A.T.&T. officials
calmly assure the public that regula-
tory authonties will be able to set ac-
cess lees high enough to protect local
rates, state regulaturs are concerned
about losing their own authority in
this and other areas, primarily be-
cause the language of the settlement
does not provide for how state regula.
tors will set iocal rates or access
charges.

In the absence of clear aaswers or
specific actions by state regulaory to
asser: their authority over local rates,
the Bell operating companies will oot
hesitate 10 seex rate-setuing decisions
from the F.C.C. — undoubtedly 2
more sympathetc ear. Thus, the pud-
lic vill have forfeited valuabie local
powers. The resujt could mean asiro-
nomical increases wIthic the hex: sev.
erai years, doudliag and i1 some cases

mpiung the cost of local telepocpe
semnce 1o the consumer.

For exampie, according to iesti-
mony by Dwight Kellogg, Assistant
Contmoller for the New Yorx Tele
phone Company, the company save 1t
wil! need 8.9 bdillion in additicnal
revenues Dy the end of 1S, Thal
amount aione :5 greater than all the
rate incTeacss the ~rmoany has ™=

Telephone Rates
Out of Controi?

Below are recent rate :ncraases
reguested Dy the New YCorx
Telephone Company pius

the company's projected revenue shorttail

Teiepoche,

Seoe: Mackun!

ceved (0 ihe iast 13 years. Moreover,
such a rate Lacrease will probably in-
crease the cost of the average con-
sumer’s bdill by 50 percent o 70 per-
cex:. Combned with a potential In-
crease 10 deposits and instalilations,
this nise (n jocal rates could price the
talephone out of the market for tens of
thousands or elcderly and low.income
New Yorkers.

THER states are (n a similar

dind. Pennsy'vania rates will

double by the fifth vear of
divestiture, i{ncreasing nearly $190
million a year, according to a spokes-
Dan for the state’s utility comm:s.
si00. A spokesrian {or Southwestern
Bell said that in anticipation of dives.
titure the company expected to flie for
1 $1 billion rate nse in 'ate May, more
thay doubling its request of a vear
ago. According to A epokesmaan for the
Florida Public Service Commissicn,
the average residentia) llat rate for
Southert Bel! users is $10.65, but as a
result cf Livestiture and the recent
F.C.C. decsion rmsing iocal users’
fees for long<distance service, the new
rate will be $31.15.

These predicions doo’t reflact the
Tue ssTuslicn o the full impact oo the
consumers. For instance. New York
& its ost recent rate in-
crense mecuest, 18 seekong to marntein
& [k, R50 o sren: retuieni o fequlty. Hits
expianatlon for e request, according
to e Brief on Zxcepuons 10 the Pubiic

Service Cormmission, is that “the in-
vestment community will be scruti-
nizing this decision (o ascerwain
whether the company will be in sound
financial condition as it approaches
divestiture.” ln essence, New York
Telephone is already seexing higher
revenves {rom 1S customers to pre-
pare itsel{ for divestiture.

Additionally, the impact of investor
confidence in the pew local operating
companies is an as yet unmeasured
cost. But investment services are al-
ready casting a wary eye. Last month,
Moody’s dowmgraded the bond rating
of many of the operating Companies —
mostly from Asa to Aal. As a resuit,
local rates will rise to meet the operat-
ing comparies' higher cost of mooey
skepticai of the fingncial stability of
the companies afier they are divested
trom AT &T.

The cost of loca! telepbone service
wll be alfected by & host of other
issues as well — depreciation sched-
ules, the value of transterTed equip-
ment, the assignment of bcox depreci-
ation reserve, leasing arrangements
and dedt transter, to citeonly a few.

To insure that consumers are not
overwhbelmed by the potential cost of
divestiture, state regulators will have
to establish clearly their authority
over these issues and delineate poli-
cies that balance the integrity ot the
settiement and the interesis of the
local telepbone customers.

The local regulatory agencies must
first assert their control over intra-
State access charges by setting rates
and fees at a premium for long-dis-
tance operators. 70 assure their con-
rol, the agencies = ust challenge any
F.C.C. actons that asurp their ability
to set local rates.

Regulators shouid also consider re-
quiring operaLors (o phase-in any cost
of divestiture over five o 10 vears to
ease the burden on the public.

Finally, (bey should permit local op-
erating compeanies to create new
sources of revenue such as IS own
Dral-it services and Yeliow Pages. By
caargiag premiums for special serv-
ices such as call forwarding, radio
pagers and cellular modile teiephone
systens thev cruid aiso belp ofiset the
besic cos: of the telephone.

With cevestture around the corner,
the nme ¢ act 13 now. And how the
state re=gulators meet “us challenge
will detertmine whether the teiephone
remans mesns of communicauon
avaiiable to evervone |
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Letters

MONDAY, MAY 23, 1983

I1I-Chosen Approach to Rising Health Costs

To the Editor:

The Reagan Administration's legis-

lative package for controlling health-

care costs, cited in a May 12 Op-Ed ar-

udebyDr Robert'J.-Rubin, Assistant

in the Department of

Health and Human Services, has two
flaws: It's unfair and it won't work

It's unfalr because, like s0 many
other Reagan initiatives, it piaces a
heavy burden on our poor, our eiderty
znd our woricing people by limizing ac-
cess to services they need through the
simpie expedient o! reducing their
ability to pay.

It won't work because it is based oo
the erronecus notion that bealth care,
1.xe shoes or potatoes, falls in price as
demand falls.

Dr. Rubin asserts that two bills now
in Congress would create incentives
among consumers for cheaper, *“more
efficient’’ health care. Just how the
bills would do this he doesn't say.

1n reality, the proposal to tax
health benefits would only force
workers to negotate for fewer and
fewer benefits to keep the Govern-
ment from taking bigger and bigger
bites out of their real income. That's
not cost containment.

And it is bard to imagine bow higher
Medicare co-payrrents will provide an
added incentive {or an eiderly perscs
not to slip on 1ce or fall in the bathtubd.
But he or she will pay five times as
much for that six.week hospital stay
for a broken hip: $1,526 instead of $304.
Trus is exactly the ikind of devastaung
hospital cost that Medicare was de-
signed to prevent.

Equally serious. both schemes
would dnve up deductbles — the

money an individuaj pays before an
insurer begins to foot part of the bill.
With higher deductibles, many people
will defer vieits to a doctor untii thelr

\5\
g

|

| e

medical probiems become over-
whelming. In cases in which early de-
tection is crucial, this could be a fatal
decision. 1n doilars and cents, higher
deductidles are a rristake because de-
layed diagnosis often leads to the need
for aane care, inflating the cost of
medical treatment.

The probiem with the schemes is
that they are based nn the faulty
theory that consumer demand can
diczate the price of bealth care. They
do not address the real prodblem,
which is the profiigate habits of our
healthcare providers. lf these tills
are enacted, they will increase the
per-patient cost of health care, nct
rediiceit.

For exampie, if a bospital builds a
Dew wing or a pew CAT
scanper, it will stll be obliged to pay
the dedt service oo the investment.
With reduced consumer demand, the
hospital will simply divide the cost
among a smaller patient pool. Simi-
larly, pivsicians will raise their fees
0 maintain the income to which they
are accustomed. .

Dr. Rubin's assertion that our medi-
cal care is the “‘world's best" is not
quite correct. It’s only the worid's
D0St expensve.

We rank 18th in infant moriality,
15¢h in longevity. Tens of mitlions of
our citizens go without pesded treat-
toent simply because they cannot af-
m;r.\’etaxnanonisnmmme

in the percentage of gross na-
tional product devoted to health care.

Something is inflating our bealth-
care costs, and it is oot the coverage
the Goverament provides for our poor
and eiderly. Dr. Rubin was quick to
dismiss the roie of the provider in the
escalating costs of health care, xut the
evidence suggests that it is this group
whick plays the crucial part.

What we have to do is start chip-
ping away at wha: makes health care
in this country so expeusive, not
merely cut the money the Govern-
ment is willing to spead for its citi-
zens. We have 10 attack the oot of the
pmb:em bospitai charges and physi-
cian's fees. At the same time, we
must persevere in our efforts to ex-
pand coverage so that ali of our citd-
zens have adeguate and alfordabie
heajth care. ANDREW STEIN

Manhatian Borough President
New York, May 13, 1983
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Rent hikes should b

© 1952 New: Group Publicanont Inc, ;. ‘ L
AMERICA'S FASTEST-GROWING ~‘ws’%§’1§..

modest again

.

By ANDREW STEIN
Manhattan Borough President

-

THE annual monidh-iong
disnlay of cisaMection be
tweer the ciiy2 Teal <.
Bllized termanis and hewr
landiores tegins Meoncay
when the Peri Guicelines
Boart teres putiic test.
mony tc determine ind
Yyear's renl increases

Last year, these 30,000
tenants wor sgnificant
concessicns — smalier:
than-averegz rent 0

creases and an end W
VASANCY Aiowances
But even ‘these :mi-

provements in rent equly
may oo erodel this yess
i1 the rush to compensale
buiiding owners for the
incrvesed cost of refi-
rancing mcgages
Fowever ! the Guds
Yirves Boerd s W0 met v
rents for the coming year,
thi-ee key faciors incicate
another round of moces
renl maes s o order
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The costs a landiord in-
a2 L re-ietiing hus va.
cated Laiment are ac-
conted for in the murvey
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he xas? clumTissions
every vear AOCLNE & Ve
CANCY aAiiowance on np cf
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More imncrently, ten-
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of the building owmer is
unconscionable

Furthermore, interest.

riles fluctuale wildly
trom lending institution
to isnding ir.stitution, bofr-
cugh w borough and
neighborhood to neigh-
borhuood. and fewer than
10 per cent of the city's
teyiidings fluce refin

{ng protiesa i agy year.

To ccmpensate every
wilth acoas-the
boerd increases would
hum landiords who pay
Righer-than-average 1Ib-
lerest rales and unres-
acrably prollt those who
dooX r=fcancs o who
pey icwer-than-averarxe
inlerest rates. "

The moet equitabie way
tc aclir=ss he question i3
to ceveiop a mechanism
at the Cconciliations and
Appeels Eocard o com-
Ppensale an individual
ocwner when he refi-
riances his projenty. The
Frocess could be eimilar
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cr tardship ané capital-
impruvement  rent in-
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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1983

Let’s give the
fo the people

By ANDREW STEIN
Manhattan Borough President

THE RECENT resigna-
tions of Richard Ravitch
and John Simpson pre-
sent Gov..Cuomo with a
prime opportunity to
rmake the unwieldy bu-
reaucracy thal runs our
subways. buses and
trains more accountable
to the pubiic it 18 man:
dated to serve.

For the past 13 years.
it has been the particu-
lar misfortune of New
York City and its metro-
politan area that its sin-
gle largest public ser-
vice, used by nearly $.8
million people a day, i
utterly outside the pub-
lic's eiectoral control
and the resuit has been
devasiating.

This August, as a re-
sult of seriously deterio-
rating subway tracks, 80
percentcf the system’s
subways were either ltate
or cancelled. The aver-
age time for a ride in-
creased 30 percent and
the number of collisions
or derailments rapidly

approached record num-
bers — 13 since January.
But the recent track
crisis is only the latest in
the 18 vear legacy of
MTA unaccountability,
From the staxt. the
MTA Board, out ¢f touch
with the systera’s needs
set oul on an amtitious
new routes buiiding pro-
gram. even though the
_v-‘°~1 '—-..3 beé.nm:g to
.\ rom negiect

Neariy 50 percent of all
capital money through
1977 was spent Oon new
routes But for all the
money spent. it will still
take $48 billion W eom-
plete the two survivors of
the program. the Queens
Trunk Line and the Sec-
ond Avenue subway.

1a 1971 the MTA Board

manufacturers to recover
damages worth $30 mii-
lion, abowt half of the cost
of the original purchase.
But the price the riding
public paid for the R-¢§
debacle pales by compari-
son o the feetwide devas-
tation the bdoard mar-
dated when #t voted to cut
preventive subway car
maintenance in 1978 dur-
ing the city’'s fiscal crisis.
Trains were jate and runs
were cancelied with in-
creasing tequency. By
January 1931, an average
of 430 cars a day either
never ieft the terminal or
broke down in mid-route
and were cancelled — a
concdition that could take
another Sve 0 seven
years to be remedied

“he riding public seems

MTA bac

to sufifer for decades for
the single decision of an
unaccountable MTA
Board.

The condition is true
today, with the MTA's
much-touted five-year

- capital plan, as it was for

the new routes program.
the R-48 subway car deba-
cie and subway car main-
icnance.

From the outset the
MTA'’s tive year plan dis-
carded the sound logic of
replacing components at
the end of their useful eco-
nomic life in favor of in-
vestments in crowd pleas-
ing: cosmetic improve
ments such as shiny new
cars and bright stations.
The discrepancies be-
tween what the system's
infrastructure needs —

By its own assessment,
the MTA is spending 380
million less than it needs
for the next five years to
repair its tracks and 3250
million less than it neecs
for tunnels, eicvated lines
and line equipment.

It doesnt take a genius
to predict that the short:
tall in track spending will
precipitate a serious rise
in derailments and an
abrupt deteroration in
service. Nor does it take
much insight to predict

lasore frequent and
lengthy emergency clo-
sures of parts of the sy'-

The riding public can
no longer endurs the
plagues visited upon
them by the MTA Board
and politicians should no
longer enjoy the luxury
of having their unac
countadble  surrogates
manage the zystem.

mately affect the quality
and performance of the
nation’s largest transpor-
ation system are made
by surrogates apointed by
one or mote various polit-
ical leadera. Neither thre
mayor noc the governor
are responsible for the
dudly operations of the
system. It is a siructure
set up to pass the buck fur
the deploradbie conditions

of the system.
But {f Gov. Cuomo
merely changes the

system'’s leaderz, without
taking active steps to
maks elected officials
more responsidbie for the
system, he will continue

m qr-mmm‘m
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aitan Borough President




Excerpced from the g € ATE ﬁ AR

Board of Estimate

No. 76

R-5430
IN THE MATTER OF a
COMMUNICATION dated Augus: 11, 1933, fom the President, Borough of
_Manhsattan, transmitung the foliowing resoiution which wouic require that before the
conversion of any Federal Title | redevelopment projects from rental to cooperative or
condominium ownership, application must be made to the Board of Estimate for ap-
proval of such conversions:

WHERZAS, The federal Housing Act of 1949 provided for financial assistance,
loans and grants to dear, replan, reconstruct and rehabilitate biighted neighbor-
boods throughout the razion including New York City; and

WHERZAS, Under Titie I of the Act, the federa! povernment provided capital
grants to the City of New York to fund the acquiaition of properz: throughout the
City by condemnation proceedings; and

WEEREAS, The Boars of Estimate of the City of New York exercised its
power of eminent domain o assemble sites for developments, theredy displacing
thousends of individuade and errall buinesses, and authomiesd the expenditure of
miiions of public doliars to make possible the development of these projects; and

WHEREAS, Section &% of the agreement between the City of New York and
Manhattantowr., Inc., a Title | project Jocated in the Borough of Manhattan (now
¥mown as Park West Viilage) dated May 22, 1952, states that “for a period of forty
vears from the compietion of the project no change shall be made in such project as
set forth in the redevelopment Plan attached hereto as Scheduie A without the con-
sent of the City Planning Commission and the Boare of Estimte ¢f the City”; and

HEEIERIENICH q“C’JOM 51D} of the agreement betweern the City of New York
and Columbue Circle Aparuments, a Tide 1 project located in the Borough of
Manhastan (r}ow known us Colliseurn Apartments) dated January 15, 18353, states
that “for a period of forty (40) years from the compietior. of the housing project no
change shall be made in the project as set forth in the Redeveicpment Plan of the
Ares (Schedule A of tnis Agreement) without the consert cf the City Planning
Comurnission and the Board of Estirnate of the City or of the respective successors
of said Commission and Ecard”; and

"ELREAS, Secton 510(¢) of the agreement betwean the City of New York
and New Yorx University/Sellevue, 3 Tite I project located in the Borough of
Manhatian (now known s Kips Bay) dated September 23, 1954, states that “for the
period of forty (40) years from the completion of the housing projec: no change shall
be made in the housing project as set forth in the Redevelopment Plan contained in
Schecuie A of this Agreement, without the consen: of the City Planning Commis
sion and the Board of Estimate of the City or of the respective successors of said
Commission and Board™; and

WHEREAS, The stated objective of each redevelopment plan »'as “ provide
housingz at the iowest possibie rental which is consisiant with sound financial plan-
ring” and and to obtain this objeciive the Board of Estimate established below mar-
ket saies prices for the land on which the wicremenuoned projecss are situated by
determining the capitalized value of the developmen: described in the redevelop-
ment plar of each project using projected per room rents su:;s:an::a.llv beiow the
mmavke: vaiue rentals, thus recucing the overall cost of each project ¢ 18 sponsorn
anc

WHEZRZIAS. It wus the cear mnteat of the Boad of Zstimate to reserve it
right ¢ determine the appresniateness of cny change in the redeveiopmen: plans
for these projects; anc i

WHERZIAS, The taree 2forementioned Title | projects 2:e 2t various stages in
the process of atlemptled conversion fom rental W cooperative of condorminium
owTerasiy: anc

VWREIRZIAS, The Ofce of the Attorney Generw cf wne Swate of Mew York has
nzjted any famher processing of the conversicns of cemzin of these devejopments
vending City Planning Comrmission and Board ¢f .i'.'n:c spproval.

GRS (003, BE IT RZSCLVED zha: the Bourd of Zsiimate ceems a conver-
sion from reniyl to cooperziive or condominium ownership in projecis consirucieg under
Title T of the Heusing Act of 194€ o be a change in the Redeveicpiment Pian as adcpied
by the Board ¢f Zezimate; and

BT IT FURTEZP RESCLVID that in order for a Tide | renza; de elop-ne-' 2
conver to cooperative ur candominium ownership Boars ¢f siimzie approval must be

(Tady Noo =28, Uhle mmatter whasiaiceotienh et il sty
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SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLomi HATZ! AlB: |6
919 THIRD AVENUE TS
NEW YORK 10022-9931

e o i @12; 3716000 e
Twx: 710 88!- 3814 M §23-0002
uYﬁ :;:'0‘:0 oo:‘ :.a:umm‘l;un oW
@212) 782 1084 ROL: 483- 6700
——
ONE RODNEY SOUARE
WILIINGTON, DELAWARE 1980}
08} 429-9200 *
S5 SOUTH NGUENCA STREEY
S LOS ANGELES, CALIPOMNA §0071
@131 400 -0000

Anne Weissenborn, Esq. \ /33
Federal Election Commission i
washington, D.C. 20463 <]
Re: Pre-MUR 123
O
P Dear Ms. Weissenborn:
Pursuant to your request, I am en¢10sing a copy
of the letter from D. H. Sawyer & Associates, Ltd. dated
O April 12 and copy of the letter from 0SI Information Pro-
<r cessing, Inc. The labels referred to in the OSI letter
eare tnhose which were affixed to the mailings which I
o previously forwarded to you.
~ Please advise me if there is anything further
that you need.
C
T Very truly yours,
o

YV S
47;. Schwar,

Thoma

4

ATTACHMENT 2
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Information Processing Inc.

May 17, 1984

Mr. Thomas Schwartz, Esgqg. ’ :
Skadéen, Arps, Slate, Méagher and Flom

€1¢ Third Avenue

New York, Kew York 10022

Dear Mr. Schwartz:

To clarify certain information which has been re-
guested, please be acdvised that:

0SI Informaticn Processing, Inc. and Election
Computer Serv;ces, Inc. are affiliates. E.C.S./0SI has
rformed computer work continuously since 1977 for

er:s
rOCTEW t_zn.

Our firm has produced materials covering these three
reas: -

l. 1list maintenance - opinion leacders,
contributions, etc.;

2. updatinc of borough wicde ¢rime voters
list which was first assembdled by the
tein '8l committee in 1981;

3. supplyving labels throuchout the peri-
oé of our relationship.

I trust the above information will satisfy your
r

0
.

1

]
i

é;\cerely,
s AT

\C.(:.’ui \ N \ % 5
Marguerite P. Marabon
Presicent

MPM:let

ATTACHMENT 2-a

575 Lexington Avenue. New. York New York 10022 (212)750-8844
333 Jericho Turrs - T 1216)831.7077 -




D H SA YER & AssdcflATEs LTD

60 WEST SSth STREET NEW YORK N Y. 10019 212 245 . 0041'?"

7(-

April 10, 1984

.. LI 3 co C e
e -

Thomas J. Schwarz{ Esquirc!f
Scadden Arxps '

919 Third Avenue f. = e SR i Tz - T
o | X ‘ ” ' *¥€ 
. Dear Mr. Schwarz: =2 . v . R
o . . i b . : Tk, ;
. Flezse be advised that this firm has performec nc services
o £or hnérew Stein or eany committee connected wzth Mr. Stein
" since 1981 Borxrough P:eszdent election. i
< ny cayvments received since that time were in connection . ;
with services performeé during the 1981 election, but which e
3 were felayed by rezascn of an oncoing discussion concerning .
o trne fees and the death of Paul Hessel, who was acting as
‘ en eitcrney in connection with this matter.
A
~ o
(@ 3
% y 2
o - ‘
-\ ol
ATTACHMENT 2-b
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Thomas J. Schwarz, Esquire

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher
and Flom

919 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10022

RE: Pre-MUR 123 and MUR 1699

Dear Mr. Schwarz:

On May 18, 1984, the Commission notified your client, the
Stein '8l Committee, of a complaint alleging violations of
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. This notification followed receipt of your letter and
memorandum of May 4, 1984, in which you asked that the Commission
address issues later raised in the complaint.

The Commission, on , 1984, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information provided
by your client, there is no reason to believe that a violation of
any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this matter.

Tt will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
First General Counsel's Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463°

George McDonald
211 East 8lst Street
New York, New York 10028

RE: MUR 1699

Dear Mr. McDonald:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
in your complaint dated May 9, 1984, and determined that, on the
basis of the information provided in the complaint and information
provided by the respondent, there is no reason to believe that a
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act"), has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission has
decided to close the file in this matter. The Federal Election
Campaign Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the"
Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a)(8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A, Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
First General Counsel's Report




SYAQDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLoM

918 THIRD AVENUE : .
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Anne Weissenborn, Esq.

Pedersl Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
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® | i ® . RECEIVED Ai THE FE@
SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLOM -%J { “" ¢ tJ 1
919 THIRD AVENUE s
NEW YORK 10022-9931

CASLE ADDRESS ONE SEACON STRERT

. ' (212) 371-86000 BOSTON, MASBACHUBETTS 02108
SRARBLAW NEW YORK
TWX: 710 861-3814 (&m §23-0002
TELEX 8458090 910 TIOHTEEZNTH STREET, M. W
TELECOPIER: WASHINGTON, O. C. 20000
(212) 782 1084 @O 463- 8700
ONE RODNEY SQUARE
WILMINOTON, ::uun 19801
(308) 420- 8200
June 5' 1984 S8 SOUTH FIGUEROA STREET
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORMA SO0t

@13) 480 - 4000

Anne Weissenborn, Esqg.
Federal Election Commission 5
Washington, D.C. 20463 ~

Re: MUR-1699 &)
- Dear Ms. Weissenborn:

Thank you for sending me a copy of the complaint
in the above MUR. Enclosed please find the Statement
of Designation of Counsel by Walter (not William) McCaffrey
on behalf of Stein '8l. I respectfully request that this
matter be merged with Pre-MUR 123 since both matters relate
to the same substance and that the materials that I have
sent you in connection with Pre-MUR 123 be deemed the
response to MUR-1699. Please advise me if this is an

g acceptable procedure.
1/ s
Téomas /,7' Schwarz

8 O

)

ours,
/9

4 0

Encl.

o
<
o




STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OFP COUNSEL

MUR 1699

NAME OF COUNSEL: Thomas J. Schwarz

ADDRESS : Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom

919 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10022-9931

TELEPHONE : (212) 371-6000 A

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my s
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

o
o the Commission.
€0 ~N |
S e 5 W Y A
0 Dq}é Signature
v
(=]
J RESPONDENT'S NAME: Walter McCaffrey, Treasurer
= ADDRESS : STen &1
T
GO (aot Ldmd Jhucl
o
e Yptk, Fy
g TS o
HOME PHONE: R/l ARG -6S57/

BUSINESS PHONE:




NEW YORN bn-ﬁaj

Anne Weissenborn, Esq.

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
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SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLOMY M”ﬂ “w "
919 THIRD AVENUE
NEW YORK 10022-9931

CABLE ADDRESS 2 ONE BEACON STAREY
“SRARBLAW NEW YORK" (212) 371-8000 20870K, fr s
TWX: 7/0 881-3814 oM 23-0002
TELEX 8488090 port Al L
TELECOMER: nmnwm.“m o.mr. .
212) 782 1084 208 483- §700
ONE RODNEY SQUARE
WILIINGTON, DELARARE 19801
(308) 489-9800

May 18, 1984

/i. e e
Anne Weissenborn, Esq. /Ozj
Federal Election Commission e
Washington, D.C. 20463 s
(o,
Re: Pre-MUR 123
Dear Ms. Weissenborn:
(-]
AR Pursuant to your request, J am enclosing a copy
: of the letter from D. H. Sawyer & Associates, Ltd. dated
0 April 12 and copy of the letter from OSI Information Pro-
cessing, Inc. The labels referred to in the OSI letter
= are those which were affixed to the mailings which I

previously forwarded to you.

Please advise me if there is anything further
that you need.

o
v
(22

Very truly yours,
<r P
(- o]
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April 10, 1984

Thomas J. Schwarz, Esqulre‘$~

D H SAWYER & ASSOCIATES

60 WEST 55th STREET NEW i(onx N. Y '10019 1212 « 245 ¢ 0047,
, . 'C R ;

P

Scadden Arps . . : el e ;
919 Third Avenue g ghien e N S
NY NY : v AN S

2o

Dear Mr. Schwarz:

Please be advised that this firm has performed no services
for Andrew Stein or any committee connected with Mr. Stein
since 1981 Borough President election.

Any payments received since that time were in connection

with services performed during the 1981 election, but which g

were delayed by reason of an ongoing discussion concerning '

the fees and the death of Paul Hessel, who was acting as

an attorney in connection with this matter.
»

BES e
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Information Processing Inc.

May 17, 1984

Mr. Thomas Schwartz, Esq.

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher and Flom
919 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Dear Mr. Schwartz:

To clarify certain information which has been re-
quested, please be advised that:

NSI Information Processing, Inc. and Election
Computer Services, Inc. are affiliates. E.C.S./0SI has
performed computer work continuously since 1977 for
Andrew Stein. ’

Our firm has produced materials covering these three
areas: :

1. 1list maintenance - opinion leaders,
contributions, etc.;

2. updating of borough wide prime voters
list which was first assembled by the
Stein '81 committee in 1981;

3. supplying labels throughout the peri-
od of our relationship.

I trust the above information will satisfy your
Incudrses! [
sl
3~

Sijcerely, S \ c {
V& fea — | \’ Gt

Sl P SRS A

' .

Marguerite P. Marabon

President

572 Lexington Avenue, New Yors New York 10022 (212) 750-8844
SR JEENG Tupanile JAHESD iNaw Yool 39758 (51619617077 °
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 18, 1984

George McDonald
211 East 8lst Street
New York, NY 10028

Dear Mr. McDonald:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
which we received on May 14, 1984, against Stein '8l1, which
alleges violations of the Federal Election Campaign laws. A
staff member has been assigned to analyze your allegations. The
respondents will be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Commission takes final
action on your complaint. Should you have or receive any
additional information in this matter, please forward it to this
office. We suggest that this information be sworn to in the same
manner as your original complaint. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's procedure for
handling complaints. If you have any questions, please contact
Barbara A. Johnson at (202) 523-4143.

Sincerely,

Chayles N. Steele

e A. tos'
Associate Genefal Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 18, 1984

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William McCaffrey, Treasurer

Stein '81 )

60 East 42nd Street .

New York, NY 10165 .

Re: MUR 1699

Dear Mr. McCaffrey:

This letter is to notify you that on May 14, 1984 the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
that the committee and you, as treasurer, may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 1699. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against the committee and
you, as treasurer, in connection with this matter. Your response
must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materizls which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) and § 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,




-2 -

If you have any questions, please contact Anne Weissenborn,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4000. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints,

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

By/ Kenneth A, Gross
Associate Gener Counsel

(&)
(- o)
e}
=T
o
Enclosures
Al 1., Complaint
2. Procedures
< 3. Designation of Counsel Statement
<r
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MEMORANDUM TO:
FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

The attached has

information.

ttachment

FEDERAL ELECTION. COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

o o

THE COMMISSION

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/ SUSAN M. TEIR™
MAY 16, 1984

ORIGINAL COMPLAINT - MUR 1699
dated May 9, 1984

been circulated for your

i
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GEQRGE McDONALD

211 East 8lst Street
New York, New York 10028 iiiY{4 £3: |§

MU 199

May 9, 1984

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Ladies and Gentlemen:
This letter is a formal complaint under Part 1lll of the

= Federal Election Commission Regulations, and a request for an
investigation into the campaign expendituree of Stein 81, the

© principal campaign committee of Andrew Stein for the 1981 Manhat-
tan Borough President election. Mr. Stein has filed a Statement
of Candidacy with the Federal Election Commission as a candidate
o for Congress from the 15th Congressional District of New York, and
has established a principal campaign committee for that eliection,
) under the name "Stein for Congress". I am requesting an investiga-
o tion as to possible expenditures by Stein 81 in support of the
a candidacy of Mr. Stein for Congress.
)
Enclosed are financial reports of Stein 81 for the
(e periods ended January 15, 1983, July 15, 1983 and January 15, 1984.
o1y Stein 81 received contributions during those periods of $269,415,
> $243,500, and $275,135, respectively, mainly from corporations and
o from contributors who made contributions in excess of $1,000.

During those periods the committee had expenditures of $154,224,
$116,134, and $87,151, respectively, exclusive of the repayment of
loans to Mr. Stein. During those periods, no active re-election
campaign for Borough Presiden’. was being conducted. Many of these
payments appear to be of the type that would be primarily in support
of Mr. Stein's candidacy for Congress. For example, allegations
have been made that voter lists are being compiled by the Committee
which relate only to the 15th Congressional District, which encom-
passes only a portion of the Borough of Manhattan. In addition,
allegations have been made that the Committee has paid for mailings
that were made exclusively within the Congressional District. Enclosed
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The Federal Election Commission
May 9, 1984
Page 2

is a copy of articles from The Town & Village Newspaper, which
report that the Committee has refused to answer questions con-
cerning allegations of this type.

Since the contributions received by Stein 81 are not in
compliance with the federal election laws, expenditures in support
of a federal election campaign would violate federal law. I am
therefore making this complaint and request for an investigation
by the Federal Election Commission.

Sworn and Subscribed to by me
this 9th day of May, 1984.

On the 9th day of May, 1984, before me personally came
George McDonald, to me known to be the individual de-
scribed in and who executed the foregoing instrument, and
acknowledged that he executed the same.

B .y ‘L : )
L’/ LI ‘f/ /; . / ‘, 2’,7(_'\-""3—{4,\ . {j,‘ .
{f

Notary Public

; .
i P/

DONA!D p. HEMNDER
Notary Puh?’ﬂic, Stata Lnfg\?:{' ‘\’(?)-rk
. No 3tapagosy
Oua.hfrgd in Ne\;' York Ceunt
mmission Expires March 30‘“15&?5-

WSS
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. e . BOARD OF ELECTIONS
FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE STATEMENT — CANDIDATE OR POLITICAL COMMITTEE

(see instructions on reverse side)

STEIN - 81 Identification Number o

{full name Of CanaIOale O COMMIlIee) S
. Il 144 I
60 East 42nd Street President BO:O\lgh of Manhattan
(sureel) (Ottice & Potiical Subdmson)
Democrat

New York, N.Y. 10165 .
(Cny. state. 2:p cooe) IName of Panty Of InG r

Check if address has changed
since last statement

REPORT FOR

ELECTION ON

(primary, general, special)

TYPE OF REPORT

» CHECK ONE: O Candidate itemized
0O Committee itemized

O Candidate in-lieu-of @ |

P -

. T 23

O Committee in-lieu-of g ;oo

CHECK ONE: LT -_<':‘="
- LY -

0O 32-day pre- primary O 32-day pre- election C January 15, 19 —— =
. (=]
O 11-day pre- primary C 11-day pre- election 0 May 15, 19 CF S ,1.’.,":
' © - =T

C 27-day post-primary T 27-day post-election O September 15, 19 .  °° <
July 1983 _X red . 29

== ' XS

h

i :
! CHECK IF APPLICABLE: -
O Termination report Z Amendment to report

VERIFICATION

ITEMIZED IN-LlEU-O#

Walter McCaffrey

(name) {name)
Treasurer of the of the
(Traasurer, Cancidate. other) for (Treasurer. Candidate. other) for
STEIN 81
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SUMMARY PAGE

Candidate Statement:

expenditures which are included in a political committee report.

Committee Statement: Complete Sections A, B, C, D, E.

Complete Sections A, B, C, D. Do not include in this statement receipts and

Section A — RECEIPTS (this period):

LINE NO.:
1 Monetary Contributions Itemized (Schedule A1)
2 } Unitemized

3 Contributions other than money (Schedule A2)

4 Sub-total Contributions (add lines 1 through 3)

5 Refunds of Contributions (Schedule A3)

6 Tota! Contributions (subtract line 5 from line 4)

7 Loans Received this period (Schedule A4)

8 Transfers In (Schedule .AS)

9 Other Receipts (Schedule A6)

10 Tota! of net receipis and contributions other than money
(add lines 6 through 9) :

Primary

Election

(Column A)
§243,500.00

Generator
Special Electior
(Column B)

e .

£ 3

s’-—

$.243,500.00 ¢

¢ Section B — DISBURSEMENTS (this period):
1 itemized (Schedule B1)

12 Net campaign Disbursements Unitemized

and Expenditures in-kind

13 (In support of one or more Expenditures In-Kind
candidates) (Schedule A2)

14 ’ Refund (Schedule B2)

15 ) Total (add lines 11 through 13 less
line 14)

{constituted and party
committee only)

16 Non-campaign Disburse-
ments

17 Repayment of loans (Schedule B3)
18 Transfers Out (Scngdule B84)
18 Total Other Disbursements (add lines 16 through 18)

20 Tota! of net Disbursements and Expenditures in-kind
(acd lines 15 and 19) '

. ¢__58,271.46

s 187.50

g 58,458.96

120,000.00

57,676.80

177,676.80

s 236,135.7€
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Ai'on C — Cash Balance

E NO. (Columns A & B)

Cash Balance at Beginning of this period {enter amount
from previous report line 25 or if this is first report, 15.11
enter zero) c

Tota!l of Net Receipts and Contributions Other than 243,500.00
Money this period (add line 10 columns A & B)

Tota! (add line 21 and 22)

Total of Net Disbursements and Expenditures in-kind - 236,135.76
this period (add line 20 columns A & B) $=

Cash Balance at End of this Period
(subtract line 24 from line 23)

§ 243,515.11

7,375.35

ion D — Campaign Financial Status

(4

26 Liabilities (excluding loans) Incurred THIS PERIOD which
are still outstanding (Schedule C1) -

77 Liabilities (excluding loans) Outstanding from PREVIOUS
PERIODS (liabilities line 28 of previous report less liabil-
ities which have been paid; If first repcrt enter zero)

8 Total liabilities Outstanding (add lines 26 and 27)

9 Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures in-kind . )
PREVIOUSLY REPORTED (enter line 31 of previous re- 1,187,427.80

“*port or if this is first report enter zero) $

10 Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures in-kind 58,458.96
THIS PERIOD (enter line 15) $

il Total Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures
in-kind to date (add lines 29 and 30)

‘¢ 1,235,886.76

12 Total Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures in-
kind to date and liabilities Outstanding (add lines 28 and 245,500.00
31) $ ==_._——

13 ‘Total loans Outstanding 246,500.00




4 Jon. 1978.pg 4 SUMMARY PAGE

Section E — Allocation of Total Campaign Finances to Candidate(s) supported by this committee. (if a
candidate authorlzation or non-authorization has not been filed for each candidate sup-
ported, such a statement must be filed with this report.)

(1) Enter Line 32 column A on Line 54 column A; enter Line 32 column B on Line 54 column B.
(2) List each of the candidates supported by this committee on Lines 34 thru 53.

(3) Allocate Line 54 A to eazh of the candidates: enter amounts in Lines 34 through 53 Column A.
(4) Allocate Line 54 B to each of.the candidates: enter amounts in Lines 34 thru 53 column B.

Accumulative Allocation of Campaign Finances 10 Canc:dale-;
9' o g CANDIDATE . =Y
) i PRIMARY ELECTION GENERAL OR SPECI:
g 9‘ (Column A) ELECTION (Column £
" LAST NAME FIRST NAME amount percent amount perce-
B.P. Man | STEIN ANDREW 1,235,886.76100 )
L[4
|
]
]
i«
: T
' |
1 ! :
! !
! | ;
: e,
- A=zcmis on thus line & line 32 A i : L 0
m2s: e the same $,235,886.76'%0% S ¥ :!00»
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MONETARY CONTRIBUTIONS

A1 Identification

PorG
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MONETARY CONTRIBUTIONS

DFFICIAL
USE

CA

CON

A1 Identification

PorG

E
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eAlc|ay 8
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MONETARY CONTRIBUTIONS

CA

e N Alidentitication Period PorG Control
€ |9|® FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS AMOUNT
ceweo| 3 | & )

:
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DISBURSEMENTS

SCHEDULE B1

E PAID |

FULL NAME

MAILING ADDRESS

AMOUNT

PURPOSE OF
DISBURSEMEN
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REFUNDS CF DISBURSEMENTS SCHEDULE B>
: : AMOUNT
I FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS N MOANT

REPAYMENT OF LOANS SCHEDULE B2
PAID FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS §__AMOUNT [DATE OF LOA.
1> | Corploper Sl Lo - :
e\ G lone S50 3¢ v —
3 | el Lo, Ze, o =

TRANSFERS OUT

TOTAL

120,000

SCHEDULE B+

Identification

Period

PorG

FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS AMOUNT
it 3 Pk az Loely MM | /oo~
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3y | AIA L sl
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BOARD OF ELECTIONS C

FINANCJAL DISCLOSURE STATEMENT — CANDIDATE OR POLITICAL COMMlT‘!EE 9
_ (see mstwcnons on reverse sice)

Stein 81

Identificalion Number
vl name ot cana:cate 0F COMMitieg)

) |r 144 “
60 East 42nd Street

el
jguast) 2 ) (Ottice § Political Suddivision)
New York, N.Y. 10165 % i
(cay, state, 3i¢ co0e) (Name of Pany ot InCepencent Bocy)
Check if 2¢dress has changed .
since last siatement |

REPORT FOR

ELECTION ON

(primary, general. speciall

TYPE OF REPORT
CHECK ONE: & Candidate it'e‘mized

C Commitiee ii‘émized’

{53 Candidate in-lieu-of

C Committee in-lieu-of
CHECK ONE:

G 32-day pre- il vy T 32.day pre- election L o January 15, 19 84 -n
¢ . -
. D 11-day pre- primary C 11-day pre- election O May 15, 19

o
* 0 27-day post-primary T 27-day post-election O September 15, 19 — pER

‘.’B :d.',' l."-: . L3 i)

o

MO

CHECK IF APPLICABLE:
C Termination report

Wgs Nt 0

T Amendment to

VERIFICATION
ITEMIZED

IN-LIEU-OF
Wa2lter McCaffrey . ‘
(name) : T (name) o ’
Treasurer . of the " " ofthe
(Treasure:. Candiate. ciher) {or . (Traasurer, Cancicate. otner) for
Stein 81

':;.?:."",‘:T"'““ ©r otfice or party positicn! stote (Name o commilies of olfice of panty position) s:ate :f:a1 |
7I0IMR1ON CONTIINEC NEreiN DeINg Mo have NOY 1eceived NOY expenduC MOIe than One $aN0
Prerusnt W Aricie Y& 0f the Etecrion Low i3 wn el re- oollars in connection with‘;;il CIMBRQ .!\ L

@oeco v':o 10 the Des: 0f my Anowledge, mimmn-on . J
~0 Dele I

T {sipnsture)

{Ceve) (signature)

J‘en;.::‘!'gsll J.k\ Mm:C &ﬁ_-]

ANY FALSE STATEMENT MADE IN THE WITHIN STATEMENT 1S PUNISHAEBLE
AS A CLASS A MISDEMEANOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 210.45 OF THE PENAL LAW




EBE 4 Jan. 1978-pg. 2 : SUMMARY PAGE

Candidate Statement: Complete Sections A, B, C, D. Do not include in this statement receipts and
expenditures which are included in a political committee report.
|
Committee Statement: Complete Sections A, B, C, D, E.’

Section A — RECEIPTS (this period): ) Primary General o
i [ Election Special Electica
LINE NO.: B (Column A) (Column 8)

1 Monetary Contributions } ltemized (Schedule A1) < 264,585.07 .

A

2 Unitemized
3 Contributions other than money (Schedule A2)
4 Sub-total Contributions (add lines 1 through 3)
5 Refunds of Contributions (Schedule A3)
6 Total Contributions (subtract line 5 from line 4)
7 Loans Received this period (Schedule Ad) .

. 8 Transfers In (Schedule AS5)
9 Other R_eceipts (Schedule A6)

10 Total of net receipts and contributions other than money
(add lines 6 through 9) .

- - §.10,100.C2
s  450.0C

R E R E XY

§275,135.00

Ser—m e S

Section B — DISBURSEMENTS (this period):
" ) ltemized (Schedule B1) ¢ 81,595.0¢

12 Net campaign Disbursements Unitemized : ' S 1f c”
and Expenditures in-kind

13 (in support of one or more Expenditures In-Kind
candidates) - . (Schedule A2) & S

4 " Refund (Schedule B2) 2 $S=
15 . Total (add lines 11 through 13 less 81,671.5:
: S

. line 14)

16 Non-campaign Disburse- (constituted and party ¥
ments committee only) S

17 Repayment of ioans (Schedule B3) ) 5179, 500.C:
18 Transfers Out (Schedule B4) s_5,480.C°
. 19 Total Other Disbursements (add lines 16 through 18) ' : $184,980.CC

" 20 Total of net Disbursements and Expenditureﬁ in-kind
(add lines 15 and 19)

szets‘.sm 9€




Jan. 1978-p9.3 ' SUMMARY PAGE

ion C — Cash Balance

E NO. (Columns A & B) -

Cash Balance atl Beginning of this period (eﬁter amount
tfrom previous report line 25 or if this is first report, 7,375.35
enter 2ero) S

Totz! of Net Receipts and Contributions Other than 75 ]3‘5 00
Money this period (add line 10 columns A & B) s_ 275,135.

Total (add line 21 and 22) ; A $_282 510 38

Total of Net Disbursements and Expenditures in-kind : 266.651.96
this period (add line 20 columns A & B) ) ot b

Cash Balance at End of this Period

(subtract line 24 trom line 23) $__15.858.39

Bection D — Campaign Financial Status | , Primary . General or
: \ Election Special
Election
(Column A) (Column B)

26 Liabilities (excluding loans) Incurred THIS PERIOD which
are still outstanding (Schedule C1) e sUl .S

27 Liadilities (excluding loans) Outstanding from PREVIOUS
PERIODS (liabilities line 28 of previous report less liabil-
ities which have been paid; if first .« cr enter zero)

28 Total liabilities Outstanding (add lines 26 and 27)

29 Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures inkind
PREVIOUSLY REPORTED (enter line 31 of previous re-
port or if this is first report enter zero)

¢1,235,886.76

30 Net Campaign Disb;:rsemems and Expenditures in-kind 81.671.96
THIS PERIOD (enter line 15) s s

31 Total Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures
in-kind to date (add lines 29 and 30) s 1,317,558.72

32 Total Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures in-
kind to date and liabilities Outstanding (add lines 28 and
31) °

33 Tota! loans Outstanding
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. SUMMARY PAGE

Section E — Allocation of Total Campaign Finances 1o Candidate(s) supported by this committee. (if a
candidate authorization or non-authorization has not been flled for each candidate sup-
ported, such a statement must be filed with this report.)

(1) Enter Line 32 column A on Line 54 column A; enter Line 32 column B on Line 54 column B.
(2) List each of the candidates supported by this committee on Lines 34 thru 53.

(3) Allocate Line 54 A to each of the candidates: enter amounts in Lines 34 through 53 Column A.
(4) Allocate Line 54 B to each of the candicates: enter amounts in Lines 34 thru 53 column B.

v

i . L v f i inanc = S
CANDIDATE Accumulative Aliocation of Campaign Finances to Canc -

PRIMARY ELECTION GENERAL OR SP=C:
(Column A) ELECTION (Colu=n
LAST NAME FIRST NAME amount percant amount

Stein Andrew 1,317,558.72

40144810

i =
Amounts on this line & line 32 =
must be the same : $1,317,558.72




E & Jan. Tsia-pg. S
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' rawmmwm'wsm | Py = SCHEDULE

. CA ' ‘ : :
ICIA .
F:g t coCON A1 ldentilication " Period PorG 'Conuol
c|z FULL NAME | MAILING ADDRESS - | amou:,
IVED| 5 | & : !
7|2 ’

1923 Leonard Litwin ' L200 Union Turnpike New Hyde Park N.Y. | 2-000.¢
83 Fre& Fanocherian 575 Park Avenue South . NYWC 10016 2,000.C
33 Jeffrey Glick 3000 Marcus Ave Lake Success,NY 11042 |4,000.¢
83 Hoeérd Rubenstein X 1345 Ave of the Americas NYC 1,000.C
33 Julia Robinson - | 641 5th Avenue New York, N.v. 10022  |1,000.¢
&3 Edward Arrigon; s it Eiﬁnl?'§.5?5132$§‘”e 1,000.7
83 Steve Fields - M LA Ha ] treat Hew York. NY 10005 b0
83 Orin Kramer \ 1 Lincoln Plaza New York, NY 10023 2‘000:5
83 Mendik 330 Madison Avenue New York, NY 10017 | 600.¢
a3 Peter Solomon 55 Water Street New York, N.Y. 10041 300.7

100 William Street New York, NY 10038 [i0,000.

Seymour Cohn

/83 B.L. Schwartz 955 5th Avenue New York, N.:Y 10021 600. .

/83 Mrs. M.F. Polayes s 27 West 87th Street New York,NY 10024 150.¢

/83 Dr&Mrs Maurice Goo:772" 7 171 West 79th Street New York, N.Y1002 300.¢

/83 Marjorie Sachs 196 East 75th Street NYC 10021 300.¢

/83 Judy Singer : 330 West 72nd Street NYC 10023 90.¢

/83 Christopher Lee 330 West 72nd Street New York, N.Y. 135.°
/83 Angelo C. Pao]ino. 171 Farmingdale St Islip NY.. 83.:
/83 Rosemary Palino = |171 Farmingdale S¢. Islip,NY 45.:
/83 Esther B. Wolf 240 Central Park West NYC 100.
/83 Jan Levy i ]115 Central Park West NYC 10023 25.
o T 260 Park Avenue South NYC i 600.

Transport Work:rs 1980 Broadway 200"

/83 HelenetSidney Stein 241 Centra) Park West NYC 500.

.'.' f

TOTAL CR BALANCE FORWARD
— ¢ - . : —

28,025.00
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IR e R E TR SO BUH RS T SCAEDDc
S ‘ ®8 33
'si!AL . z‘o\CON ' A1 Identification Period. PorG Control
E % ol2 FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS AMO3L.
IVED| S | & :
= .
B.- e Alison R. Mager 500 5th Avenue NYC 10017 | 31"50(:.&
Pater Hager 500 5th Avenue NYC 10017 : Jz.soo.at
Nathan H. Mager. 500 5th Avenue NYC 10017 ~ $,300.00
B Harry Silverman 888 7th Avenue New York, NY 10116 'ho,ooc,c
3 John Radziwill 834 5th Avenue New York, N.Y. 10021 1,007.7
3 Warner LeRoy 317 East 64th Street NYC 10021 2,00C.C
3 LaRossa, Axenfeld &Mitchell 41 ..Madison Avenue NYC 10010 50C.C
3 Admarketing Exchange Media 22 East 29th Street NYC g 1,00C.C
s B.L. Schwartz 944 Sth Avenue NYC 10021 1,00:.¢
Arnold Kimmel. ' 20t
Sanford M. Litvack 505 N. Village Avenue Rockville,NY 202.C
13 Kevin McGrath 330 Madison Avenue NYC 20-.C
83 Sigmund Wahrsager 700 Park Avenue NYC 10021 1,50C.C.
3 Serres, Visione & Rice Inc. 108 Greenwich Street NYC 10016 1,00C.0
17 /i Joseph Solomon 153 East 53rd Street RYC 10022 250 o
3 Stanley M. Grossman 34 Sterling Road Harrison,NY 10528 25¢.¢
3 Andrew G. Racz 444 East 86th Street NYC 10028 20C.C
3 Benenson Capital Company 380 Madison Avenue NYC 10017 &n” r
3 Herbert Rubin 40 Wall Street NYC 10005 50.C
3 Lawrence Rosenbluth 342 Madison Avenue NYC 10017 25
3 Bass, Ullman & Lustigman 747 3rd Avenue NYC 10017 100.¢C
3 Peter Fishbein 101 Woodlands Road Harrison NY 10528 50:.C
3 David Muss 635 Madison Avenue NYC 10022 50:.C
3 ! Glaser, Shandelld Blitz 521 Sth Avenue _| seo-.c
1o 119,450.00 ) TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD 2




j’_'".M" . - Py m:venaﬁ,;. i

iclaL. CA” ‘ | i
CON A1 Identification Period PorG Control
St . o - :
ol2 FULL NAME: MAILING ADDRESS RMCUN
IVED| 3 | = S
|8

B3 Michael Singer 42 c&éoanut Road Palm Beach, F1 33480 | ¥,0¢.(
133 Lewis Rudin 345 Park Avenue NYC 10154 2,560.C
83 Bernstein,Litowitz berger 99 Park Avenue NYC 10016 "~ 500.C
83 Virgil Gladieux .2630 Lasket Rd Toledo,Ohio 43613 1,000, €
83 S. Kornreich& Sons, Inc 919 3rd Avenue NYC 10022 1,080.¢
&3 Arnold Stream 717 3rd Avenue NYC 10017 e
g3 Helen Guthrie A 521 5th Avenue NYC 1.030;;
83 Lawrence Levine ' 40 East 38th Street NYC 10016 190.¢
83 Leo Jaffee - 711 Sth Avenve NYC 10022 190.¢

83 Potamkin Cadillac 11th Ave at 54th Street NYC 10019 1,630.7
83 88349sSsurrows 514 West 49th Street KYC 10019 230.7
183 | Joseph S. Ro* - an 375 Park Avenue NYC 10152 10.0:

Nelson Seitei

111 8th Avenue NYC 10011

200.

Richard J. Fay

481 Westchester Ave Créstwood,NY 10707

CharTes Allen, Jr.

711 5th Avenue NYC 10022

1,€30.¢<

/€3

Leon Dematteis

820 Eimont Road, Elmont, NY 11003

1,030.°

Jeffrey E. Epstein

265 East 66th Street NYC 10021 -

1,C0. .

/83

Mcmahan, Brafman, MOrgan& Co.

40 Wall Street NYC 10005 .-

1,030.:

Bernard H. Mendik

330 Madison Avenue NYC 10017

Harvey Rosen

220 Madison Avenue NYC 10016

/83

Shorenstein& Shorenstein

595 Madison Avenue NYC 10022

100.

/83

Stephen E. Smith

lZS{Park Avenue NYC 10017

1,000.

83

Abraham Shrader

630 7th AvenueNYC 10018

'83

Robert S. Pirie

Aquila Farm Hamilton, Mass. 01936

23,350.00

—
=

TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD




iclaL. CA 7 .
SE CON A1 Identification Perlod PorG Control
N = °) . . .
1212 FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS - o
ED| 3 |5 : \
. . <
-]

:5. Charles Kotick 230 Park Avenue NYC - 1:500.3

P Harold and Ruth Lubell | 500 East 77th Street NYC 10162 ! 1,000.0

83 Lawrence Spellman - 22 West 96th Street NYC 10025 1,000.C

Saul Pearce ) 230 Park Avenue NYC 11,000:2

23 Alan Aronsohn 200 East 82nd Street NYC 1,06(.?

83 Mathew Silverman ' 230 Park Avenue 1,00C.0

a3 A. Irving 1,00C.¢

¥i1liam =
a3 Messina ,Gloria Josephson 745 5th Avenue NYC . 7,50C.¢C
Robert Edwards 460 Svivan Ave,Englewood Cliffs,N.J. 50C.C

83 Alice Sachs - | 3 L SE0 5.7
83' Tanebaum Harber Co : 221 West 57th Street NYC 10C.C

83 Tufo & Zuccotti - 645 Madison Avenue NYC 10022 L 4,00C.C

8 KSB Broadway fssociates 165 Duane Street NYC 10013 ﬁ0.00C.C

83 HRO International 575 Madison Avenue NYC 10022 L0,0%r.

Arthur Emil 791-Park Avenue NYC 2,50:.C

Peter Kalikow 101 Park Avenue NYC

50 Park Avenue NYC
345 East 80th Street NYC -

Timex Garage Corp

Rollex Garage Corp

‘83 |y Kalikow Construction Corp. - 101 Park Avenue NYC 1,50:.¢

83 500 Park Avenue Associates “| “90 Park Avenue NYC 1,50:.

H.J. Kalikow s 101 Park Avenue NYC 2,00:.

Rockefeller Plaza NYC

Minor Associates

Ed Downe

83

1/83 Carol Realty 2,00C.0

79.250.0 : TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD
— e — — e —




T *‘%&T&MMK&B&W&QM@&&

L

Gg“. Z:‘:ON Al I'denmicalion .' Period : PorG °°""°'.
NE FULL NAME- MAILING ADDRESS - " | amous
IVED -3 g ’ p . 3
g |
g Sidney E. Cohn 1370 Ave of the Americas MYC 10019 " 250
B3 Mulligan & Jacobson 25 West 45th Street NYC 10036 250
L Civil Service Ret. Emp.Assoc. | 267 Broadway NYC 10007 , R AT
B3 Leon;rd Toboroff, P.C. i 425 Park Avenue NYC 105.
B3 Saul Shames 767 3rd Avenue NYC. 10017
83 Abraham Hirschfeld .| 336 East 61st Street NYC 10021 | 503.¢

33 | Aaron J. Broder \\ ' 350 :5th Avenue 3 1,00:.¢C
Kenpart Realty 909 3rd Avenue 2,007.¢
TechnicolorService 2049 Central Park East Los Angeles; Ca.| g gp:.¢

575 S5th Ave Associates 111 Great Neck Road Great NeckNY

TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD 264,585.00




SCHEDULE A5

o £ el N B 1= i
2 Jan. 1976997 djﬂ‘liﬁ\ml-t'htﬁ.—m 83 7.
CA - ‘ :
AL ™ TRI A1 Identification Period PorG
co :
AMOLNT

FULL NAME

MAILING ADDRESS

NHew Yorkers for Stein

10,000.0¢

Stenley Michaels, Friends of

100.0CC

OTHER RECEIPTS

TOTAL 10,100.00

SCHEDUL: A
TYPE OF

FULL NAME

MAILING ADDRESS

AMOUNT

REC:S 5T

Broadwav Palace Co.

1564 Broadway New York, NY

_~450.00

refund

tickece




S 40—y~ -
E*Nos OF DISBURSENENTS ° @) SCHEDULE =:
C: : AMOUNT
FULL NAME . MAILING ADDRESS REFUNC:;

.
&

TOTAL

e

~ REPAYMENT OF LOANS ' SCHEDULE :
FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS AMOUNT |DATECF LT-

SRR 38 East 85th Street NYC 20,000. 00

e 38 East 85th Street'NYC 5,000. 00

Andrew Stein 38 East 85th Street NYC 25,000.00

Andrew Stein . 38 East 85th Street NYC 10,000.00

179,500.00
TOTAL - 179,500.00

- —

TRANSFERS OUT . SCHEDULE :

identification Period ' PorG

FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS AMOUN™

Human Rights Campaion Fund 150. 00

Pulaski Associates 61-60 56th Road Masbeth,NY 11578 o 100.00

Lamda Ind. Democrats . . .i ) 50.00

New Dem Club ' = 125.00
VIO i 100.00
| Jefferson Dem Club ' Ao == 400. 00

Friends of“Carolyﬁ Maloney : - 70.00

Indepehdent Democratic Club - 110.00

Gay Mens Health Crisis i : 50.00

New Democratic Coalition : 200.€0

Gay Mens Health Crisis ) Y00. 00
| 5,480. 00




R R‘JI‘?DSOOE pissihstmints : ¥  scheoute B

AMOUT
FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS REFUN-E

/523 . Croadiuay Pé]acg Co 1564 Broadway New York, N.Y. 10036
. G

- Y =
.

TOTAL

, ~ REPAYMENT OF LOANS. | SCHEDULZ £
FULL NAME : MAILING ADDRESS AMOUNT |DATE OF _.*

Andrew Stefn ~ 38 East 85th Street NYC 25,000.00
Andrew Stein 38 East 85th Street NYC' 1,500.00
Andne skein i | 38 East 85th Street Nec | 21,000.00

Andfew Stein 5 ' 38 Fast 85th Street NYC 27,000. 00

Andrew Stein : 38 East 85th Street NYC 25,000.00.

Andrew Stein 38 Last 85th Street NYC 20,000.00
foTaL ~ -

e ==

—  _ —— — ——— —— —

TRANSFERS OUT SCHEDUL: £

identification Period " PorG

FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS - AMOU*. Y

Committee t6 elect J. Birnbaum : 100.0:

friends of James McManus 319 West 48th Street NYC 500.0:

NAACP  Show of Shows : N 100.0:

Liberal Party : 1560 Broadway 58 2,500. 0:

Committee for Alicea+Quinn ) o AR . b= 20.0:

Friends of Stern+Gonzalez " 1 656 West 181st Street NYC 20.0:

Community Free Demorrats : 506 Amsterdam Ave New York, N.Y. 120.C:

Friends of Gonzalez 656 West 181st Street New York, N.Y. -] aijb;

4 Cormittee for Elaine Par: ker ; 100.C°

6LID _ . _300.C2
MH ‘




. o T

A_._i_.n_-.‘

LN - B, S I

— PURPOSE CF
AID FULL NAME h MAILING ADDRESS T AMOUNT R
P newspaper ad
/83 | .Tovm and Village 235 Park Avenue South NYC 1,176.00
1 D. H. Sewyer Associates 6,000.00

Goldmark Group

6 Vest 18th Street NYC

1,000.00

printing

Postmasfer

GPO New York, N.Y.

1,400.00

Sierra Club

100.00

Goldmark Group

6 YWest 18th Street NYC

2,750.00

pfinting

Dance Base Inc.

276 Riverside Drive NYC 10025

185.00

contribution

B3 Postmaster

GPO New York, N.7.

2,000.00

postage °

o/83

Postmaster

GPO New York, N.Y.

. 1,000.00

postage L

20/83 | NY Gay Vote 175.00 | ad
23/83 | Petty, Cash 350,00 ::;::g;:ec

23/83

Jewish Press

338 3rd Avenue Brooklyn, NY

600.00

ad

31/83

+odernage

325 East 46th Street NYC 10017

8.50

photos

1/83 |Postmaster GPO New York, N.Y. -~ 310.00 | postage
e - imbursez
2/83 |Andrew Stein 38 East 85th Street NYC NYC 951735 | sensess

' c ter
14783 |0s1 575 Lexington Avenue NYC 10022 6651000 B

19783 !Community Herald | _110 Fast 23rd Street NYC 50.00 |ad
'19/83 |John P2yl Center 103 East 7th Street NYC 100.00 |contridytior
'16/83 1.4 A N A Heln ’ 19 C1iff Street NYC ; 100.00 contributior

'19/83 |Postmaster GPO New York, NY 700.00 | postage
"19/83 [Michael Battaglino 315 7th Avenue NYC 250.00 | Loimburses
'28/83 | 0.5.1 575 Lexington Avenue NYC 10022 250.00 1 SoTPate!

300 _00

rgn#riknégq—

roze2 | pocrican Jowi -J£L£as¢-84xb-$$=eef 17s
. {reimburse: -
)/8/83 | Petty Cash 250.00" | tamos
).19/83 | Christmas Tree Fund | 350 West 125th Street HYC 100.00 |contributicr
: : fund raisinc
).20/83 | Palace Theatre Broadway at 47th Street NYC 13,500.00 expense
-/20/83 | pavid Grodhulski 713 Humboldt Dtreet Brooklyn,NY 78.00 reimburfe:
synence
3/23/83 | 0-S-1. 575 Lexington Avenue NYC 661.78 |computer
EeRSEE——

34,084.63

TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD




i RIS oo
4 Jon. 1978-pg.8

: \SHURSERENTS 4 | P SCHEDULE &1

e PURPOSE C°

PAID

FULL NAME

Py

MAILING ADDRESS

AMOUNT

DISBURSELN' =t

29/33

.John Paul Frﬁd. Center

193 East 7th Street NYC

75.00

contributiz~

22/83

La Famille

2017 5th Avenue NYC

*500.00

Sen Cit.

Fvent

22/83

Brill Liquor

150 Chambers Street NYC

268.11

22/83

Zale Koff Graphics

435 Hudson Street NYC

3,000.00

printina

1/83

D. Sawyer Associates

5,000. 00

consultant

83

Postmaster

G.P.0. New York, N.Y.  --

2,000.00

postage

3

flection Computer Services

575.Lexington Avenue NYC

2,826.00

compqter

83

Election Computer Services

575 Lexington Avenue NYC

728.65

computer
Sy :

83

Harry Cotlen

" 240.00

computer

a3

Maris Clark

240.00

list
]

83

Lillian Roup)is

240.00

william Devalle

240.00

b. Van Ness

210.00

krank Urso

200,00

1fred Hughes

150.00

art work

Postmaster

GPO NYC

800.00

postage

Postmaster

GPO NYC

1,000.00

postage

*laine Parker

61.06

reimbursed

B.S.I.

575 Lexington AvenueNYC

R,000.00

s:penses.
computer

ﬁostmaster

G.P.0 NYC

L.OO0.00

Semce——

Zale Koff Graphics Inc.

10,0Q0.00

s0stage

100.00

o 9
orintine
P 5

contribut:r

East 3rd Street Association

Mandlers

222 Grand Street NYC

51.90

supplies

Postmaster

2,000.00

postage

G.P.0. NYC

TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD




fr—15ii{uupm1rn=*nq¢ny;at;~,q‘if‘ it e ——EICTOLE

i PURPOSE OF
_FULL NAME . MAILING ADDRESS AMOUNT DISBURSEN:".

bt ' = reimbursed
Yom Cusick PO Box 1597 NYC 185.00 expenses

Democratic Academy Washington, D.C. :IZS.OO contributio-

Pat Pacifico 747 10th Avenue NYC 125.00 | reimbursed

pynenceg
; reimbursed
529'00 expenses

Michael Battqglino 315 7th Avenue NyC

Postmaster G.P.0. NYC 7,000.00 | postaqe

83 Nat. Alliance against Violepce 3 300.00 contributio-

] 3
83 | ¥.59th StPark Committee 100.00 | contributio-

83 | Uptown Press 833131st Street NYC - 181.00 |ad

‘ . reimb s'd e
83 | David Grochulski 713 Humboldt StreetB:unklyn,NY 14000 ey nensess

83 |Board of Elecions 131 Varick Street NYC 257.71 | lists
83 Irvinéton House Institute .135.00 contributic-

83 |Postmaster G.P.0. 1,150.00 | postage

83 |Sophie Berkowitz =iy 210.00 | €°™- list .
Vernice Fowler o .210.06

Florence Feinstein . , 210.00.

Rene Noona 2 : 240.00

Tammy Martin A S 240.00

Martha Rubin ' 180.00

Geraldine Moses ' .210.00.

Adolph Gross : _ 210.00

Barbara Bruno : j 1 180.00

Cynthia Adamick 28 - DN ' . 240.00

Doreen‘Bookum . | . . . 240.00

Louise Flores . 240.00

John Vega . | - 210.00. .

Maria Velazquez ' | 210.00

Patricia Tambakis 150.00

Jean Shevlin 210.00

13,609. N TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD
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STATE OF NEW YORK
BOARD OF ELECTIONS

FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE STATEMENT — CANDIDATE OR POLITICAL COMMITTEE
(see instructions on reverse side)

orm SBE 4 - pg. 1-(Rev. 5/78)

STEIN -'81 : ldentification Mumber

R T L T W 144 o J

60 East 42nd Street President Borough of Manhattan
tstireet) (Ottice & Political Subdvison)
New York, N.Y. 10165 - : Democrat
(Cty. s1ate. 2:p COde) (Name of p‘"' of Ingependent 8001)
Check if address has changed
since last statement

REPORT FOR ELECTION ON

(primary, general, specisl)

} TYPE OF REPORT
” CHECK ONE: O Candidate itemized
C Committee itemized
< Candidate in-lieu-of
O Committee in-lieu-of
CHECK ONE:
C 32-day pre- primary C 32-day pre- election X January 15, 19 83-
C 11-day pre- primary _ 11-day pre- election O May 15, 19 e
C 27-day post-primary T 27-day post-election O September 15, 19 ___

CHECK IF APPLICABLE:
G Termination report — Amendment to

VERIFICATION

ITEMIZED IN-LIEU-OF
Walter McCaffrey '

(name) e
Treasurer of the of the

(Treasurer. Canaicate. other) . for (Treasurer. Canuioate. other) Jor

Stein '81 o

.‘.a-'-:.o' sommmn ©or otfice oc Darty POsitiOn) siate (Name ol commitiee o office Of Party POSINON) State that |
sk nior™Mation contaned herein Deing made have not ¥

°8.0°1 te Acticie 14 of the Etection Law 15 n ati re- doliars in ;.:,‘M,,miom:;:?:?mm' it (gl (%)
°©s te .'u 10 the Dest of my knowledge, information ; i
< el

(name)

s 09

4 ..
7 g (cate) (signetvre)
B .

ANY FALSE STATEMENT MADE IN THE WITHIN STATEMENT IS PUNISHABLE
AS A CLASS A MISDEMEANOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 210.45 OF THE PENAL LAW.




4 Jah. 1978-pg. 4" SUMMARY PAGE

Section E — Allocation of Total Campaign Finances to Candidate(s) supported by this committee. (If a
candidate authorization or non-authorization has not been filed for each candidate sup-

ported, such a statement must be filed with this report.)

(1) Enter Line 32 column A on Line 54 column A; enter Line 32 column B on Line 54 column B.
(2) List each of the candidates supported by this committee on Lines 34 thru 53.

(3) Allocate Line 54 A to each of the candidates: enter amounts In Lines 34 through 53 Column A.
(4) Allocate Line 54 B to each of the candidates: enter amounts In Lines 34 thru 53 column B.

CANDIDATE Accumulative Allocation of Campaign Finances 1o Candida »:

PRIMARY ELECTION GENERAL OR SPEE .-
(Column A) ELECTION (Columr =

LAST NAME FIRST NAME amount percent smount percer.

410i41S10

STEIN ANDREW 1,187,427.80 {100%

x

AT.2201S On this line & line 32 '
~.2€! Se the same ; $1,187,427.4




_'34'047?4 6§ 58 45

SBE 4-Jan. 1978-pg. 2 SUMMARY PAGE

Candidale Statement: Complete Sections A, B, C, D. Do not include in this statement receipts and
expenditures which are included in a political committee report.

Committee Statement: Complete Sections A, B, C, D, E.

Section A — RECEIPTS (this period): Primary Generalor
3 Election Special Election

LINE NO.: ' (Column A) (Column B)

1 Monetary Contributions } ltemized (Schedule A1) s 269,415.63 ¢

. 2 Unitemized K

3 Contributions other than money (Schedule A2) 8
4 Sub-total Contributions (add lines 1 through 3) ‘ $__269,415.63

S Refunds of Contributions (Schedule A3) =

6 Total Contributions (subtract line 5 from line 4) s_ 269,415.63

7 Loans Received this period (Schedule A4) 3

8 Transfers In (Schedule AS) . _ 23S
9 Other Receipts (Schedule A6) $

10 Total of net receipts and contributions other than money
(add lines 6 thrcugh 9) ‘g g 269,415.63 ¢

Section B — DISBURSEMENTS (this period):

1 ltemized (Schedule B1) 90,393.16

12 Net campaign Disbursements Unitemized
and Expenditures in-kind

13 (In support of one or more Expenditures In-Kind
candidates) (Schedule A2)

14 6 Refund (Schedule B2)
15 - b Total (add lines 11 through 13 less 90,839.74

line 14)

16 Non-campaign Disburse- (constituted and party
ments committee only)

17 Repayment of lo.ans (Schedule B3) 136, 500.00

18 Trarsfers Out (Schedule B4) 63,385.53

199,885.53

19 Toizl Other Disbursements (add lines 16 through 18)

20 Total of net Disbufsements and Expenditures in-kind

(23d lines 15 and 1%)
k] 290,725.27

sf




4 Jan. 1978-pg.3 ) SUMMARY PAGE

ion C — Cash Balance

E NO.

Cash Balance at Beginning of this period (enter amount
from previous report line 25 or if this is first report,
enter zero)

Total of Net Receipts and Contributions Other than
Money this period (add line 10 columns A & B)

Total (add line 21 and 22)

Total of Net Disbursements and Expenditures in-kind
this period (add line 20 celumns A & B)

Cash Balance at End of this Period
(subtract line 24 from line 23)

(Columns A & B)

s 21,324.75

s 269,415.63

$_290,740.38

'$.-290,725.27

15.11

ion D — Campaign Financial Status

26 Liabilities (excluding loans) Incurred THIS PERIOD which
are still outstanding (Schedule C1)

77 Liavilities (excluding loans) Outstanding from PREVIOUS
PERIODS (liabilities line 28 of previous report less liabil-
ities which have been paid; if first report enter zero)

' B Tozal liabilities Outstancing (add lines 26 and 27)

9 Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures in-kind
: PREVIOUSLY REPORTED (enter line 31 of previous re-
ip:m or if this is first report enter zero)

0 Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures in-kind
THIS PERIOD (enter line 15)

i Total Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures
in-kind to date (add lines 29 and 30)

2 Total Net Campaign Disbursements and Expenditures in-
kind to date and liabilities Outstanding (add lines 28 and
31)

J Total loans Outstanding

Primary
Election

(Column A)

¢ 1,096,588.06

§  90,839.74

$ _1,187,427.80

1,187,427,80

366, 500,00




3E 4 Jan. 1978.pg. § hMONEI‘ARY CONTRIBUTIONS 9

* .-
. o5k, )

CA
C:SCE'AL CoCON A1 Identification PorG Control

E FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS AMOUN1

EIVED| 3

oAjieioY

8/82 Sterling Equity 1615 Northern Blvd., Manhasset,NY 5,000.00

14/82 Jand D Realty 101 West 55th Street, New Jork, N.Y. ﬁo.ooo.oo

29/82 Builtland Partners 30 Rockefeller Plaza, New v3922°~.v. Jofboo.og
29/82 Solstead Associates 360 Park Avenue S. NYC 10022 Jo,ooo_go

- 1002 :
30/82 George Klein 115 Central Park West, New Yorb oR.Y. 10,000.00

0/8 Sterling Equity 1615 N. Blvd. Manhasset, N.Y. 5,000.00

31/82 Harry Macklowe . 305 East 46th Street, New YorkooN'Y.  |5,000.90
13/82 Minskoff Theatre 200 West 45th Street, New YolRO'R.Y.  |5,000.00

13/82 U.T. Associates 1568 Broadway New York, N.Y. : 15,000.90
13/82 Lunt Theatre Corp. 1564 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 5,000.00

13/82 American Theatre pregs Inc, 100 Sixth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 5,000.00
Lee and Lizbeth Stevens 8 East Road, Kingpoint, N.Y. 2,500.00

13/82

20/82
29/82 Morrisania Bus Service e, N.E. Thruway, Bronx, N.Y. 10475 3,500.00

Builtland Partnets 30 Rockefeller Plaza, NYC 5,000.00

20/82 Edmin Realty Corp. N.E. Thruway, Bronx, N.Y. 10475 1,590.00

20/82 Ferdinand Arrigoni, Inc N.E. Thruway, Bronx, N.Y. 10475' 5,000.00

20/82 Delbert W. Coleman 111 EastChestnut Street, cﬁ??lao. 111. |1,000.90

20/82 Sheldon Gordon 1801 Century Pk. East, Los Angeles,Ca. +0.000.00

21/82 Arol Development Corp. 201 Bronx Tennin%l Market.]B#gAx, N.Y. |5,000.00

21/8£ Newton Glekel .. 630 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y.10019 fS,OOO.JO

23/82 Peter S, Kalikow 90 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y.j0016 5,000.00

23/82 K.T. Elghanayan ' 309 East 45th Street New York, N.Y]00]7 5,000.00

23/8ﬂ Burt Abrams : £08: Madisor Avenue NYC 10022 _ $5,000.00

2 Broadway Company . 245 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 0167 §'000.00
A

.. TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD
_— — ——=




Rindodﬁaaai
MONETARY CONTRIBUTIONS®

SCHEDULE

A1 Identification

PorG

Control

FULL NAME

8Ajie|aYy

MAILING ADDRESS

AMOU!.;

Maiden Lane Company

245 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y.10167

5,000.C:

Glick Development Affiliates

3000 Marcus Ave.,Lake Success,NY 11042

5,000.C

Parviz Yaghoubzadeh

475 Park Avenue South, New York, N.Y

§0, 000.C:

Alice Lawrence

870 U.N. Plaza,New York, NY 10017

5,000.C:

Seymour Cohen

100 Wil1iam Street New York, N.Y.

5,000.C:

‘Jayne McGrath

41 Hest 96th Street, New York, N.Y10025

1.000.C2

Kenpart Realty .

900 Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022

2,000.C

Bonnie&Steven Bauman

144 East 84thL Street, New York, N.Y10028

7,500.C:

George and Edna Daly

20 East 74th Street, New York,NY 10023

7,500.C:

Towpart Realty Corp.

909 Third Ave. New York, NY 10022

2,000.C

Alexander&Joan Coleman

1 Gracie Terrace New York, N.Y. 10028

2,000.C:

Norman and Helen Elowitz

1500 Palisade Ave. Ft.Lee,NJ 07024

'§,000.C:

Alex-Coleman

1 Gracie Terrace, New York, N.Y.10028

3,000.C:

Taft Apartments, Inc.

909 Third Avenue, NYC 10022

2,000.C2

Solstead Associates

360 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022

10,000.C- -

Burt Abrams

598 Madison Ave. NYC 10022

10,000.C.

Kenpart Realty

909 Third Avenue, NYC 10022

2,000.C:

Nederlander

208 West 41st Street NYC 10036

1,790.€:

Cub Stationers, Inc.

159 East 170th St, ‘+ Bronx, N.Y.

50.CC

Ted Zeichner

620 East 20th Street, NYC

.25.02

Friends of Dick Gottfried

130 CPW NYC 10023

50..

e .

TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD

[
26§§}i$.634~_
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REFUNDS OF DISBURSEMENTS SCHEDULE B2
L] . AMOUNT
DATE FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS REFUNDE?

—M

REPAYMENT OF LOANS ' SCHEDULE €:
TE PAID FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS AMOUNT DATE OF LOA

/82 Andrew Stein 23,000.00

/82 Andrev Stein 8,000.00

/82 Andrew Stein 132,500.00

82 | Andrew Stein : 66,000. 00

/82 Andrew Stein 5,000.00

/82 Andrew Stein 2,000.00
| VOTAL 43¢.500.00

TRANSFERS OUT SCHEDULE B¢
st ' room Identification Period | . PorG
TE.PA%)I FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS = AMOUNT
2/82 | Friends Of Bob Dryfoos : | 100.00
2/82 Committee to Elect Nadler c/o/Goldstein.131 East 96th St NYC 150.00
0/82 |Friends of Eliot Engel .| Post office Box 74, Bronx, N.Y. 750.00
1/32 Comnittee to Elect Robert Rodriquez | 203 East 116th St. NYC 10029 500.00 °
7/82 Communi ty Free Democrats 320 Central Park West, NYC 10024 100.00
/82 New Democratic Club 224 East 47th Street NYC 10017 120.00
782 | New Hay Democratic Club | ' 75.00
3/82 | McCall Campaign '82 - c/o Fife 25 CPW NYC 10023 500. 00

/22 Committee to flect Gads;n 366 St. Nicholas Avenue NYC ' 500.00
4/32_|6.L.1.D. ] 225 West 48th Street NYC 10036 _50.00
1£/27 ) Friends of Dick Gnt+fried 13] Mect 72nd Street NYC 10023 'EO0.00

Comnittee to Elect Rose Dubinsky =~ |278 First Avenue NYC 575.00
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S " REFUNDS OF CISBURSEMENTS SCHEDULE B.

FCT I : , AMOUNT
go.-:faeoi FULL NAME N MAILING ADDRESS REPURDE.

iR
]

B = ————rr— s rsssssssr——

- REPAYMENT OF LOANS »: SCHEDULE E:
2TE PAID FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS AMOUNT | DATE OF LO!

—_———————————— e =g meeews = o=y == S R —

TRANSFERS OUT . SCHEDULE °
ficial P : ' : :
i :m " TRO A1 identification Period ’ PorG
» c | g » .
ATE PAID | FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS AMOUNT
18/ 82 Chelsea Reform Democratic Club 249 West 23rd Street., NYC 10011 __50.00
/121/82 | Sterling ' ) . 26,500. 00

11 22/82 . ' 28,714.44

/18/82 ' ' 2,366.65 .
/2/32 . . | 2,044.44
/10/83 | Democratic Association 178 Hester Street, NYC 150.00

(TR ]

1
TOTAL 63, 385.53
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DISBURSEMENTS

SCHEDULE B1

FULL NAME

E PAID

MAILING ADDRESS

AMOUNT

PURPOSE OF
DISBURSEMEN

8/82

D.H. Sawyer §Associates Ltd|

60 West 55th Street NYC

10,000.00

Media

9/22/82

10,000.00

Media

10/14/82

20,000.00

Media®

11/15/82

10,000.00

" Media

12/8/82

10,000.90

Media

7/82 |Clark & Fritz _ 229 West 28th Street, NYC 10001 614.56 Printing o
30/82 | Zale Koff Graphics 435 Hudson Street NYC 1,000.00 Privnting
28/82 | C.1.F. Printing 150 Varick Street, NYC 351.81 Printing
7/82_|Gail Paris 40 West 96th Street, NYC 10025 3s0:00, | iErconal
7/82 |Avis’Car Rental 1775 Broadway, NYC 1,928.60 | Transportation

7/21/82

2,007.00

Transportation

7/82 |Parking Violation Bureau P.0.Box 2135, NYC 10016 299.00 | Transportation
S
0lins Rent a Car 202 West 76th Street, NYC 10023 750.00 | Transportaticn

30/82 | Hagedorn 235 Park Ave. So., NYC 150.00 Advertising
h 14/82 | Jewish Press 388 Third Ave.,Brooklyn, N.Y. 600.00 Advertising
2/15/82| Enl ightenment Press 56 West 22nd Street, NYC 10010 224.70 Advertisirg
: Theatre:
(’%/82 | 46th Street Theatre b 8,437.50 Rental
9/22/82] David Tarlow & Co. 60 East 42nd St.,NYC 10017 3,500.00 | Accounting

U.F.T.

0/6/82

260 Park Avenue South, NYC

422.00

Phones

0/6/82 [Post Office G.P.0. NYC 10001 500.00 | Stamps
7/30/82|N.Y.C.C.S.R.E.A. 162.50 |Contribution
7/30/82| Farley Fund 50.00 |Contribution
9/16/82|N.A.A.C.P. 109.00 | Contribution
F29:3%"|Human Rights Campaign . 300.00 |Contribution
l0/29/82| Uptown Chamber of Commerce| 310 Lenox Avenue, NYC J 100.00 |Contribution

1/8/82 |100 Black Men 1515 Broadway, NYC 10036 125.00 | Contribution

§1/17/82| st Nicholas Pk Civic Assoc | 1 Convent Avenue, NYC 10027 118.00 |Contribution
3 =

1/22/82|City Meals on Wheels 5Q.00 Contrﬂ_sytion

= ——— ———

TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD




4 Jan. 1978-pg.8 DISBURSEMENTS SCHEDULE B1

PAID FULL NAME MAILING ADDRESS amouNT | FLERDSE OF

\ 2

/22/82 Mary Manning Walsh Home ' 50.00 Contributiom

150.00 Persqnal
Services

/12/89 Elaine Parker 2311 5th Avenue, NYC
/15/82 Keith Francis Caters 78 West 120th Street, NYC 10027 350.00

Reception
p/15/82 Board of Elections Varick Street, NYC 255.00 Books

0/29/82 Stanley Pinsley 317 West 82nd Street NYC $00.00 Media

7/82 | Our Town 1751 Second Avenue, NYC 2,500.00 Advertising

11/23/82 1,547.49 |Advertising
,500.00 Advertising -

/115/82 | '- 400.00 | Stamps

TOTAL OR BALANCE FORWARD $90,393.16

—— —_—
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Best mom’ contest is now underway |~ . |

ol T&V's annual “Mother of Par ~ .

o pTVs annual -Mother of Park Avenue Jouth. New DelmanShoes ZxiFirs Ave. Caie Dol Prado, 321 E. ith Win month’s

g pouring In’ ‘:vng‘ :ﬁ:rb:: must include the names. ad- BODY WAVE c’ias’s"rgs gUT (LE e L et

] she's never been a pest, she doeres. A phone numbtes ING._ Mark's Hair Syltata Chu\mi:‘ Al?lplr‘:loyﬂ:l.w; Jree rent
takes i3 st Ave., at 19 8t , | ,

o iy .,f:‘;",::.f'r:'y';:-s 0;"“::{ her pominse fof “Mother of GARDEN, ik D's.,'; Second Ave (BT SLI: 80| Starting this week a

4 year-old Rachel Passaretti, A e Twilight, 354 East 20th St. Gramercy Pha FICA‘I;% lucky area resident will

& e e AN gt it A S D A Bl At oSty o' have a chance to win §25

s the deadline for all entries. mother to the winning AUTOMATIC CITRUS CERTIFICATE, ?.'" All you need is your Social

— Tharwinning mabcrsuillbedsaa ban these gifts, JUICER, Vercesi Hardware, Lamston, Inc., 275 Third -H. | Security number.

P announced in T&V just prior 2 HOT y local merchants: 152 East 23rd St (Lex.-3rd (21-22 St.); 9 PIECE Aved Even if you don't win $25
10 Mother's Day. QUED C"KgS;‘HBR BARB- Ave.), BRUNCH FOR TWO, LY DINNER Rego’ m you still have a chance to

b 3 Muterisbae L GUED CHIGKENS 2ot VEAF 05 Ruymekda Restaurant. 306 First Ave. ot 1oih B1.; 916 | T TAV'S topprize — ane
test, write in 200 words or less (1617 St.); $20 GIFT CAEVI: c’gunmmf.uw ?(')’; e CERTIFICATE citing :a':: ':‘m P

E ! R Gr Park Flower Shop, - For details

hy you consi y g
*'w] ! der your Mom TIF ICATE, Bloom & KM. TWO, Frank's Tratloria, 47 200 Third Ave. (cor 218t St.) ‘
to be the best.”" Send all let- 208 First Ave (12-13St ), $10 First Ave (20-21 St ); DIN- $20 GIFT CERTIFICATE,

own s Yillas
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SPECIAL REPORT

Stein Election Group May
| | Have Violated Federal Law

c.l:ana:)nat:::‘tg“ B'gm\;gh 5::533:! :ﬂr‘:\: Steir:: I'\ig :iomuo?: lmally“ giving the Stein fund about  million.
c n * year ,000. Nathan H. Ma Q ployee

was elected Borough l_’resldenh may have violated Stein's father, Jerry rufue:u:u':r':::::";a.«m; h?: hc‘“b':-‘rele:.::g:l‘ bg‘d mﬁwgﬁ&yﬁ? 8.:;

Federal election 1aws in the past year as it collected  daughter, Alison R. Mager, contributed $31,500. and  money that he expended. Stein borrowed $525.000 in

over $500,000 in contributions, repaid $300,000 to his son, Peter Mager, chipped in with $32,500 Other July. 1981, from Manufacturers Hanover Trust

Stein, and spent $140,000 as il Stein were running for  contributions, mostly wealthy realtors and corpora- Company at | percent over a commercial rate joan.

the congressional seat in the 15th C.D. which en- tions gave huge amounts (see lists inside). None of Stein was paid back $567.077 {rom his campaign
the contributions are deductible expenses sc- fund, although he had only put in $520.000 The extra

compasses the area.
Federal election law limits individuval contribu-  cording to the Internal Revenue Service. $42.077, his lawyer says, is interest costs. The

tions to congressional campaigns to $1000 per Stein denies that any money collected was used to  lawyer, Thomas J_Schwarz of the firm of Skadden.
primary or general election. Corporations and further his congressional ambitions, although his  Arps, Slate, Meagher, & Flom. #13 Third Avenue,
union contributions are strictly prohibited. Once & disbursements during the period reads like a major who is reputed to be a leading election law
person spends over $5000 under Federal law, he of- campaign. specialist, said, "'Since not all of the loan ($520,000)
ficially becomes a candidate. A media consultant during Stein's race for from Manufacturers to Mr. Stein was further loan-
Stein's campaign committee has both received Borough President in 1981 was paid a whopping ed by Mr. Stein to Stein ‘81 (campaign fund) not all
many contributions over the $1.000 federal imita-  $146,000. The same media consultant, D. Sawyer, of the interest on the loan would be reimbursed by
tion and spent in excess of the $5,000 to become a  was paid in the last year $40.000 besides $60,000 in  Stein '81 to Mr. Stein.”’
candidate. The Stein committee is, though, organiz-  1882. Stein claims that the payment in 1982 was for Stein and his lawyer would not perinit this
ed under state law where no limitation for contribu-  disputed bill left over from his campaign back in newspaper to talk to Manufacturers about any
tions exists. 1981 for Borough President against David Dinkens  aspect of the loan and whether the loan and interest
The contributions in the last year extraordinarily who he narrowly defeated after spending over $1  was repaid and who may have guaranteed the per-
sonal loan for Stein. Three ts by Town &
Village were made and rejected. Stein said there
were no guarantors who would be responsible if he
did not pay back Manufacturers It is bank policy
not to discuss financial dealings of a customer

B ol e e o

0OST  WEDNFSDAY APRIL 18 1984

#y GEORGE ARZT
MANHATTAN Horcugh President
Andrea Stein has deoided after
twe weeks of aecond though's to
run for Congress in Manhattans
L)

Continued on Page 32

Foast Side “Sailk Stocking” disieict
Friends sad Stein 807
nally decided 1o make
the race after taking PR =
poll that showed b b & : . =
hind but wittun strking - M, ’) D'
distanie of anouambent o .
Hepubhiean S Wilhiam 1
Gireen
A mecond ook was
taken, and  everyone
agreed this wan th
right thing to do #
we re mioving  sahe
sald an assodinte
Stein still face
mary against

© —emr . > e e v

The New York Post reported n its Wednesday edition that Manhattan
Borough President Andrew Stein had ended a two week period of second
thoughts and decided to officially enter the Democratic primary for Con-
gress in the 15th district

The Post reported, *'Friends said Stein finally decided to make the race
after taking a poll that showed him behind but within striking distance of
incumbent Republican William S. Green.
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Continued from Page |

without permission of the individual involved.

In June, 1981, the Sterling National Bank and
Trust Company, 540 Madison Avenue, lent Stein's
campaign $220,000 that was guaranteed by ten men
including Donald Trump, Edward R Downe, Jerry
Finkelstein, Michael Forrest, Sylvan Lawrence,
Arthur Emil, Steven Greenberg, Saul P. Steinberg,
Irving Fingeritt, and Sherman Cohen. In addition,
most of these men contributed heavily in cash.

Trump and his real estate.corporations con-
tributed $24,000; Saul Steinberg, $30,000 and Emil
$7500. Emil just last week bought the former Police
Headquarters on Centre Street.

Although Stein says that he is vehemently anti-
landlord, he has sought and obtained extremely
large contributions from many real estate
magnates in Manhattan. One real estate man, who
did not give to the Stein campaign who wanted to re-
main anonymous, said, ‘‘Sure, he is disliked by the
smaller real estate apartment owners who are lock-
ed in, but the moguls got out of rent-control years
ago. Now, they want tax easements; city favors on
zoning and whatever a vote on the Board of
Estimate is worth."”

Each Borough President has one vote on the
Board of Estimate making five votes. The Mayor,
the Comptrolier, and the City Council President has
two each Each Borough President for the most
part goes along with a ‘*home-rule vote'* and do not

contest each other. The decisive vote is usually with
the other three members of the Board of Estimate.
Besides his Board of Estimate vote and issuing pro-
clamations, the Borough President has little to do.
However, he can help in tax-exemptions and using
his position to get a friendly hearing.

Mayor Koch in his book ‘‘Mayor'' tells how Stein
sought to aid Donald Trump with a tax-exemption
with Trump Tower.

The Mayor said:

On acquiring the 56th Street property, the
younger Trump announced a project commen-
surate even with his own ambition. The Trump
Organization, he said, would raze the nine-story
Bonwit Teller Building, a great favorite of Art Deco
aficionados, and construct in its place a sixty-eight-
story steel-and-glass tower cowntaining 320 con-
dominium units and vast areas for commercial use
on the lower floors. To be called “The Trump
Tower,"" it would cost, he said, $155 million to build.
The $407,000 one-bedroom condos and the Trump
Tower's jewel, its $3.15-million triplex, would both
be ready for occupancy in late '982. For this Donald
Trump wanted an estimated $30-840-million tax ex-
emption under the Section 421-A program.

**Anthony Gliedman was my Commissioner for
Housing Preservation and Develvpment. Glied-
man, like Trump, had his rvots in Brooklyn. He
knew the Trump Organization from its gigantic
Trump-Warbasse and Trump Village subsidized

housing complexes in the Coney Island section of
Brooklyn. And Gliedman was no newcomer to
politics. He knew, as well, the considerable
generosity of the Trumps when campaign-
contribution time came arov 3.

“‘When Trump's 421-A application was filed, there
was soon a call from Manhattan Borough Presi-
dent, Andrew Stein. Stein had, earlier, been the sub-
ject of damaging news stories as a result of his ac-
cepting the use of a sumptuous summer house in the
Hamptons free of charge from another Manhattan
real estate baron, Sylvan Lawrence. In that call
Stein arranged a meeting with Trump to which he
invited Tony Gliedman to discuss the 421-A exemp-
tion on the Bonwit Teller site.”

Although Stein tried to help, Trump was turned
down. The matter is stiil the subject of litigation.

At a meeting last Friday with Stein and his elec-
tion lawyer, Schwartz, in the borough president’s
Municipal Building office, Stein was asked to ex-
plain what services were rendered by Eiection
Computer Services and a firm, called 0.S 1., both of
which were paid a total of $7,000 in October, 1963,
and January, 1984. Stein and his lawyer declined to
reveal what services were performed

Margo Marabon, theownerolElecuonCompu
Services and 0.S 1., 575 Lexington Avenue, refused
to answer quesuons relating to her work for the
Stein campaign committee. She did confirm that

Conlinued on Page 33

- Efor Mom
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$ 'IO GIFT CERTIFICATE

Complete Selection Poperback & Hardback Books 8
o Classical Cossette Topes - Open 7 Days
N 36. 3rd Ave. (26-27 St.)

G.E. AUTOMATIC Cl'l‘l'lUS JUICER

MOTHER OF THE YEAR
VERCESI | HARDWARE

Plumbing * Tepes » Housewasres * Appliances
4 Electrical Supplies * GE Bulbe Tools
atteries * Janitor S-p lies ¢ Locks * Paint
1152 East 231d $1. (Lex. - 3rd Ave) ni'iia :
DIS OUN‘I PRICES

L L L sy g s

DINNER ENTREES FOR TWO
MOTHER OF THE YEAR

CAFE DEL PRADO

1322E. 14 St. (15t-204) 473-5953

NN RN N R AR

G E. FM/AM RADIO
WITH TV SOUND - (*40 VALUE)

MOTHER OF OF THE YEAR

COOPE
316 luAn.a.ng.)'N IlOUSElAl,I'Eg -2690

“TWO LOBSTERS PARISIENNE

ver is rich & tho 1este Is evidont o Obvieusly th
work of cpu'nuunl Florence Fabricont-NY Times 3 l.ll
d A

STYLING, CUT, SHAMPOO & SET
MOTHER OF THE YEAR

CHAZ-VITO HAIRSTYLISTS
388 20d Ave. (2223 8¢) 4732335

AP A AN N PPN A

$10 GIFT CERTIFICATE
FOR

MOTHER OF THE YEAR
FROM

H DELMAN SHOES

233thve otHSf Al 4-4896

nucn:or.a TWO
MOTHER QLTHE YEAR

W J PLYWHEED

IESTAUIANT
359 2nd Ave. m %)

473-

320 GIFT CERTIFICATE
FOR FILM PROCESSING

(110, 126, I”FM)

MOTHER OF F THE YEAR |
PHOTOMART INTERNATIONAL CORP |

Premises*One Mowr Processing Aveil. |

///////////

$10 GIFT CERTIFICATE
MOTHER OF THE YEAR
FROM

M.H.LAMSTON, INC.

“Always Frieadly, Always Serving” J
315 ‘l'blv‘ An. (il-tl .c.) 711-0“0

$10 GIFT CERTIFICATE -
MOTHEROF OF THE YEAR

GRAMERCY P PHARMACY
343 Lot Ave. (208 m

120 GIFT CERTIFICATE
MOTHER OF OF THE YEAR
BI.OOM & I(RUP

uom loua YEARS
206 15t Ave. (12-13%¢.) 673-2760
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her companies specialized in voting lists. Election
Computer Services is well-known among politicians
who use mailing lists and lists of voters for cam-
paigns.

In January, 1983, the Stein ‘81 Committee filed
with the State Board of Elections a financial
disclosure statement which said that it had no
liabilities. However, Stein admitted that it owed
$60,000 to a media consultant, D. Sawyer and that
since the bill was in dispute it was not listed as a
liability. Sawyer was paid the $80,000 by Stein ‘81

A veteran politician expressed amazement that
the Stein '81 was still collecting huge amounts of
money nearly three years after Stein was elected
Borough President and that soliciting was being
done to pay off Stein and at the same time that
money was being spent in huge sums.

Stein was asked by Town & Village what 23 per-
sons listed on the filings had done Lo earn salaries of
$210 each which was paid a few months ago. Mai)-
ing addresses are supposed to be listed, but there
were none. Stein said, “1 have no idea what they
d.d-"

Town & Village located Jean Shevlin of 5 Stuyve-
sant Oval, one of the women named on the list who
earned $210. She said that she had checked Board of
Election lists for persons who had voted in certain
years. She refused to elaborate. Stein refused to
provide the addresses and phone numbers of the re-
maining names.

The Stein campaign committee recently spent
$20,350 for postage and $14,000 in printing to mail
material to volers Stein declined to reveal the con-
tent of all the mailings, to which voters were the
mailings made, and in what areas. Stein did supply
one mailing concerning A.T.& T.

Listed on the January 15, 1984, tiling of Stein '81
Committee was an expense (o the Board of Elec-
tions, 131 Varick Street, for $257.71 for voter lists.
The Board of Elections sell voler lists at §7 per thou-
sand on a cash basis. Patricia Cortez of the Boara of
Elections says there were two purchases: one in
May and one in July. Each time, she was told that it
was for the Borough President’s office and that she
should send a bdill. ““They didn't pay the bill on
time** she says. 'It took until December 14, 1983 un-
Im teSlem ‘81 paid the dill — six and eight months
ate

Stein said that the lists purchased were for all
over Manhattan. Cortez disagrees and remembers
that “‘the lists were for downtown." The number of
names was 36,000.

Lawrence Halloran, an al .
that ““The Federal law sa that anybody who
spends more than $1000 (o influence a Federal elec-
tion has to file with the Federal Election Commis-
sion and explain where the money came from.’*

Town & Village has printed the federal filings
from Congressman William Green, Republican in-
cumbent, and Betty Lall, candidate for the
Democrat nomination
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ZIP CODES 10009; 10010: 10003; 10016
ELSEWHERE PLEASE ADD $5 TO ABOVE

NAME:

(o] ) £
STATE ZIP:
MAIL TO: TOWN 8 VILLAGE
CIRCULATION DEPT.

235 PARK AVE.. SO.
N.Y. . NY 10003

gifts shell adore®-——

SMALL P122A PIE
MOTHER OF THE YEAR

/ iy inner

Mother ?f the Yeor
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Plus Our Special Bottle of italian Wine
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LA STRADA EAST EESTAURANT
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RESTAURANT
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FROM
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Woman, 92, calls Times harmful to her health.

Ann Yourell, 82, of Stuyve- *‘suffered serous in}
st Town ks Town &  Tue Apel 4 1863 ecton o it bl L
with an average thic| the Sunday Times was out- mllllon-doll‘rwn is0 1 The
boh ge thicknecs of side her apartment door and gg defend he:l names
dul'tmuulon!hes'msd:t. =% her door in Han Life, and M
y the morning she Lripped over cpel)'s A i-

wérghs: ol ai T atiowt Lfive. saidhexl inwyer MakontiDain m'c..-,' mw' euwﬂs“.
pounds with a few hundred bia, 15 Park Row. teft " paper

plus pages. As a matter of As a result of the injury Mwlhe i
fact she ia muing the NYT for Dembia said, Miss Yourell ‘

tlli:l\l S‘Ih::l.l‘lm’ because she had to use a8 walker. Asked  yourell, who has !

S been hazar- how long she will have (o use gwhrm(w;mmnm
mmn- wﬁb the walker, she said 'l don’l gays that ST is “‘one of
s yearolddwomanwho know, bwt it feels like most wonderful pm:
s"edalooe“”.-t 047 East 14th forever.” snybody could live.*
ey m.r‘-muﬂ‘ urt papers on  Last October, she fell and bomlanYor:‘éns:d'u
Newmvon r‘mewy of the broke her hip because she tended school at St (;y ."-

r'* couldn’'t walk properly, the Church on 36th S(roet.bu?es‘:

her Itfe o

T 823 Wi

sl et O $25 Winner
:muaﬂm‘mbu el T inning
Sl very alert, she is Mt:wlw"m;:
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somewhat of a philosopher
sndiysuerday dpoliid faese
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is friend) perm

Iau.:hbc,"y e % Werkiy Thought
On religion: : 4

one who does not nnd.: Every successful revolution

blessing of our Lord."* puts on in time the robes of
On animosity: “It never the tyrant it has %

pays 1n-he angry stCavene o S LOARATUGHMAN

caused her o fall and that she lawyer said.

cond Avenue. She describes

Please turnto Page$
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NEW YORK, NEW YORK, MAY 3, 1984
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LITTLE SWINGER: Mariano Yrillo, who will be celebrating her first birth-
day on May 12th, gets o push from Anne Messenger In last Thursday's

sunshine at playground no. 8 in 3tuy Town. See story on page 7.

Green: ‘Post woefully inaccurate’

relayed Bill's statement that
the $105 milhion claim was
‘absurd’ and recommended
that they check the facts with
one of the lawyers, giving
name of the firm Obviously,
that was not done. | do not
know who the sources were
for this story, but the
reporters may have been

Another Inaccuracy was
the Post claims that Green
was an investor In (wo

\fied hotels. Green was
not an investor in either. The
story also contained two con-
tradictory statements. One.
that calls to Green's staff
went unanswered, the
that Roden spoke to the Post
but could not reach Green.

*“The paper called at about
6:00p.m." Rodensald, “and I
explained that Bill was
enroute from Washington to
New York and that 1 would
cali them back. 1 called them
again about a half hour later
and told them he was not yet

“Woefully inaccurate’’ was
the description by Rep Bill
Greenof the N.Y. Postarticle
claiming that creditors of in-
vestor Justin Colin were seek-
ing $105 million fror: M
Green and other miemt
his family. “*No t
Colin have sugyi~ted that
anyone in my iamily s
responsible {or Colin's
debts,” said the Con-
gressman, “and the dollar
figures are absurd.”

“The story has the facts
turned inside-out”’ said
Green = aide, Hank Roden
“The Green fanuly lost
money as a resul! of Colin’s
act:vities and they are among home and 1 would call later
a group of creditors seeking When | reached Bill, ] called
tegal redress the Post twice more |

tand deadline pr'eﬂum. but
out,"”

Roden said

Green 1s embroiled in a multl-
million doliar bankruptcy

Please turn to Page 10

| Stein lies aboutb

Trust
nkeistetn.
wealthy industrialist and city

Andrew  Stein,
President of Manhattan, who
has been testing the waters
on whether (o enter a
Democratic primary for a

spokesman that he will not
give out any further informa
tion on a personal loan which
:c-a_bd $300,000 from

urers Har
Company He and his
(ather. Jerry Fi a

wid Town &

m-bﬁ"l"m if they gave

in the first real test of the.
Democratic  Congressional
primary race, Betty Lall
made the best showing but
none of the candidates came
out the clear winner.
Borough President Andrew
Stein, who has yet to an-
nounce his candidacy, disap-
pointed supporters by fatling
to show up at the meeting as
he had told them he would

The Mid Manhattan New
Iemocratic Club, the first
club n the 15th Congressional
Distniet to hold an endorse
ment meeting, voted Monday
ught to remain neutral in the
primary The two declared
candidates. Betty Lall and
Bob Tembeckjian, tred to
sell thelr political wares to
the one hundred club
members gathered at 330
East 451h Street off First
Avenue. but neither one was
able to amass the majorily
needed to win the club’s en-
dorsement

Mary Stumpf. in a last
minute piea for Stein,

the senior district leader.

said that Stein had taken her
and members of his own staff

by surprise when he failed at
"

he had all intentions of com-
ing.’ she said. She wasn't
The Post article said: **Bill sure why he backed out , but
added ‘*he wouldn't have put
in that situation on pur-
case that could cost him and pose A

his family & cool $105 million,
according to federal court paign manager. saia “Stein s
afraid to have to compete

Larry Douglas. Lall's cam-

urged
the Stein supporters to vote no
endorsement Stumpf. who IS

T AIPATAINAS N Y IS SRR RS W s A g

permission to Manufacturers
Hanover, the bank's palicy
was not to discuss details of

the filing of State Election

Board forms which

that Stein had lent his cam-
Ign committee  $325,.000
ein’'s lawyer admitted that

had borrowed in excess

[ 3
the Stetn ‘81 campaign com-

mittes and Ust of
repayiments .t Callegs,

anywhere where people may
ask him about his campaign
financing *~ Douglas said that
Stein prefers “to retreat to
the tube,”" a reference to the
expensive media campaign
Stein is expected to wage if he
announces. “It's typical An-
dy. he can't face the ques-
tions and he can’t deal with 3
crowd,’ Douglas added
Marty Mcl.aughtn, 3
spokesman for Stein who was
there to observe, denied that
Stein had ever planned to
come to the meeling s
just not nght to seek an en-

Please turn to Page 5

hat’s t

The reluctance of Al

he Truth, Andy?

ank loan

sard. "It doesn't make sense
As long as everything is on

T&V also called Manufac
turer's main office and spoke
to Giovanni Perez in the loan
department of the bank ~Of
course,” he said. “we will
reveal everything to a third
party if we get authorization
to disclose detatls of a loan ™
He sad. “"We wilt not.
however disciose anything
without permission from the
borrower

Stein apparently 1s in hot

Please turn to Page 10

ndrew Stein to make full

disclosure of his campaign committee’s finances and

its
something very wrong.
tein, has gone almost

press our investigation. Stein

Six years ago, Stein used it when
about his using his office as

a disparaging story
Borough President to

tributors. One reaitor even lent

summer home in

And this week, we were
to discuss any

Hanover policy was not

parties, even with approval fro

loan from the bank is

to one thing: There is

up
Stein’s father, Jerry Finkels-
berserk in his attempt 0 sup-

and Finkelstein cal it a
which is their

aid large real estate con-

him a a sumptious
for free.

toid that Manufacturers

loan with third

m the borrower. Stein’'s

very questionable; interest

Please turn to Page ¢
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running {or the congressional
seat in the 15th C.D. which en-
compasses the area.

Federal election law limits
individual contributions to
cungressional campaigns to
$1000 per primary or general
election Corporations and
union contributions are strict-
ly prohibited Once a persons

spends over $5000 under bitions,

Federal law, he officially

None of the contributions are
deductible expenses ac-
cording to the Internal
Revenue Service.

Stein denies that any
money coliected was usec io
further his congressional am-

although  his
during the
reads like a major

N inkelstein, Stein's

Town & Viliage, 1 T&V didaY
lie down and make peace.

Green
Continued from Page }

documents obtained by The

- Post

The case invoives the 1983

broker entreprensur
Jusiin Colin, estranged hus-
band of Green's sister Cyn-

thia.
“Creditors claim that
Green, the liberal Manhattan

" Republican, and his family

were effectively full partners
tn Colin's ventures, which in-
clude two now defunct West
Coast commuter airlines.

“If the court finds they
were Colin's partners, it
would mean that they would
have to share Colin’s losses.

ANDY STEIN CLAMS UP
e TELEPHONE LOG ®

INMAY. April 26 at 2:45 p.m. — Not in. Not expecied. Left word 1o call
Town & Villoge.

FRIDAY, April 77 ot 10:400.m. -_-ummmmm.wmmmwtmu
Villoge.

MONDAY. April 3001 3:15p.m. — Not in office.

TUESDAY, May | ot 1:45 p.m. —'Not in. Told 1o coll his public relations man,

Martin McLavghlin.

TUESDAY. Moy | ot 3:45 p.m. — Colled PR mon Mcloughlin. Told thot Stein

would not onswer ony further qu on campoign

Andy Stein using same

‘hatchet job’ line

siitutes a crime, Section 2604
(b) of the New York City
Charter makes a misde-

From the Village Voice,

ing “‘Stein *81," the campaign
committee that served his
last BP race, against David

Andrew

proclaimed champion of the
aged, the poor, the distressed
— has some explaining to do.
Since Stein became

t of Manhattan in
January of 1978, he has ac-
cepted moce than $75,000 in
political  donations  from
builders, real estate
developers and brokers. and
construction companies.

Several of these corporations 8nY

have either sought contracts
trom or have had projects ap-

by the city's Board of
Estimate, of ‘vhich Stein is 8
voting member.

meanor  punishable by
removal from office mua:e
ceptance of ‘‘any val
giNt, whether in the form of
service, loan, thing, or pro-
mise or in any form {rom any
, firm, corporation, or

other entity which to his

knowledge i3  interested

directly or indirectly in any

manner  whatsoever in

...business dealings with

the city or any city agency.’’
abowt

mﬂn.llnue:wm
for the

seat in the 15th C.D.” the
story alleges.

Stein spokesman Marty
McLaughlin called the story a
“hatchet job.**
his 1978

TUES., MAY 8, 7:30 PM

RICHARD GOLDSMITH. clorinet with assisting ar-
tists Donald Pirone. piano: Brad Alexander, percus-
sion. and Alan Futterman. bassoon. in @ program of
works by Mendelssohn. Debussy. Karol Rathous,
Richard Brooks and others.

Admission: Free

WED., MAY 9, 7:30 PM

DANCE RECITAL

CARA GARGANO assisted by other professional
doncers and selacted advanced students. Also ap-
peoring will be Judith Ann Cummings. as the

“The full extent :‘f‘ C‘t’:
Third Street creditor’s claims agai §
in total $190 million.
Music School Settiment Y s taamily Bave
23S Gast 11¢h Street N.YV.C 10009 told the bankruptcy court
212) 777-3300 that. {ar from being partners,
MUSIC DOWNTOWN | they are actually victims.
For
SUN. Moy &, 3:00 Information
THE MERRY, MERRY MONTH OF MAY - AbOUt
The North/South Consonance presents “Opera of fied Ad
the Worms” by John David Earnest and the world Classifie S
premiere of “Silent Flowers” by Mox Lifchitz for C ALL
mez10 and ensemble. Director: Mox Lifchitz. guest
conductor: John Baldon and Judith Otten and Linda OR7 -3 ] 3 ]
tchard .gues! sopranos. Also on the program
worhs by Seethoven. Delibes and Puccini aond other \
musicol colebronions of Spring.
A MEET THE COMPOSER CONCERT
ek g e et TRANSNET
$5 s/ s $2.50 TOF occepted ASSOCIATES,
410 F¥In Ave NYC._Substance
2 AT omfl“l..'ﬂ“n‘? Tobe
Business own and operate apart-

ment comples in Porest Kille. NY
Gen Pinr Transnet Punding
QGroup. Inc. Lid. Ptar. Jeffrey
H'alno."f.u&coﬂrlw‘odo and M&t
of pro on Ptar. $100.000. 999
IA‘ Pinr 81,000, 1% Term 1o Dec
31. 2010 or earifer deciston
w3, o
o & lonal con tions
need be made Additiona! limited
partnera may be admitted No
priority among limited pariners

Conference on Carenrs
for Women in Engineering
Tomsday, May 8. 1984 700 P. M.
The Gomand fo Bangeow B mpeseny fuils &

| B bodrtmoty 2l uented 5t mortel 9 Bore
1% Suasmay for promacst penee sagnten
-

Reoder in Anna’s Requiem, a ballet to the p by
Anna Ahkmatova. program is a voried one
ranging from Opero Dances with singers from the
CW Post Opera Workshop 10 very modern works.
Admission: Free

oAty
The flow York Acadomy of Scisncen
2 Cast 6304 Shoost
flow York, N.7. 1021
Admasion: FREE

o cipal in the Sylvan Lawrence

Moreover, Stein enjoyed &
spectaculsr vacation house in &
Easthampton
and July of (his summer
which he admits was made
possible by Seymour Cohn,
who. with his brother-in-law
Syivan Lawrence, is a prin-

Company. a real estate cor-
poration which owns many
buildings in Lower Manhat-
tan and leases space to the Ci-
ty of New York. At last count
the Sylvan Lawrence Com-
pany heid nearly $3 million in
city leases

hatchet job.
during June from N.Y Post, April 20,

** — just one day after news
broke that Stein had privately
decided to run in the *‘Silk

Although there is some
question as to whether or not
this or the other gifts con-

Classified Ads
Get Results
Call
OR7-3131

JAMES J LAVELLE Agent
Grey

You NEED

.:‘@\ NEW YORK PISTOL PROCESSING CO.

477-2507 -

NY.C. PISTOL LICENSES
RIFLE/SHOTGUN & HUNTING PERQMITS
GUARANTEED RESULTS
ALL PapERWORK DONE
PersonaL & CONFIDENTIAL REPRESENTATION
WEAPONS DISCOUNTS
RANGE MEMBERSHIP
SAFETY & LEGAL TRAINING

673-5472

-Memgers NaTIonAL RifLe Assoc. (NRA); FenNY6 Rire $PetoL CLuss

WALNUT PAW
ASSOCIATES
(_hll'nm.n.ﬂ\'l' - e of
Certificale Limiled Parinersh esvesmce s Gusapn S
frled m New York County Clerk s
fice Feb 1. 1984 et
] ;'.llnwm y.':m.:lai’:
per The' Valau Pae o Goe /N Philips, Appel & Walden, inc.
Comtributions and Share of Members New York. Amencan end other Prncips! Siock Exchanges
e el M Announces the first in a plenned series of
$4.900. » ext
R e e FREE INVESTMENT
TS SEMINARS
PARTNERS GUEST SPEAKERS FROM
il THE NUVEEN TAX-EXEMPT FUND
AND OUR OWN MUNICIPAL BONDS DEPARTMENT
TAX FREE INCOME AND
MUNICIPAL BONDS
Thursday, May 17, 1984 ot 8PM
at owr new office ot
434 Avenue of the Americas
New York, N.Y. 10011
Retreshments will be served
To reserve your piace. mad the cOupOn Below of phone
(212) 420-8000
i e i Gy e e i e -
1 - 1
| I, Aopas wete, g S |
! YES: 1 would uhe 1 ssens your st somines en '
TAX FREE INCOME (]
] [ -
) Neme. h o 1
:nlnou :nﬂ“l:n um':.:n-g-l.; : 0 ~ :
SRRt Ly o T
11 ibution N el i oy o i J




Melissa

Reynolds,

queen

MAILING LABEL

her tenure

Manning,
reigning  Miss  New
State, was in the community
last Wednesday on a goodwill
visit to the Manhattan V A
Hospital at 24th Street and
First Avenue. after which she
stopped n for dinner at P J
Second Avenue
and 20th Street

The 24yearold beauty
finds
state's V.A Hospitals one of
the most rewarding tasks of
“They love it
when Miss New York visits
because it makes them feel
remembered °

According to her official in
state chaperone for

ﬁere she is-Miss New York

the
York

functions. Gall Young. “the
part she enjoys most is going
from ward to ward visiting
the patients ©°  Manning
delighled the veterans by
hawiing out chocolatle bars
which had been donated for
the occasion and signing
autographs on pictures of
hersel! Her chaperone said
“they love her, we were con-
stantly having fo pull her
away f(rom the patients,
because they didn't want her
toleave "'
M

visiting the

g. an accomplished
pianist currently on leave
from Montclair State College
Upper Montclair New
USO Jersey where she majors in

Jown s VYillase

music. performed several
classical pieces for the
velerans She said they were
the ““best audience and very
dppreciative’’ hecause it’s
nnt often that they have the
chaiwe Lo be exposed to Ger
shwin, Chopin, and Kahat
chaturian >

She has bcen Miss New
York State since last October,
when she was crowned by
Vanessa Willlams who went
on lo be Miss America

After a day spent cheering
up patients, Manning. Young,
and CDR Robert F Wixom,
USN, Executive Officer of
Naval Station NY in

Continued on Page 17

$25 Winner

This week’s winning numher
15 122-34-1960 See page 1 and
find out how you ton can win
the 825 weekly prize and a top
prize of one month's (ree
rent

W eekly Thought

‘No one can make :ou [eel in-
ferior without your consent **
- ELEANOR ROOSEVELT

Melissa Manning

& vou3r.no 22

NEW YORK, NEW YORK, APRIL 26, 1984

25 CENTS

Stein ducks all questions

on $525,000 bank loan

N7k e

SUNRISE SERVICE AT STUY OVAL: A special mass held eerly ids

S =
Sundey

morning. The men leading the residents in prayer are from laft to right:
Naresch Garasia; Pastor P. Schoepfiin, Christ Church; Father Louls Giore,
$¢. Sebastion’'s Church; and Pastor John Drzik, Holy Trinity Slovek Church.

(Questions and threats

Andrew Stein, Borough President
of Manhattan, apparently is in hot
water over his campaign expenses
and  disbursements .ast  week
Town & Village revealed that his
campaign committee, called Stein
‘81, may have violated Federal law
as it collected in the past ear over
$500.000 in contributions, vepaid
$300,000 to Stein personally and
spent $140,000 in questionable ex-
penses.

We met with Stein and his lawyer
for about 90 minutes before the
original story ran. We were promis-
ed that we would be supplied with

material and answers to some of
our questions The lawyer later sent
us some gobbledygook papers
which posed more questions than
they answered

Then, Stein’s father, Jerry
Finkelstein, stepped in. He
threatened that he would hurt us
personally and financially if we
didn’t lie down and ‘‘make peace."”
He called us twice, and each time
we asked for permission: to talk to
the loan officer at Manufacturers
Hanover Bank; to know what a
score of people who were listed on

Continued on Page 4

dont
siient this

Deor Mr. Stein ond Mc. Finkelstein
Question: Permit Town & Village to speck 1o

paign fund which may have | the loon officer and get information about
violsted federal election | giq,n's loon of $525.000 from the Manufacturers
h;','m and his public rela- Hanover Bank which he then looned 1o his cam-
tions firm refused to answer | paign committee and wos repaid more money
specific questions on 2 than he looned.
$535,000 loan (o Stein by Question: Let Town & Villoge see ond discuss
::a;h:tn:m‘;e c.::::::ﬁ: aoll mailings of Stein ‘81 this past year
repayment (o Stein plus In- Question: Let us speok to Dovid Sowyer about
terest, of $567,077; Stein con- the extra $40 000 poid to him this post yeor
mm";.';:'cml:.m {besides the $60.000 which was given as o settle-
spent $140,000; and he fatled | ment of o dispute).

Question: Give us the names and oddresses of
the score of people that were on the Stein 8!

surrounding his state cam-

to disclose the nature and
substance of all of his mall-

l"‘s:?nn calls throughout the poyroll s0 we can tind out whot they did.

week by Town & Village to Question: Let us speck 1o your computer ser-
Stein's office were not return- | vices for which Stein 8! pad thousands ond
) Ml oeghit. s | 9'low shem 1o tall us whot they d«d

in the Borough President's of-
fice and who is now with the
firm of Latham

McLoughlin, said that he
would answer fons on
Stein’s behalf but did not res-

Candidates react

The people Borough Presi- to give a much better ex:
dent Andrew Stein will face in planation and a clearer ac-
his run for Congress. if he counting of how the money
decides to announce his can- was spent = She questioned
didacy. reacted strongly to the propriety of raising
Town & Village's Story on substantial sums of money

pond

Last week. Town & Village
revealed that Stein's cam-
paign committee, called Stein
‘81, has continued operations
Into 1984, raising over

Stein's campaign {inances while n an elevted oftice 1
:51:),1'1!' andv 8(‘:;’(9:,!“!\8 ;0",. last week Betty Lall one of think he oupht to come out
RGNS VS Which 46 Democrats  officially and  miake 3  statenient

if used 1n a federal campaign.
would violate federal law

Continued on Page |7

because 1t ~ tov {ull a story to
ignore.” she wdded
Continued on Page 17

entered in the campaign said
“Stein owes 1t to his consti
tuency as Rorough President

h .~.. L e e & 7 :

BULLDOZERS AWAY: Workers clearing rubble from the former home of the
Transit-Mix comant company on the East River at 20th Street. The com-
pany has been ordered to restore the site to I1s original condition end the
N.Y.C. Department of Ports and Terminals reports that “work is going
smoothiy."




Miss New York

Continued From Page |
Brooklyn, went to P.J
Reynolds where they were
the special guests of co-owner
Tom Reynolds.

Manning normally
wouidn’t go (o a place with a
bar because she doens't drink
or smoke, but she made an
exception at P.J.
because ‘‘it is a really special
neighborhood kind of place,
and the empioyees and
patrons were all very nice.'’
She said she will ‘'definitely
be back there' with her
friends because ‘‘the (ood
was really out of this wor'd.”"

Tom Reynoids said Mann-
ing was 'a very warm and
talented person” and that
aside from her personal beau-
ty he admired her willingness
*‘t0 help others who are less
fortunzte Most cf the people
who found out that she was
visiting V.A hospitals were
quite surprised and thought
very highly of her.”

Young said that Miss New
York loves meeling people
and signing autographs. ‘all
you have to do is smile at
Melisza and she’ll give you an
autograph.’

When asked if anyone at
P.J. Reynolds invited her out
on a date Manning said the
Miss America fules
stipulates that she ‘‘can’t ac-
cept a date’’ while at an of-
{icial appearance

Reynolds said that as Miss
N.Y. was thanking everybody
and getting ready to leave for
her Ferry home'" all
the waitresses offered (o
switch places with her.”

Another of 'S

duties which brings her (o the
city is to act as an official
greeter whenever a naval
ship, foreign or U.S., pulis in-
o New York harbor and
docks at the passenger ship
lerminals on Manhaltan's
west side. The Navy “always
gives me the royal treat-
ment,"" she said.

The best part of being Miss
New York. she says. “‘is
meeting all the wonderful
peoplc and being able to see
the State of New York "' She
has traveled extensiveiy
making appearances
throughowt the state.

Miss New York (eaches
piano and accompanies other
musicians, works {requently
as a model, and also is a part-
time waitress at a restaurant
in the Bronx.

Letters
Continued from Page ¢

totally Ineffective as the
roaches are all back in full
force the following day. |
have had the exterminator
here on a {ew occasions to no
avail.

Summer is here and 30 are
the roaches.

Name withheld

*OFF THE POT"
Permit me to suggest that
the “‘Get of! the pot’’ heading
to your April 18th editorial is
undignified and denigrates

message of your .

Yours for the elimation of
double entendre headings,

Meyer Poses

441 East 20th Street

Stein

Continued from Page 1

Stein has denied that any

collected was used to
further his congressional am-
bitions, although his
disbursements during the
period reads like a major
campaign.

The New York Post
reporied last week that Stein
would announce his can-
didacy soon.

One instance of contribu-
tions to Stein’s state commit-
tee well in excess of the $1,000

TOWN & VILLAGE — THURSDAY, APRIL 26, 1984 - 17

federal prohibition was a  Stein borrowed $525,000 in -

single {amily (hat gave near- July. 1981, from Manulac: (f3ipmor " (oo oo 00
ly $100,000. Nathan H. Mager. tucers Hanover Trust Com- turers to Mr. Steln was fur.
2 former employee of Stein's pany at | percent over a com- ther loaned by Mr. Stein to
{ather, Jerry Finkelstein. mercial rate loan. Stein ‘81 (clmpalw'l‘nil)ml
gave $33,000. his daughter. Stein was paid all of the interest on the loan
Alison R. Mager, contributed ¢367 077 from his campaign would be retmbursed by Stein

$31.500. and his son. Peter gungq aithough he had only 4| to Mr. Stein.”

m. chipped o with pyt in §520,000. The extrs 3T i
; $42,077, his lawyer says, s in-  Stein and his lawyer would
Other contributions, mestly terest costs. The lawyer, mot permit this newspaper to
wealthy realtors and corpora- Thomas J. Schwars of the talk (o Manufacturers sbout
tions gave huge amounis. firm of Skadden. Arps, Siate, any aspect of the loan and
mwmnmman Meager & Flom, 913 Third whether the loan and interest
Mﬂm“ % ﬂm x "i :vem&rbumdhl‘b: :‘u repaid and who may
nternal ng election ve guaranteed the personal
Revenue Service. specialist, said last week loan for Stein.

Candidates
Continued from Page |
Bob Tembeck)ian, who will

be up against Andrew Stein

and Betty Lall for the

Democratic party’'s nomina-

tion if and when Stein an-

nounces, said "'l expect all

Lhe candidates in this election 28id he
(o obey the law, and I will not
hesitate (o call potential

violations to the attention of
questions that Mr. Stein will
the Federal Election Com- have o answer publicly.” He
tenten, added: "I do question so-
Congressman Bill Green, meone's running up an enor-
the Republican incumbent, mous deficit in a campaign in

the story
was a {ine piece of journalism
that obviously raised some

which he was aiready
outspending his opponent,
making it necessary to con-
tinue recelving contributions
while in office from the very
people doing business with
the city. It raises some
eithical questions,"" he added.

Murphy calls for tough sentencing

Justice Francis T. Murphy
Jr. of the New York Supreme
Court’'s Appellate Division, at
25th Street and Madison
Avenue, who called for an end
(o the drug trafficking in
Madison Square Park last
month, is now working to
make sure serious criminals
are sent (o prison even if
there is not enough space.

ing that with crime remain-
ing at high levels in the state,
Judges can no longer afford to
take the shortage of prison

resolution said. The

space into account when they Divisions of the Supreme that in 1984 hundreds of
3’ m‘ stem ks ' dows In bl o
e's sy now New York City would
houses more than 33,000 10- iniervew thal In” the pory De covered with metal gates,
Mates "'M“WMWIMM“ that private security
capacty. “reluctant’ to send peopie to m"""m""“ ;’::"" the lob-
The streets of New York OVercrowded prisons and in- 2 ""' rooftops of

become ' . Stead had approved plea
have lawless mar bargaining. He declined

because of a *‘true and com-
mon of a falling this fashion.
criminal-justice system,” the  [n nis slatement accompa:

the resolution, Justice government (o its knees, that
tion represenis more than Murphy said that the climate the moral passion for justice
3,000 judges. including *hose of fear in New York would has been drained out of socte-

Court, have been “‘unthinkable" on- ty and, in s place, there is an
overwheiming sense of
*If then someone had said heiplessness ™’

n
Criminal Court, Family |y a generation ago.
Court and the four Appeilate . -
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LASER SURGERY IN PODIATRY.

n my precice of Podiatric medicine end surgery
continuous study and research 5o that | covid provide trestment for
my patients with the lotes! techniques end Mot up-10-date equip:

. | hove meimeined
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

May 11, 1984

Thomas K. Schwarz, Esquire

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher
& Flom

919 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10022-9931

Re: Pre-MUR 123

Dear Mr. Schwarz:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated
May 4, 1984 pertaining to alleged violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act by Andrew Stein and his committees.

In response to your reguest for a meeting, Thomas
Whitehead, Assistant General Caunsel, and Anne Weissenborn,
attorney, have been assigned to this matter. Their
telephone number is (202) 523-4000. Anne will give you a
call setting up a mutually agreeable time. If you have
any gquestions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Kenneth A.
Associate Geperal Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION % -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 . : lmg

MEMORANDUM TO: THE COMMISSION

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/SUSAN M. TEIR
DATE: MAY 8, 1984

SUBJECT: ORIGINAL COMPLAINT - PRE-MUR 123

o The attached has been circulated for your

e~ information.

040465

3 4

Attachment
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SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLOM
919 THIRD AVENUE
NEW YORK 10022-99231

0 ONE BEACON STRECT
"glf::::w‘:l::‘::nu" (212) 371-6000 SOBTON, MASSACHUBETTS 0208
Twx: 710 881 S04 7 823-0008
TCLEX 645809 o mmm".;m nw
TCLECOPIER! WASHING TON, 20008
212: 722 1084 V0D 403- 8700

ONE RODNEY SOUMRE
WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 980!
(302) 429-9200

'8 SOUTH MGUTROA STREST
LOB ANGELES. CALIFORNIA SO0
@13) 4004800

I

BY HAND VIA WASHINGTON OFFICE

Kenneth Gross, Esgqg.

U

Associate General Counsel e
Federal Election Commission 20
1325 K Street, N.W. ~e

Washington, D.C. 20463
Dear Mr. Gross:

Pursuant to our discussion after your receipt
of my letter of April 30th with respect to Andrew Stein,
enclosed please find a memorandum and exhibits thereto con-
cerning alleged violations of the Federal Election Campaign
Act by Mr. Stein and his committees. 1Included are the articles
from Town & Village newspaper.

I would appreciate an opportunity to meet with you
or your designee after you have reviewed the enclosed materials.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Very txulygpyours,

Thoma . Sch

Encs.
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

This memorandum is submitted on behalf of the Stein

'8l Committee, a non-federal committé; which is registered pur-
suant to the New York State Election Law, and the Stein for
Congress Committee, an authorized committee registered with the
Federal Election Commission. The two Stein committees request that
the Federal Election Commission investigate whether any violation
of the Federal Election Campaign Act, as amended, has arisen
by virtue of (i) the expenditure of surplus campaign funds'by

tein '81, (ii) the repayment of an obligation to D.H. Sawyer

& Associates Ltd. which performed services for Stein'8l and (iii)

a loan, the proceeds of which were used in the 1981 campaign which

loan was then repaid. This request arises as a result of an

..article appearing in the April 19th issue of Town & Village under

the headline "Special Report - Stein Election Group May Have Vio-
lated Federal Law", and a follow uplarticle in: the Aprili 26th

issue, copies of which are enclosed. Because of the attention

which this article has received in the 15th Congressional District,
Mr. Stein is being tried in the local press, even though this Agency,
which has jurisdiction over violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act, has not reviewed the alleged violations. It is
therefore respectfully reguested that a Pre-MUR number be assigned
and that the Commission find "no reason to believe" that a violation

has occurred. -

BACKGROUND FACTS

Andrew Stein was elected Borough President in November of 1981.
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As of that time his State Committee, Stein '8l, owed Mr. Stein
$520,000. Commencing in February {;82, repayments were made in
small amounts so that by the beginning of July 1983 there remained
owing in excess of $208,000. A fund-raiser in July of 1983 raised

in excess of $128,000, another fund-raiser in November of 1983

raised an additional $135,000 and additional contribhutions continue
to come in from time to time from the two fund-raisers. As a result
a surplus existed in the Stein '8l fund. Under New York State
Law, as‘with respect to federal law, surplus campaign funds may be
used for any lawful purpose in connection with the official duties
of an officeholder. See Opinion of N.Y.S. Board of Elections 1979-3.
As discussed below, each of the mailings was consistent with that ’
principle of New York law.

The mailings which appear to be at issue are as follows
and are included as an appendix to this memorandum:

1. Reprint of the New York Times, August 28, 1982,
"Beyond Loving New York" - approximately 1,800 pieces.

2. Reprint of the New York Times, March 20, 1983,
"Wanted. Ideas for New York City" - approximately 15,000 pieces.

3. Reprint of the New York Times, April 24, 1983,
"Get Ready for Phone Bills to Double" - approximately {1,000 pieces.

4. Reprint of the New York Times, May 23, 1983,
Letter to the Editor, "Ill Chosen Approach to Rising Health
Costs" - approximately 900 pieces.

5. Reprint of the New York Post, June 3, 1983,
"Rent Hikes Should be Modest Again" - approximately 8,700
plieces.
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6. Reprint of the New York Post, September 1, 1983,
"Let"s give the MTA Back to the People" - approximately 2,900
pieces. b
7. Reprint of the New York Times, February 18, 1984,
entltled, "Preservation Laws Should Apply Equally" - approximately
1,000 pieces.

All of the above pieces were mailed to past contributors,
community leaders throughout the borough, political leaders through-
out the borough, past supporters and past campaign volunteers
throughout the borough and the city, elected public officials
throughout the borough and city, tenant organizations, block and
civic associations, Treligious and fraternal organizations,
veterans organizations and political clubs around the borough.

“dditionally, the following mailings were sent:

l. Andrew Stein's Tenant Newsletter - approximately
26,000 copies mailed to pecple on the West Side of Manhattan
(not in the 15th Congressional District), in November 1983.

e Approximately 82,700 copies of a newsletter which
was mailed throughout the borough concerning telephone divesti-
ture, in November, 1983.

3. Upper East Side Historic District Letter (January
1984) - approximately 7,000 copies sent to the Upper East Side
calling upon the public to attend a hearing on landmark preserva-
tion issues on the Upper East Side.

4. 421A Tenant Alert (March 9, 1984) - approximately
, 300 letters sent tc tenents throughout the borough who would
cse certain tenant protection during 1984-1985.

5. Murray Hill Historic District letter (March 1984) -
approximately 5,000 copies were sent to people in the Murray Hill
area recguesting attendance at a public hearing dealing with local
historic preservation efforts.

6. Joint Andrew Stein/Carol Bellamy mailing (March
1984) on a hearing concerning women's rights in the workplace -
60,000 pieces were maile¢ to neighborhoods in the Upper West
Sicde, West Sicde, Greenwich Village and the East Side, many more
cf which were mailecé outside than inside the 15th Congressional
DisE et

(VS)




™~

8 6

8404045

- 7. Title I Tenant Alert (April 1984) - approximately
6,450 letters were sent to tenants in Title I buildings on the
West Side and the Upper West Side o%’the borough.

Additionally, the Stein Committee paid for approxi-
mately 6,200 Jewish New Year's greeting cards and approximately
9,100 Christmas greeting cards which went to past contributors,
community leaders and religious leaders, political leaders,
political supporters and past campaign volunteers and elected
and appointed officials throughout the borough and the city.

' The nature of these mailings and the characteristics
of the recipients underscore the fact that each of these mailings
were done for a lawful purpose in connection with the official
duties of the Borough President.

In addition to the mailings, a portion of the $520,000
debt to the candidate remained outstanding thrcugh early 1984 and
payments were made to D.H. Sawyer & Associates Ltd. ("Sawyer"),
which had performed services for Mr. Stein in connection with
the 1981 Borough President election. As of the end of the 1981
election, there was a dispute with Sawyer as to the amount of the
fee owed, and after the July 1983 fund-raiser, additional payments
were made. These payments were in resolution of the dispute arising
out of the 1981 election.” D.H. Sawyer has performed no services
for Stein or any committee connected wiéh Mr. Stein since the 1981

Borough President election nor has D.H. Sawyer been retained

in connection with any federal election nor is it expected that

D.H. Sawyer will be retained in connection with any federal election.
See the enclosed letter from D.H. Sawyer. Given the fact that Sawyer
has not and will not be retained in connection with any federal

election, there could not have been a violation of the Federal
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Elegtion Campaign Act.

With this factual discrepancy resolved, the only
federal issue remaining for legal analysis relates to the use

of the surplus funds for the mailings.l
ANALYSIS

As is clear from the above, the mailings related to
issues relevant to the duties of the Office of the Borough
Presideht. Indeed, most of the mailings related to purely New
York City local issues. Moreover, dissemination was Boroughwide
and not limited to the 15th Congressional District (East Side-
Manhattan) for which Mr. étein has filed é Statement of Candidacy.
The Stein '81 Committee and the Stein for Congress Committee
do not believe there has been any violation of the Federal Elec-
tion Law for the reasons stated below.

New York State Law, as indicated above, clearly permits
the use of campaign funcds as has occurred in this case. Further-

more, federal law, as it has evolved through various Advisory

Opinions and Matters Under Review, permits such expenditures

1

As discussed below, the mailings do not implicate the FECA
ané, therefore, the loan from the candicate does not raise
a federal issue.
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even where someone is a "candidate" for federal office (which
did not even occur here until at least February 17, 1984)%

if there is another non-federal election purpose for the acti-
vity.

Thus, for example, in AO 1978-15 the Commission held
that a candidate may act as a chairman of a fund-raising opera-
tion for a charity where there was no mention of his candidacy
made in the charitable organization's materials and there was

no solicitation, making or acceptance of contributions to the

federal campaign nor any communication which expressly advocated
the nomination or election to federal office or the defeat of
any other candidate. Similarly, in AO 1982-15 the Commission
held that a law firm can continue to conduct.its business and
advertise when one of its members is a candidate for federal
office if the advertisements did not publicize the candidacy. '
In AO 1982-56, the Commission held that the appearances of a

f=deral candidate in a television acvertisement for a state

candidate did not constitute a contribution from the state

2 While a Statement of Candidacy was filed on that date, the
activities occurring were clearly in the nature of "testing
the waters" expenditures. Thus under 11 CFR Sections 104.1
and 100.3, the voluntary filing did not trigger candidacy.
Indeed, no contributions were received until February 27, 1984
and the $5,000 contribution level was not passed until March 13,
1984. At the same time, disbursements of the Committee have
not yet risen to the $5,000 limit for anything other than
"testing of the waters", cecnsultants and pelling.




officéholder to the federal since the advertisement was not

for the purpose of influencing the federal election and d4id not
mention the federal candidacy. See alsoc AO 1978-4 (A testimonial
dinner may be held without regard to limits if no solicitation
or contributions and no express advocacy); AO 1977-42 (radio
broadcasts not contributions if no solicitation and no advocacy):

AO 1981-37 (Congressman may receive assistance from corpora-

tions in connection with matters relating to his duties of office

if no advocacy or solicitation, making or receipt of contributions).

0

MUR determinations by the Commission, as set forth in

8 7

the various General Counsel reports, also support the absence

of any federal violation here. Thus, MURs have made it clear

b3
-

that the "major purpose test" is not met and no violation occurs
where there is another purpose to the expenditure under attack
and there is no solicitation or receipt of contributions and no
express advocacy. In MUR 1619 the issue was raised as to whether

Rev. Jesse Jackson's trip to Syria involved campaign related

8 40404E©6

activity. Because there was ample evidence of diplomatic qualifi-
cations and participation in the negotiations of one of Rev. Jack-
son's assistants (Tom Porter), the Gereral Counsel concluded and
the Commission (5-0) agreed that there was no evidence that the
trip was campaign related. Obviously, as is well-known, Rev.
Jackson's trip to Syria had a significant impact on his Presi-

dentizl campaign but none of the other incdicia of campaign activity

was present.
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Similarly in MUR 1476 sn allegation was made that a
Senior Citizen Advisory Council picngic was a campaign event or
activity. Citing AO 1980-89, 1980-22 and 1980-16 concerning
appearances by Congressmen during re-election campaigns, the
Commission determined no contribution or expenditure was involved
because of the absence of any communication expressly advocating
the nomination or election of the candidate or the defeat of
another candidate and there was no scliciting, making or acceptance
of any campaign contributions.

Similarly in MUR 1458 an allegation was made that
expenditures for travel, lodging, polling and telephone ser-
vices were made.in connection with a federal election. With
respect to tra§e1 and lodging, it was held tﬁat the appearances
were in connection with the state officeholder's position even
though they overlapped with the congressional district in which
the state officeholder was a candidate and that any benefit to
the congressional campaign was incidental. However, with
respect to polling, it was determined that since certain ques-
tions would clearly be an aid to the federal campaign that there
should have been an allocation. 1In this case, all polling in
connection with the federal campaién has been paid for by Stein
for Congress. Similar analyses appear in MUR 1283 involving
the Reacders' Digest, MUR 1372 and MUR 1298 ("public exposure

by an individual as a cancicdate will not be presumed to be for
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the purpose of influencing an election, provided that it can

be shown that the appearance had some alternative justification").

L4
.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully sub-
mitted that there is no "reason to believe" a violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act, as amended, has occurred. Either
a Pre-MUR or a MUR number should be assigned and, based upon
the information set forth, a finding made that neither Stein '8l
c: nor Stein for Congress violated the FECA as a resuit of the

activities herein described.

©0

s

2 Respectfylly, submi a,
g e

g 7

T homas Schwarz

(i

<

o

May 3, 1984
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SPECIAL REPORT

Stein Election Group May
Have Violated Federal Law

high with one family’giving the Stetn fuild about
$100.000. Nathan H. Mager. a termer employee of
Sten's father. Jerry Finkeistein. gave $33.000; his
daughter. Altson R. Mager. contributed $31.500, and
his son. Peter Mager, chipped in with $32.500 Other
contributions

cording to the Internal Revenue Service.

Stein denies that any money collected was used to
further his ambitions, although his
disbursements during the period reads like a major

A media consultant Stein’'s race for
Borough President in 1981 was paxd a whopping
$146,000. The same media consultant. D Sawyer,
was paid in the last year $40.000 besides $60,000 in
1982 Stein claims that the payment in 1962 was for
disputed bill left over from his campaign back in
1981 for Borough President against David Dinkens
who he narrowly defeated after spending over $1

.~ WEDMESDAY, APBR 18, 1994

70 RUN FOR
= CONGRESS

gress in the 15th district

The New York Post reported in its Wednesday edition that Manhattan
Berough President Andrew Stein had ended a two week period of second
thoughts and decided to officially enter the Democratic primary for Con-

o The Post reported, ‘' Friends said Stein finally decided to make the race
e after taking a poll that showed him behind But within striking distance of
8 imcumbent Republican William S Green

million.
The 1981 did aot cos! Siela anything as

$42,077. his lawyer says. is interest costs. The
lawyer, Thomas J. Scirwarz of the firm of Skadden,
. & Flom, 913 Third Avenue,

i
i

i
E!
‘
i
it
|

i
!
§
:

was repaid and who have guaranteed the per-
mmmm‘%’m« by Town &
Village were made and Stein said there
were no guarantors who would be respoasible if he

82
53
z
;
:
i
3
g




(<o}

J

0 4045

8 4

33- TOWN & VILLAGE — THURSDAY, APRIL 19, 1984 .

Stein Election Group May
Have Violated Federal Law

Continued (rom Page

without permission of the individual involved.

in June, 1981, the Sterling National Bank and
Trust Company, 340 Madison Avenue. lent Stein's
campaign $220.000 that wwunlm by ten men
including Donald Tru: rd R. Downe, Jerry
Finkeistein, Michael Forrest, Sylvan Lawrence.
Arthur Emil, Steven Greenberg. Saul P Steinberg.
Irving Fingeritt, and Sherman Cohen. In addition.
most of these men contributed heavily in cash

Trump and his real estate corporations con-
tnibuted $24.000; Saul Steindberg. $30.000 and Emil
$7500 Emil just last week bought the former Police
Headquarters on Centre Street.

Although Stein says that he is vehemently anti-
landiord, he has sought and obtained extremely
large contributions from many real estate
magnates in Manhattan One real estate man. who
did not give to the Stein campaign who wanted to re-
main anonymous, said. ‘'Sure, he is disliked by the
smaller real estate apartment owners who are iock-
ed in, but the moguls got out of rent-control years
ago Now. they want tax easements, city favors on
oning and whatever a vole on the Board of
Estimate is worth."”

Each Borough Piresident has one vote on the
Board of Estimate making {ive votes The Mayor,
the Comptrotier. and the City Council President has
two each. Each Borough President for the most
part goes ajong with a “"home-rule vote'* and do not

contest each other. The decisive vote is usually with
the other three members of the Board of Estimate
Besides his Board of Estimate vote and {ssuing pro-
clamations. the President has little to do.
However, he can help in tax-exemptions and using
his tion to get a friendly hearln.
ayor Koch in his book '‘Mayor'' teils how Stein

sought to aid Donald Trump with a tax-exemption
with Trump Tower

The Mayor said

On acquiring the $6th Sireet property. the
younger Trump announced a project commen:
surate even with his own ambition The Trump
Organization. he said. would raze the nine-story
Bonwit Teller Building, a great favonite of Art Deco
aficionados. and construct in its place a sixty-eight-
story steel-and-glass tower containing 320 con-
dominium umits and vast areas for commerciaj use
on the lower floors To be called "The Trump
Tower."" it would cost. he said. $155 milhion to butld
The $407.000 one-bedroom condos and the Trump
Tower’s jewel. its $3 15-million triplex. wouid both
be ready for occupancy In late 1982 For this Donald
Trump wanted an estimated $30-340-million tax ex-
emption under the Section 421-A program

“Anthony Gliedman was my Commissioner for
Housing Preservation and Development Gled-
man. like Trump, had his roots 1n Brooklyn He
knew the Trump Organizaiion from its gigantic
Trump-Warbasse and Trump Village subsidized

housing complexes in the Coney Isiand section of
Brooklyn. And Glledman was no newcomer (o
politics. He knew, as well. the considerable
genernsity of the Trumps when campeign:
contribution time came around.

“When Trump’s 421-A application was filed, there
was soon a call from Manhattan Prest-
dent, Andrew Stein Stein had, eartier. been the sub-
ject of damaging news stories as a result of hs ac-
cepting the use of a sumptuous sunimer house in the
Hamptons {ree of charge (rom. another Manhattan
real estate baron. Sylvan Lawrence In that call
Stein arranged a meeting with Trump to which he
invited Tony Gliedman to discuss the 421-A exemp-
tion on the Bonwit Teller site.

Although Stein tried to help. Trump was turned
down The matter is still the subject of litigation.

At a meeting last Friday with Stein and his elec-
tion lawyer. Schwartz, in the bocough president’'s
Municipal Building office, Stein was uud to ex-
piain what services were rendered by Election
Computer Services and a firm, called O S 1 . both of
which were paid a total of $7.000 in October. 1983,
and January, 1984 Stein and his lawyer declined to
reveal what services were performed

Margo Marabon. the owner of Election Computer
Services and O S | . 7S Lexington Avenue. refused
to answer questions relating to her work for the
Stein campaign committee. She did confirm that

Continued on Page 33
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Stein Election Group May
Have Violated Federal Law

Continued from Page 32

her companies specialized in voting lists. Election
Computer Services is weil-known among politicians
who usc malling lists and lists of voters for cam-

igns.
”In January, 1983, the Stein ‘81 Committee filed
with the State Board of Elections a financial
disclosure statement which said that it had no
liabilities. However, Stein admitted that it owed
$60.000 to a media consultant. D. Sawyer and that
since the bill was in dispute it was not listed as a
liability Sawyer was paid the $80.000 by Ste:n ‘81

A veteran politician amazement that
the Stein ‘81 was still collecting huge amounts of
money nearly three years after Stein was elected
Borough President and that soliciting was deing
done to pay off Stein and at the same time that
money was being spent in huge sums

Stein was asked by Town & Village what 23 per-
sons listed on the filings had done to earn salaries of
$210 each which was paid a few months ago Matl-
ing addresses are supposed to be listed. but there
were none. Stein said. *'| have no idea what they
PRt

Town & Village located Jean Shevlin of § Stuyve-
sant Oval, oae of the women named on the list who
earned §210. She said that she had checked Board of
Election lists for persons who had voted in certain
years. She refused to elaborate. Stein refused to
provide the addresses and phone numbers of the re-
maining names.

The Stein campaign committee recently spent
$20,330 for postage and $14,000 in printing to mail
matertal to voters. Stein deciined to reveal the con-
tent of all the mailings, to which voters were the
mailings made, and in what areas. Stein did supply
one mailing concerning AT & T

Listed on the January 15. 1984, filing of Stein '81
Commitlee was an expense to the Board of Elec-
tions, 131 Varick Street, for $257 71 for voter lists.
The Board of Elections sell voter lists at $7 per thou-
sand on a cash basis Patricia Cortez of the Boara of
Elections says there were two purchases: one in
May andone in July Each time. she was told that it
was for the Borough President’s uffice and that she
shouid send a dill ''They didn't pay the bill on
time'* she says. ''It took until December 14, 1983 un-
til Sten ‘81 paid the till — six and eight months
iate

Stein said that the lists purchased were for all
over Manhattan. Cortez disagrees and remembers
that “‘the lists were for downtown.'' The number of
names was 36,000.

Lawrence Halloran. an attorney. vesterday said
that "The Federal law says thal anybody who
spends more than $1000 to influence a Federal elec-
tion has to file with the Federal Election Commis-
sion and explain where the moaey came from *'

Town & Village has printed the (ederal filings
from Congressman William Green, Republican in-
cumbent. and Betty Lall. candidate for the
Democrat nomination.
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sity of Arkassas ¢ Listle oo bea provided 199 ro-
Rech. search grants o 88 saiver-
lmu::n will be mﬂ-e‘.lﬂ.“
adylng e extent Sl
and effectivensss of AAA Lieyd Wright

VRALUAELE COUPON

KEEP IN THE KNOW
SUBSCRIBE TO TOWN & VILLAGE
LESS THAN 10° A WEEK!

YES — SEND ME T&V!

i 1 YEAR - ( 52 WEEKS) FOR $S.
U 2 YEARS - (104 WEEKS) FOR $9.
O] 3 YEARS - (156 WEEKS) FOR $12.

ZIP CODES 10009; 10010: 10003: 10016
ELSEWHMERE PLEASE ADD $5 TO ABOVE

NAME:

CIvyY:
STATE 2w

MAN TO: TOWN & VILLAGE
CIRCULATION

9 Piece Fa‘mily Dinner
Mother 9f the Year

REGO'S ROOST

Deliciovs Fried Chicken & Sestood
free Prompt Delivery

10 GIFT CIRTIFICATE
FOR DINNER FOR TWO
Plus Our Special Bottie of elien Wine

MOTHER OF THE YEAR
[, ]

LA STRADA EAST RESTAURANT
274 3ed Ave. (21-228¢) 473-3760

BRUNCH FOR TWO
MOTHER OF THE YEAR
P (Z %ylwéﬁ

RESTAURANT
345 2nd Ave. (20th $¢.) 473-9703

34500 Perm or Body Wave & Restyling

MARK'S

HAIRSIYLISTS | iqex

“We Talk To You About Your Hair''
334 15t Ave. at 199h $t. 477-2334

268-First Ave. of |5th St. 533.5240 1

TWO OOZEN BAGELS & B CRESN ORESE
m.?'ﬂ-\ru
congliment of

Gss-A-
“EVERVTHING ON A BAGAL"
309 190 Ave. (cor. 2100 80.)

$20 GIFY C'E.RTIFICATE
MOTHER QF THE YEAR

MOTHER OF THE YEAR
ZOOKY'S DELICATESSEN
FINEST KOSIER PROVISIONS

NOT BAGELS MADE BEFORE YOUREYES

100 3ed Ave. (16-17 8¢ 962-4690

COMPLETE LUNCH FORTWO
MOTHER OF THE YEAR

FRANK'’S TRATTORIA
347 Lst Ave. (20-21 5t 617-2991

MOTHER 0ul:. THE YEAR
PEIESATUACE |

SO2E. 14¢h Se.(Ne. Ave. A) 4730671

$20 GIFT CERTIFICATE

FOR

MOTHER OF THE YEAR

FROM

ENESLOW COMFORT SHOES
329 First Ave. et 1980.° 477-2300

DISH GARDEN
MOTHER OF THE YEAR
Flowers BLTwiling‘Ln

HLOWERS POR ALL OCCA weo an
354 East 20th S1. (nr. 13t Ave.) GR 5-7066

$10GIFT %R'I’IFICATE
MOTHER OF THE YEAR
COMPLIMENTS OF

Gramercy Park Flower Shop
Sokas m- Ouwr SOth Year

200 Third Ave. (cor. 215t $¢.) GR S-
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25 CENTS

Stein ducks all questions

on

$525,00

Questions and threats

/ Borough t material and answers to some of
of apparently is in hot our questions. The lawyer later sent
nmmhhumpumw us some gobbledygook papers
and d b week which posed mote questions than
Town & Vi revealed that his answered.

$300,000 to Stein personally and
spent $140,000 in westiomb’l'e ex-

We met with Stein and his lawyer
for :I:'out 90 mlnwa before the
story ran. We were promis-

::gul we would be supplied with

, Stein's father, Jerry
Finkelstein, stepped in. He
threatened that he would hurt us
personally and financially il we
didn’'t lie down and “*‘make peace.”
He called us twice, and each time
we asked for permission: to talk to
the loan officer at Manufacturers
Hanover Bank: to know what a
score of people who were listed on
Continued on Page 4
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0 bank loan

|
i
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Oear Me. Stain and Mr. Finkelstein
*Wiestion Permit Town & Viiloge 1o 1peah ‘o

i
i
i

poign fund which the ioan ofticer ond get nformation 3bout

ll'lw federal  alection | g1gin 5 Ioan of $525 000 trom the Manulacturers
Siein and his public rela Hanover 8ank which he then ioaned to hiy com-

tioms firm retused to snswer pagn committee cd wos repaid more morey

pecific questions on a than he iooned.

533000 loan (0 Stetn by

Question: Let Town § Viilage see and discuss
lings of Stein 81 this past yeor.

Bask and the campaign's | OV

repsyment to Stein ® Question: Let us speak 10 Dav.d Sawyer about
terest. of 3867077, Slein con- | the oxtra $40 000 poid to him this post year
mx&m {besides the $60 000 which was given as o settie-

ment of a dispute).

Question: Give us the names on 4 addresses of
the score of peopie that were on the Sten 8!
poyroll 30 we con tind out what they did.

’

week Question: Let us 3peak 10 your computer ser

Sietn’s office were net return- vices for which Stein 8! pod thousonds and

L‘: -"mwwa aliow them 10 tell us what they did

in the Berough President's of-

fice and whe in now with the

firm of Lulum ad C d od

Meloughiia, e

”‘- DR Bl The pespie Borough Prest- 10 pive 3 much Detter ex:
l.ﬁvut.fm.vu_ dent Andrew Stewn will (ace in planstion and a clearer ac-

revesied that Stein's cam Ris run for Congress. if he counting of how (he muney

paign commitiee, called Stein decides 10 anaounce his can- was spent = She questioned

didrcy. reacted sirongly 10 the proprniety of rasing
Town & Village's Story on substantial sums of money
Sten's campaign (inances while in an viected of(ice |
last week Betty Lath. o of think he ought to vome ~ut
two Demeocrats officially and make a statement
entered i the campaign said decause 1t's 100 full 4 stoey to
“Stein owes & (o his consii- ignore.’ she addrd

tuency as Borough President  Continued on Page 17
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1f used in a lederail
would violate lederal law

Continued on Page |7

BULLDOZERS AWAY: Werkers cloaring rubble from the former home of the
Trensit-Miz coment compeny on the Gest River ¢ 20th Strees. The com-
pany has been ordered to restere the site te its original condition and the
N.Y.C. Departmeont of Perts end Terminels reports thet “work is going

smoothly. '
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force the fellowing day. | wndignified and denigrates
have had the exterminater the reputation of your
DEre 60 8 (0w eCCasions 10 B0 AewIpaper and the intended
avell. memage of yewr editorial.
Summner 5 hore and 9 are Yours for the elimation of
the reaches. dsuble entendre headings.
Name withheld Meyer Posss
Upea request ] East 39th Street
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ve huge amousts. (irm of Skedden. Arps. Slate.
-’. contributions are Meager & Flom. 913 Thira :s’mm.mum

be reimbursed
aitheugh he had 0 ™
put in 883,000 The exirs | 'O Mr Stein
lu.m.nblawa:ay':.uw mmmcm-ﬂb
terest costs awyer. not permit this Newepeper
Schwarz of the talk to Manuiacturers sbeut

-

. who I8 rep lobe was repaid and who may

H

well In excess of the $1.000  Revenue Service

Candidates
the candidates in this election
Continued from Pagel g obey the law. and | will not
Bob Temnbeckjian. who will hesitate (o call potential
of

s8id he “thought the ttory which he was already
was a (ine piece of journalism P g his
that odviously raised some making it necessary to com-

be up against Andrew Stein v to the

and Betty Lall (or the the Federal Election Com-
Democratic party's nomina- mission.

tion il and when Stein an-  Congressman Bill Green.
nounces. said 1 expect all (pe Republican incumbent.

that Mr Stein will tinue receiving contridutions
have tn answer publicly "' He while in office (rom the

added ‘I do question so- people doing business with
meone’'s running up anenor- the city (t raises some
mous deficit in & campaign in  eithical questions. ' he added

Murphy calls for tough sentencing

Justice Francis T Murphy SPece into account when they
Jr of the New York Supreme Mete out sentences The

Divisions of the Supreme that 1n (984 hundreds of
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Dr. Arthur D. Freiberg, DPM, FAAFS

3_10 First Ave. (Cor. 18th St.)
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Beyond
Oing
New York

{eaders repeat this phrase as if it were
an anciemt ritual born of tradition not

our strength: our future as a business

hackbone of our future economy

&he New York Eimes

The world watched as we slowly
righted ourselves and began our
recovery. For five or six years, there
was certainty, predictability, direc-
tion and even a vague sense of prom-
ise and prospesity.

But a policy born of crisis breeds
new crises. Fueled by the incentives,
office buildings skyrocketed, real es-
tate values soared and along with
them rose a political hue and cry to
tap this new wellspring of potential
tax revenues — in effect, to repeat
past mistakes. Real estate taxes were

for new offices became precarious,
discretionary and nonexistent, as if
the answer to our continuing need to
build for a future service economy
was to build less. )

We now face an economy fraught
with uncertainties. To survive the eco-
nomic instability of the 1980's, New
York must end its reactive crisis man-
agement and begin actively planning
for a long-range, stable competitive
business environment.

First, the City Planning Commis-
sion must be restructured to reduce
the average 12 months of bureaucratic
tinkering and review a project re-
cetves before it is certified for public
discussion. Our vital and democratic
uniform-land-use

pives communities and city agencies
ix months in which to evaluate fully
the merits of any project through ex-

SATURDAY, AUGUST 28, 1982

' to polish our image
While they are innovative and impres-
sive, these campaigns do little to
make New York competitive or to
shape the economic realities in whict
our future lies.

Andrew Stein 1s Manhattan Borough
President.




&he New Pork Eimes Magazine

March 20, 1983

WANTED: IDEAS
FOR NEW YORK CITY

By Andrew J. Stein

*‘Clearly, the city and the region face
several years of further job losses, erod-
ing tax bases and increases in dependent
population. But it is certainly difficult to
ascertain any actions the city could take
to avert or mitigate this downward

That view of New York
City, offered in 1973 in a
study prepared for the Joint
Economic Committee of Con-
gress, reflected a common
assumption among urban
economists. New York was

ance, accounting, communications, law,
health. As America’s economic base has
shifted from manufacturing toward
service, New York has emerged as the
premier service provider for the worid.
Ironically, some of the very reasons
cited to explain the city’s economic “de-

seen to be too congested, too
old, too big and too cumber-
some to accommodate the
demands of modern com-
merce. The future, they said,
would lie in more sprawling
urban settings like Los An-
geles or Dallas-Fort Worth.
There is no denying New

Manhattan's Borough President
says new approaches are needed to
nurture the city’s growing service
economy with its brokerages,
banks and communication firms.
He offers his own suggestions.

York's problems. That ‘‘de-
pendent population’ is gi-
gantic and growing. Our
933,000 elderly would consti-
tute the nation's seventh-
largest city. The number of

last census as $7,412 a year for a family
of four, is greater than the entire popula-
tion of Detroit. The public-transportation
system has faced crisis after crisis, and
the educational and criminal-justice sys-
tems are under constant attack.

Yet New York has confounded its fiscal
Cassandras. Long-term debt service as a
percentage of operating expenditures is
at the historically low level of 10 percent,

The densely packed population and
its huge transit system, once
viewed as among the causes of
New York’s economic woes, are
now seen as competitive aids in

attracting growth companies.

that the success or failure of our eco-
nomic policies will determine the quality
of our lives. That means we must evolve
specific new programs that nurture our

ANDREW STEIN, manhattan Borough President




upon the commercial and industrial
parks of Long Island. Westchester,
New Jersey and Connecticut. They
make up the rank-and-file back-office
staff of the service economy, process-
ing information, money and paper for
the corporations located in New York
City. They work out there side by side
with the employees of hundreds of
small businesses ancillary to the
service economy, such as food stores
or office-supply shops.

Midtown Manhattan continues to
attract the central offices of virtually
every key component of the service
economy, from communications and
information enterprises to securities
firms and banks. However, though
corporate headquarters mey polish
the municipal image, they do not rep-
resent the principal source of future
jobs — particularly the semiskilled
jobs the city’s residents most need.
And New York City as a whole is los-
ing out to our suburban neighbors in
the competition for these jobs.

To a certain extent, many of the
business decisions to move back-of-
tice and other enterprises out of New
York City came during the mid-1960’s
and early 1970's, inspired by cheap
gasoline, inexpensive and abundant
open space and vigorous ‘‘poaching”’
campaigns by suburban communi-
ties. These decisions established a
precedent: It is hard to convince a
corporation that set up its first data-
processing plant in Hicksville, L. 1.,
that its second such plant should be
built in Long Island City instead of
Hicksville.

But as land and construction costs
rise and the suburbs increase their
tax rates to cope with a host of prob-
lems suburban officials never
dreamed of a decade ago, New York
City and other urban areas become
increasingly attractive. One recent
survey of construction and land costs
suggests that office-space construc-
tion in Brooklyn or Queens now costs
about the same as building in the sub-
urbs.

To lure those companies that do not
require prime Manhattan office
space, New York should re-evaluate
the zoning of various areas outside
the city’s center, particularly under-
utilized manufacturing areas. The va-
cant and boarded-up warehouses that
dot the Queens shoreline along the
East River ure a prime example of a
location close to the midtown business
core that could be developed for back-
office activity.

The city’s land-development tools
also include the power of condemna-
tion and the right to lease or sell va-
cant city land and municipal facili-
ties. New York does not lack for such
land and facilities that would serve
the city better if developed for data-
processing centers, information-stor-
age centers, commercial parks and
the like. One example: the Brooklyn
Army Terminal, where the city cur-
rently stores its dilapidated buses be-
fore they are scrapped.

New York should market such
properties by taking a lsaf from the
book of our commercial real-estate
concerns. We might ease the com-
mercial tax burden for corporate resi-
dents willing to locate their back-of-
fice operations in the city, even peg-
ging such tax relief to negotiated

commitments from the company — a
low, 10-year tax rate to be renegoti-
ated in the light of the company's
record as to providing permanent

jobs.
a

Ask almost anyone in business,
from the hot-dog vendor on the corner
of the Avenue of the Americas and
S4th Street to the head of the New
York Stock Exchange: ‘‘What's it like
to start a business in New York?'* He
or she will tell you that it is tough —
tougher than in other cities — in large
measure because New Yorkers have
an ingrained, negative attitude to-
ward business development.

That attitude is summed up in the
phrase ‘‘Guilty until proven inno-
cent,” and it has led to a daunting
array of regulations embodied in
building codes and land-use review

ordinated and duplicative fashion by
a host of commissions, boards, coun-
cils, agencies and bureaus.

Consider the demands New York
placed upon the companies compet-
ing for the franchises for cable televi-
sion, a key technological element of
the service-dominated economy. (To
put it simply, cable transforms every
household television set into a poten-
tial marketplace for everything from
stock transfers to real estate to the
latest in fashion.) Ever since Manhat-
tan was ‘‘wired’’ for cable in 1988, the
city has been trying to create a mech-
anism to allow cable companies into
its other boroughs. What should have
taken six or seven months for com.
petitive bids and approval has takea
two years as the city has demanded
more and more paperwork and in-
sisted upon additional programs of
dubious value. The cost to the compe-
nies has risen so high that it is still un-
certain whether New Yorkers, other
than those in Manhattan, will get
cable television.

Land-use regulation follows a simi-
lar pattern. For instance, why is a
small restaurateur planning a side-
walk cafe of marginal impact sub-
jected to the same extensive scrutiny
given the most extensive housing
development of the decade? Builders
of large, expensive construction
projects can and do pay handsomely
for the legal talent to shepherd a
project through the morass of munici-
pal reviews, but a small entrepre-
neur, unable to afford such expertise,
is thwarted at virtually every step.
One result: Many small firms refuse
to locate in the city, or languish when
they do.

It is not a resuit we can afford.
About hailf of all our jobs are with
companies with fewer than 100 em-
ployess. To heip such companies cope
with city codes, New York should con-
sider estabiishing a two-tiered sys-
tem for some of its regulatory ac-
tions. An example of what can be ac-
complished is the Department of
Buildings’ streamlined permit and
self-inspection program for small
renovations. Multiple inspections are
required for large projects by plumb-

tion of the renovation; his license Is
forfeit if Le is found to have misstated
the facts.

Under our Uniform Land Use Re-
view Procedure, communities and
city agencies are allowed six months
in which to evaluate fully the merits
of any project by means of extensive
hearings before community boards,
the City Planning Commission and
the Board of Estimate. It is an ap-
proach that has proved itseif. But be-
fore a project is certified by the De-
partment of City Planning for the re-
view procedure, it must pass through
a bureaucratic gantlet of challenges

per project. Once again, we cannot af-
ford to throw such roadblocks in the

New York leads the nation in the di-
versity — and arbitrariness — of its
tax structure. It seems almost de-

business-epe-
cific smaller taxes. New York City
also has the nation’s highest sales tax
(it pushes retail sales to the suburbe)
and a substantial personal incoms tax
(it pushes upper-income employess to
the suburbe).

What's more, the city’s depandence
upon business and sales taxes leaves
us incredibly vuinerable to the fluctu-
ation of the national business cycle.
Some other cities rely more heavily
on property taxes — in Boston, for ex-
ample, they account for 70 percent of
revenues, excluding state and Fed-
eral aid; the figure for New York is 27
percent.

Not only do we tax our businesses at
a higher rate than virtually any other
city — the average company peys
about $1,273 in taxes per year per em-
ployee — but we also play favorites
among the different industries. Some
taxes, like the financial-corporation
tax, are targeted on our most dy-

‘“‘captive’’ and can be soaked for all
they are worth. In fact, some of these
‘‘captives’* have proved to be quite
free, moving some of their operations
out of the city and building new back-
office, service facilities eisewhere. In
the long run, the specialized business
taxes retard the growth of our sirong-
est industries and add to the impres-
sion within the business community
that the city is hostile to the private
sector.

That impression is heightened by
inequities within the tax laws. A
prime example is the occupancy tax,

WAvu- and both the sole oc-
cupants cf their own buildings, pay no
such tax. However, the First Boston
Corporation, whose world headquar-




ters is just a block away from
1.B.M., leases out some space
in the building and thus must
pay an occupancy tax.

Such charges are inevitably
passed on to commercial ten-
ants in the form of higher
rents, discouraging new com-
panies from settling in the
city and old companies from
expanding here. One solution
to the problem would be a sin-
gle tax to replace current
commercial and occupancy
taxes. The level of that tax
would be set as a percentage
of a property’s rental income
and could be negotiated on a
long-term basis, granting
owners a predictable tax rate
and tenants a constant long-
term rent.

The reduction and reform
of business-specific taxes
cannot, of course, be accom-
plished overnight. But it must
be begun, and an important
first step would be a greater
reliance on the property tax
and other revenues that
would be less harmtful to busi-
ness and less sensitive to
swings of the economic pen.
dulum.

a

There are some 3.4 million
jobs in New York City, but
about 600,000 of them are per-
formed by men and women
who do not live here. Some ex-
perts claim this pattern is
inevitable, that our growing
service industries will con-
tinue to look to the suburbs
simply because our residents
lack the requisite education
and skills to compete. In fact,
there is nothing inevitable
about it. The education and
skills can be learned if the
city is willing to expend the
money and energy to make it
happen.

New York does not lack
educational facilities, the
central job-training sites for
the labor force of the future.
Our public school system edu-
cates about a rnillion children
a year. It is not, however,
prepared for the changing de-
mands of the city’s economy.

One problem is financial.
New York spends an average
of $2,700 on each pupil, while
suburban Westchester, Rock-
land and Nassau counties
spend an average of $3,500.
The result: The small classes
and individual attention so
! important for working with
. disadvantaged city students
' are enjoyed, instead, by mid-
. dle-class suburban children.
Even in times of recession,
the educational system is not
the place to stint on the basic
reading and matk skills re-
quired for entry-level posts in
the service economy.

3 4 4 0

New York, says the author, should find ways
to make vacant or little-used municipal
properties available for development as data-
processing centers or commercial parks.

In addition, the Board of
Education should begin to
redesign  secondary-school
academic and vocational-
training programs so that
pupils do not waste their time
learning obsolete anc dead-
end job skills. Metal-working,
welding and nautical train-
ing, for example, should yield
to programs that give stu-
dents the technical, mechani-
cal skills needed by medical
and dental aides, key-punch
operators and graphic art-
ists.

Some initiatives are need-
ed, as well, in bringing city
youth and the business com-
munity into closer contact.
There is apprehension on both
sides: Disadvantaged stu-
dents have no experience in
dealing with the corporate
world, and many business-
men are reluctant to ‘‘take a
chance” with the students.
Work-study, apprenticeship
and post-high-school place-
ment programs must be
greatly expanded.

The Summer Jobs for
Youth Program, established
by the New York City Part.
nership, a group of 120 lead-
ing business executives,
might well be duplicated by
the schools. Under the pro-
gram, companies pledge to
hire a fixed number of young-
sters for the summer. The
students who take part learn
some new skills, but the chief
benefit is the socialization
process — the changed per-
ceptions on the part of the
businessmen as well as the
students.

More elaborate approaches
should be encouraged. With
the financial support of Citi-
bank, for example, the Board
of Education has put together
a curriculum aimed at devel-
oping skills useful in the
banking industry. Similar
programs should be devel-
oped with other industries.

New York might also profit
by emulating a Boston initia-
tive announced last year
whereby the business com-
munity pledged to employ a
minimum of 400 high-school
graduates esch year, on
condition that the school sys-
tem reduce its drop-out rate
and improve its record in
providing students with read-
ing and math skills.

Though largely stzte-fund-
ed, the City University of
New York still operates
under shared city-state direc-
tion and could play a much
larger role, working with the
city’s elementary and sec-
ondary schools. College stu-
dents could tutor public-
school pupils, for example,
and remedial and enrichment
programs could be made

4 4
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available to secondary-school
students during the universi-
ty’s summer session.

a

When Harcourt Brace
Jovanovich, a major New
York publisher, announced a
year ago that it was moving
out of New York City, the
company became the first
corporate emigrant to cite
the diminished quality of city
services as a key factor in the
decision. The publisher said
its employees could not rely
on the subways and buses to
get them to work on time. All
the muititude of municipal
services contribute to the
quality of life, but there are
two components most essen-
tial to maintaining our eco-
nomic edge: public transpor-
tation and criminal justice.

New York's economy
thrives on density, and that
means it must have a trans-
portation system that can
move masses of peopie effi-
ciently. It is the only Ameri-
can city in which more peopie
ride mass transit to work

equately performing its job,
primarily because much of
Its infrastructure — tracks,
switches, elevated struc-
tures, tunnels — and its roll-
ing stock are, literaily, falling
apart, victim of a legacy of
deferred investment.

The M.T.A. plans to spend
$3.8 billion over the next five

years for capital improve-

billion is to be spent on new
subway cars and buses and,
t0 a lesser extent, on a limited
rehabilitation program.

That is exactly the wrong
tack to take. Rather than buy-
ing new vehicles, the M.T.A.
should initiate a major pro-
gram to overhaul and recon-
struct its cars and buses in its
own yards. This would save
large sums that could be
spent on the crucial task of re-
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patroimen would cost the city
$200 million a year, or about
half the cost of a similar com-
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THE PRICE OF THE A.T.AT. BREAKUP

Get Ready for Phone Bills to Double

By ANDREW J. STEIN

N Jan. 1, 1984, the telcommuni- T“II - “'
cations industry as we know it m
today will come to a swift end, Below are recent rate increases
when the American Telephone and
Y ¢ of requested by the New York 1.250
1ts 22 local operating L i
M has besn written about the
myriad opportunities for the Bell Sys-

€ level has been paid to the effect that
divestiture will have on the nm
lemm
telephone services. And preliminary
financial material from local opera:- Aug. March Nov. Feb. May July 1984
Cling companies suggests that the 1978 1979 1970 1980 1981 1982
breakup will be costly, in some cases
.triphing the average telephone bill.
The essential challenge for local
regulators and rate-setting bodies is
«f.‘clear: scrutinize the consequences of
the divestiture on local users and de- ices such
- .~8ign future rate siructures to mitigate  premises equipment and Diac-It.
the cost to average consumers. Most
Following the announcement of the bulk of revenues will come from

. the public that regula-  telephane out of the market fortensof to establish clearly their authority

*: local rates. Federal, state and local tory authorities will be able to set ac-  thousands or elderly and low-income Over these issuss and delineate poli-
government agencies issued state- cess fees high enough to protect local New Yorkers cies that balance the integrity of the

¢~ ments about the impending impact of rates, state regulators are concerned settiement and the interests of the
divestiture. The United States Sen- about losing their owa suthority in THER states ure in a simil local telephone customers.

~nate's Commerce and Judiciary this and other areas, primarily be- bind. Pennsylvania m.'u‘; The local regulatory agencies must

\.; panels, the House Judiciary Commit- cause the of the settiement douﬂe by the fifth of first assert their control over intre-
tee and the Subcommittee on Tele-  does not provide for how state reguls- o oo m’;“’m state access charges by setting rates

¢ ~Communications Consumer Protec- set Jocal or access mlﬁ‘fmwlm oand fees at a premium for long-dis-

tors will
" tion and Finance as well as various charges.
Qe oo thereakp. 10 the abeence of lear anewers or  hn. A spokesmaD for SUUIMSIET)  £'CC.scions thet e thtr by
Some of these hearings have been to set local rates.
m":ﬁ; mmmmuu:: W"Wm, titure the company expected to file for .mmmm;
. or » 0
mm“cm'wmm“"‘"m hesitate to seek rate-setting decisions  than doubling its request of a year d““‘“"“"'" PIESS a1

from the F.C.C. — a . According to a for the
ﬁm“mmmmh oaly #48%  more sympathetic mm e b ldv g Commission, %8¢ the burden on the public.

ture penod, state regulatory action erating companies to create new
: powers. The resuit could mean astro-  Southern Bell users is $10.65, but as a
:t”::mb"wrl sonlyline  / onical increases within thenext sev-  result of divestiture and the recent JCUr°®8 Of revenue such as its own
soaring phone rates certain eral years, doubling and insomecases F.C.C. decision raising local uscrs’ charging premiums for special serv-
: Whentheteleplﬁneumbmmeord tripling the cost of local teiephone fees for jong-distance service, the new y

between Ma Bell and its local operat.  5°7"10° 10 the Consumer. L pagers and cellular mobile telephone
ing companies is severed, most tele- For example, according to testi- These predictions don’t reflect the  systems they could also help offset the
communications experts agree that mony by Dwight Kellogg, Assistant true situstion or the full impact onthe  basic cost of the telephone.

the operating companies will need to Controller for the New York Tele- consumers. For instance, New York With d:vestiture around the corner,
raise enormous amounts of revenue to  phone Company, the company says it Telephone, in its most recent rate in-  the time to act is now. And how the

sta

will need $2.9 billion in additional crease request, is seeking to maintain te regulators meet this challenge

revenues by the end of 1985. That a 16.85 percent return on equity. Its  will determine whether the (elephone

Andrew J. Stein is the Borough amount alone is greater than all the explanation for the request, according remains means of communication
President of Manhattan. rate increases the rnmoany has re-  toits Brief on Exceptions to the Public  available to evervone [ ]

ANDREW STEIN, mannattan Borough President
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Letters
I11-Chosen Approach to Rising Health Costs
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ping away at what makes heaith care
in this country s0 expensive, not
merely cut the money the Govern-
ment is willing to spend for its citi-
zens. We have to attack the soot of the

theory that consumer demand can : hospital charges and physi-
much for that six-week stay  dictate the price of health care. They  cian's fees. At the same time; we
for a broken hip: §1,503insteadof$304.  do not address the real problem, must persevere in our efforts to ex-
This is exactly the kind of devastating which is the profligate habits of our  pand coverage oo that all of our citi-
bospital cost that Medicare was de-  health-care providers. If these bills zens have adequate and affordable
signed to prevent. are enacted, they will increase the  bealthcare. ANDREW STEIN
Equally serious, both schemes per-patient cost of heaith care, not Manhattan Borough President
would drive up deductibles — the  reduceit. New York, May 13, 1963

ANDREW STEIN, manhattan Borough President




PRIDAY, JUNE 3, 1983

(© 1983 News Group Publications inc.

AMERICA'S FASTEST-GROWING NEWSPAPER

Rent hikes should be
modest again
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By ANDREW STEIN
Manhattan Borough President

THE annual mrnthiong
display of disaffertion be
tween the city s ~vn! sla-
bilized tenants «<nd thewr
landiords tegins M :nday
when the Rent Guidelines
Board takes public test-
mony to determine th:s
year's rent increases.
Last year ‘hese 580,00
tenants won significant
concessicns — smaller:
than-average rent :n
creases and an end W
vacancy alicw ances.

But even these 1m-
provements in rent equity
may be eroded this yvear
in the rush to ccmpensale
buiiding cwners for the
increesed cost of refi
nancing mor.gages

However, 1! the Guide-
lines Board i3 to set fair
rents for the coming year,
three key factors indicate
another round of modest
rent rises is in order.

First. the incressing
cnsts of LwTiing rent sla-
billzad :zpartment build-

ings — thase built since
1947, or oider aparnments
no longer refiisied by
renmt cunuol siiwed
this vear rsirg ~niv 26
fer cent Slirndia sedite
YeRPE 38 per cedl
alcne s ipvs'8 TN
shouid e ng griater {han
Inat vear

sometimes as high as 13
per cent previousiy given
to iandlords when an
atAartment was varaled
Simpiy put. It was a boid
taced giveaway thal pro-
moted tenant hsrass-
ment

The costs a landiord in-
ure in re-letting hus va-
cated spamtiment are ac-
rcamtad for ir the survey
of Lreraling L8 ipal
the trard L.asLns
every year Adding a va
cancy Allowance on oo of
this 13 ‘ust plain & ubdle-

Tl

Crping

M re BT ten-
ant 718
12 8 1 s
part lnal ! PN )
ment ~as S - end
oo hal < nee the

Yrard ady liched
&l WwWaNCces

In the past. ‘he t.ard
tustified a vacancy allow:
sn® RS Che way to ~~m-
fwrsste oamers for ‘he
et of refinancing ‘heir

valancy

aridingw Arunlly,
kramimen® vacsnmes

Fave nolming to do with

te ~# 0! money ar the

teraflls Bn @<nor Fang
TS MR S

Narstirelged - rredinanc:
ot TN 8 W eyl Ko 8- U e G S )
- T i 5 L]
- " . e £l
H's s il ks a
B FNgT el s
=i e AT 1
R ‘v

inm

ry o 5
- o

s refiranoed lday,
Highar nlerest  rales
rae ..eTage inan pay-

—: 8 T Li-animent by
Tl oper orrt oand iNcTease
trcm 168 L& 28 per cent the
perticn of an owner's op-
erating dudget dedicated
L isan paymenta

But merely rmeciing
Al stics  mianes the
puint. refirancing (s an
cradinvi tal decimun be-
«Ter and a

LEa ey inn,
~ut far a host of
miagv of -widich

e to 30 with
Enene of

“vAmINS
FhR}

T

VN

Ll

T8
menw Ur fer the ~urrent
rest soabilization sxstem,
“wTers  Already mwoeve
e ests LT Lhime lvpes
HnDTovamentsg o~ sur-
chages  that  continue
e.ec A%er the imgrove-
2 18 pesd for Co mpen-

Ag Vheme eTe I k2D
i farat of chubisiine

rodd e rent

B R ) Ly
B y oy aF Ak

. g "‘4“
Y Al 2y et

o= the

of the building owner Is
unconacionable.

Furthermore, (interest
rates fluctuate wildly
from lending {nstitution
to lending institution, bor-
ough to borough, and
neighborhood to neigh-
borhood and fewer than
10 per cent of the city's
huiidings face refinanc-
Ing protiems tn any year.

To compensate every
owner with acruas-the-
brard increases would
hurt landiords who pay
higher-than-average in-
terest rates and unrea-
acrally profit thcee who
doat =firance c¢ who
pay icwer-than-average
nierest rates.

The moust equitabie way
U sdcress the question is
to deveiop a mechanism
at the Conciliations and
Appeals Board to com-
pensate an individual
cowmer when he refi-
r.ances his property. The
process could be similar
to the CAB's procedures
for nirdship and caplital-
improvement rent in-
creases

This way, owners who
rerually face the difficult
allon of refinancing
He rent-stabilized
;s Wil recelve
v o Ne rumpensation,

LiE July burdening

HEEAT §
+ite the bellyhoo

ver the comt of mortgage
pefliencing, egully  die-
tote thetl thig year's rent
P coees 00w the mode
vt oD et foe Lt year,

Vol 182, Ne. 1
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Let's give the MTA back

fo the people

By ANDREW STEIN
Manhattan Borough President

THE RECENT resigna-
tions of Richard Ravitch
and John Simpseon pre-
sent Gov. Cuomo with a
prime opportunity to
make the unwieldy bu-
reaucracy that runs our
subways. buses and
trains more accountable
to the public it is man-
dated to serve.

For the past 15 years,
it has been the particu-
lar misfortune of New
York City and its metro-
politan area that its sin-
gle largest public ser-
vice, used by nearly 5.5
milllon people a day. is
utterly outside the pub-
lic's electoral control;
and the result has been
devastating.

This August, as a re-
sult of seriously deterio-
rating subway tracks, 60
percentof the system's
subways were either late
or cancelled. The aver-
age time for a ride in-
creased 30 and

the number of collisions
or derailments rapidly

approached record num-
bers — 13 since January.
But the recent track
crisis is only the latest in
the 18 year le{hcy of
MTA unaccountability.
From the start, the
MTA Board, out of touch
with the system's needs,
set out on an ambitious
new routes building pro-
gram, even though the
system was beginning to
deteriorate from neglect
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New York Times

NEW YORK, SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1984

Preservation L.aws Should Apply Equally

By Andrew Stein and Lynn Forester Stein

The New York State Legislature is
seriously a measure that
would strike a body biow at the ability
of the state and city to preserve irre-
placeable architectural landmarks.

The proposed legislation, which has

prominence because of the
dispute over St. Bartholomew’s
Church in New York City, is designed

be invoived in the protaction of its ar-
chitectural treasures.

laws provide for relief in cases of
hardship.

Tbedebuummmdm.mopn-
posed legislation has revealed the

property
owned by a church in the Fort Greene
Historic District and, on an expedited
basis, authorized the demolition of

spect to the Mount Neboh S

and the Marymount School reveal
that a workable procedure is in place
and the opportunity for relief exists.
in both cases, the commistion al-
lowed the institutions invoived to al-
ter their structures so they could re-
main economically viable.

Of course, we can and should im-
prove our laws and their administra-
tion where . Fair and equi-
table administration of them is not
impossible. But a flat prohibition
against public participation in deci-
sions aifecting the preservation or de-
struction of buildings owned by reli-

ANDREW STEIN, manhattan Borough President

NOT AT

GOVERNMENT EXPENSE.
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The Rent Guidelines Board has ) increases for rent mbinud ap.mmms
effective October 1, 1983 to September 30, 198%. The guidelines are the same as
last year; 4 percent for a 1 year lease and 7 percent for a two year lease. For
tenants whose electricity Is included in the rent (Stuyvesant Town and Peter
Cooper Village) the guidelines are 3 percent for a | year lease and 6 percent for & 2
year lease. Due to a law passed by the state legisiature the three year lease
provision has been eliminated.

Units renting for $200 or less, in addition to the mandated incréases, will have a
$10 monthly additional allowance. Rents in these units are not to exceed $208 and
$2148 for a | or 2 year lease respectively.

The RGB has also approved a three-tiered vacancy allowance ranging from no
increase to 15 percent depending upon when the last vacancy occured.

I am encouraged by the Board's decision on the basic guideline of & and 7 percent
because the cost of operating a rent stabilized building increased only slightly
above last year. But re-imposing a vacancy allowance is unjustified and gives
landlords an incentive to harass existing tenants to move.

SENIOR CITIZEN RENT INCREASE EXEMPTION (SCRIE)

The state legislature recently passed legislation which would allow the City
Council to authorize cash payment to landlocds whose Senior Citizen Rent Increas=
Exemption credits were greater than their property taxes. SCRIE allows senior
citizens, 62 or older who have annual incomes of under $10,000 and pay at least
one-third of their incomes for rent, to apply for exemption from further rent
increases. The landlord gets a property tax credit for the amount of the
exemption.

The New York State Supreme Court ruled the program to be unconstitutional
because in some cases rent increase exemption amounts were greater than the
property taxes, thus depriving the owner of rightful income. The City Council now
has to act for the program to comply with the court order. You can help by writing
your council representative and urging them to support SCRIE.

BRINGING THE LANDLORDS TO TRIAL
In October 1980 I filed a class action lawsuit, along with the New York State Tenant
and Neighborhood Coalition, charging the New York City Rent Guidelines Board with

violating the spirit and the intent of the Rent Stabilization laws. The suit contends

that, when it sets annual rent increases, the Board doesn't fully analyze all the
economic factors that determine the profitability of housing. Instead it analyzes just
the annual increases in prices for goods and services, only one factor in the housing
market. The case is now moving toward trial and I am confident about its success. A
tundraising effort to support the continuing legal battle is now underway.

IF YOU HAVE A HOUSING PROBLEM, CALL BOROUGH PRESIDENT STEIN'S
HOUSING UNIT FOR ASSISTANCE — 566-4105. j




During the 1983 session, the State Legislature revised the Emergency Tenant
Protection Act (ETPA). Some changes are pro-tenant; others are pro-landlord.
The major changes are described below. If you have any questions or any problems
with your landiord, call the Borough President's Housing Office at 566-4105.

STATE OPERATION OF RENT CONTROL AND RENT STABILIZATION
On April 1, 1984, the State Division of Housing and Community Renewal (DHCR)
will begin administering rent stabilization and rent control. By July 1, 1984,
landlords must register each apartment's rent with DHCR. This will establish the
initial registered rent. A copy of each apartment's registration must be sent to its
tenant. A tenant has 90 days to challenge the initial registered rent's legality.

Landlords found guilty of willfully overcharging after April 1, 1984 will be liable

o for damages equalling three times the amount of the overcharge.
o DHCR will also enforce the laws against tenant harassment. Landlords found
uilty of harassment can now be fined up to $1,000 for the first offense and up to
© 2,500 for subsequent offenses.
APARTMENT SHARING
<O In May, 1983 the State Court of Appeals ruled that landlords may evict unrelated
tenants sharing an apartment without the landlord's consent. The Legislature
= subsequently revised the law to permit one additional occupant (a person not on the
= lease nor related to the tenant) and the additional occupant's dependent children.
SUBLETTING AND ASSIGNING
18 The revised ETPA explicitly gives tenants the right to sublet their apartments and
c prohibits landlords from "unreasonably withholding consent.” If a landlord
i unreasonably withholds consent or does not respond to the sublet request, the
< tenant may proceed with the sublet. However, a tenant's lease may not be assi
without the landlord's consent, even if that consent is unreasonably withheld.
oo Defining "good reason to withhold consent" has been left to the courts.

TENANTS OF NON-PROFIT INSTITUTIONS PROTECTED
Tenants in buildings owned by non-profit institutions are now covered by rent
stabilization. Institutional landlords are now prohibited from evicting tenants to
use their apartments for residential purposes if (1) the tenant has occupied the
premises for five years and had not been informed of the institution's right to
evict, or (2) the tenant had occupied the apartment prior to the institution's
ownership.

OVERCHARGE APPEAL DEADLINE
Tenants who suspect they are being overcharged should file a complaint with the
City's Conciliation and Appeals Board (CAB) before the April 1, 1984 State
takeover. Currently, a tenant whose complaint is verified may recover all
overcharges. After the State takeover, a statute of limitations will prevent the
recovery of overcharges made more than four years prior to the complaint.

ANDREW STEIN, manhattan Borough President
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- Andrew Stein’s
Newsletter

DIVESTITURE: WHAT TO DO?

On January 1, American Telephone & Telegraph will divest itself of its operating companies,
including New York Telephone Company. AT&T will be responsible for long distance calls and
customer premises equipment. New York Telephone will provide local calling service. The
divestiture will radically change our telecommunication system.

The divestiture's effects on local telephone rates deeply concern me. I recently completed a
study indicating the telephone company will need $2.9 billion over the next two years to pay for
this process. Telephone officials predicted local rates could more than double in the next three to
five years.

Telephone customers, however, have various options for cutting their telephone bills:

1) Buy your own equipment - Most customers currently rent their equipment from New York
Teiepﬁone Company. However, equipment, as well as future rental fees will revert to
AT&T. Now, customers can own their equipment by purchasing it from AT&T or other
telephone companies. You can thus avoid the monthly rental charges of $4 to $12 for
standard equipment. You will recover your investment after several years. However, once
you purchase the equipment, you are responsible for its maintenance and upkeep.
Therefore, purchase high quality equipment, so costly repairs will not be frequently
required.

2)Survey the Long Distance Market - As of January i, long distance will no longer be
provided by New York Telephone Company. Thereafter, consumers will be able to choose
amongst a variety of providers of long distance service including AT&T, MCI, SPRINT and
other carriers. Thus, for the first time, there will be a competitive market for your long
distance dollar. The best advice is to shop around for the best long distance service that
will give you the service you use or need at the best possible price.

3)Use local Telephone Directories - Directory Assistance charges, for both local and long
distance service, will increase as services are priced on a competitive basis. Therefore,
consumers should seek to obtain telephone directories from the counties they most often
call, so that operator assisted directory service can be avoided.

Telephone service will be changing significantly as of January 1. Consumers, however, have
the capability to hold down their own rates by shopping around for the best possible service and
equipment. Now that competition has entered into the telephone industry, we should take
advantage of all avenues of service.

ACCESS FEE POSTPONED

The American Telephone and Telegraph Company had proposed to charge all of its customers
a $2 monthly access fee-- no matter how much money they spent on long distance calls. This
charge could rise to $6 per month at a later date.

After months of discussion, however, the Federal Communications Commission has decided to
put the new fee on hold for at least three months. Hopefully, we, along with other telephone
intervenors, can convince the FCC to reject the proposal, and base all residential long distance
rates on actual usage. This monthly charge is unnecessary and unfair to the telephone ratepayer.

HOW TO COMPLAIN ABOUT YOUR TELEPHONE BILL

Many telephone customers want to know where to complain about problems with their bill or
service. The first step is to contact the telephone company. Your customer service representative
will try to solve your problem.

However, if the telephone company doesn't satisfy you, call the New York State Public Service
Commission— toll free. The PSC will investigate the problem. You are entitled to a formal hearing
on any billing dispute and to appeal an adverse decision to the Commission itself.

The toll free number for the PSC is (300) 342-3355. If you wish to contact the Commission by
mail, write to:

Public Service Commission
Empire State Plaza
Albany, New York 12223
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STEIN OPPOSES NY TEL'S $1.1 BILLION RATE INCREASE

On August 1, 1983, New York Telephone asked the New York State Public Service Commission
for a $1.1 billion rate increase. This increase, most of which would become effective next summer, is
the first post-divestiture increase.

As in the last four telephone rate cases, | have formally intervened in the proceedings to
represent the interests of the people of the Borough of Manhattan. Hearings began September 22.
My utilities consultant has been questioning New York Telephone Company's figures and gathering
witnesses to convince the PSC that this rate increase is unjustifiable.

I have been successful in keeping some of the telephone company's increases within reason. For
the past three years, we have led the battle to keep the pay telephone rate at 10 cents. New York
Telephone has tried to increase the cost of a pay call to 25 cents, but we have successfully defeated
this increase.

Last year, we helped organize a coalition of municipal consumers which fought the last
telephone increase request. The final result was that the PSC gave the telephone company only half
of what it wanted.

This year's increase request is the largest sought by a New York State utility. The following are
highlights of the increase and my positior on them:

PAY CALL - This time, the New York Telephone Company is seel a 30 cent pay telephone
call. This would be the highest rate in the nation, yielding an extra $186.9 million. I want to
keep the 10 cent call so that those who cannot afford a home telephone will still be able to
communicate with the outside world at a reasonable rate.

DIRECTORY ASSISTANCE - Currently, the residential telephone customer gets three free
monthly Directory Assistance calls, and is then charged 35 cents for each successive request.
In this rate case, New York Telephone wants to reduce the allowance to two free monthly calls
and increase the charge for any additional requests to 40 cents. [ oppose any increase in
Directory Assistance charges. Remember, you can obtain any telephone directory from the
phone company free of charge just by calling your local business office.

CONNECTION CHARGES - New York Telephone wants $52.6 million more for connecting
telephone service. The proposed new connection charge totals $132, excluding the actual
installation. In 1970, consumers paid $8.75 to have service connected. This increased to $18 by
1975 and has increased rapidly since (it is $98.25 this year). I oppose further increases; average
middle class consumers can now barely afford the cost of a service connection.

LATE PAYMENT CHARGE - For the first time ever, the telephone company is seeking a late
payment charge if payment is more than one month late. The Company wants to assess
customers a 1% percent late charge on all unpaid bills at the time the next telephone bill is
prepared. This charge, which would be charged as a percentage of the amount owed less one
month's local service charge, would apply to both residential and business customers. [ oppose
this charge, as the largest share of delinquent accounts come from major business customers
rather than residential ratepayers.

Of course, there are many other issues in this rate case, including increased wire charges,
ipcreases for local message calling, higher exchange rates, and higher private line costs. 1 will be
fighting all these increases over the next six months. [ hope to stop the increase from taking effect
in its entirety.

WHO IS THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION?

Many people wonder who makes up the Public Service Commision and how it operates. The PSC
regulates utility rates in our state. It is responsible for setting rates for electric, telephone, water,
and gas companies who do business in New York. Of course, it is also responsible for insuring safe and
adequate service.

The PSC has seven members, appointed by the Governor with the State Senate's approval. The
members serve for six years, with staggered terms. There are no actual qualifications for
membership, but the last two Governors reserved two seats for consumer representatives.

I am unhappy with the way the PSC has conducted its business. Its rate awards have been
excessive and contrary to the consumers' best interests. An elected PSC, directly accountable to the
people would serve us better,

ANDREW STEIN, mManhattan Borough President

HAVE A PROBLEM VITH CITY SERVICES? NEED HELP?
CALL BOROUGH PRESIDENT ANDREW STEIN’S OFFICE - 366 - 4300.
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THE PRICE OF THE A.T.AT. BREAKUP

Get Ready for Phone Bills to Double

By ANDREW J. STEIN

Jan. 1, 1984, the telcommuni-
cations industry as we know it
today will come to a swift end,

when the American Telephone and
Telegraph Company divests itself of
its 22 local operating companies.

Much has been written about the
mymnad opportunities for the Bell Sys-
tem once 1t is (reed from the limita-
tions imposed on its operations and
enters the age of free-wheeling
competition. Unfortunately, too little
attention on the national and local
level has been paid to the effect that
divestiture will have on the average
residential and business users of local
telephone services. And preliminary
financial material from local operat-
ing companies that the
breakup will be costly, in some cases
tripling the average telephone bill.

The essential challenge for local
regulators and rate-setting bodies is
clear: scrutinize the consequences of
the divestiture on local users and de-
sign future rate siructures to mitigate
the cost to average consumers.

Following the announcement of the
settlement between A.T.& T. and the
Justice Department there was no lack
of dire predictions about the effect on
local rates. Federal, state and local
government agencies issued state-
ments about the impending impact of
divestiture. The United States Sen-
ate's Commerce and Judiciary
panels, the House Judiciary Commit-
tee and the Subcommittes on Tele-
communications Consumer Protec-
tion and Finance as well as various
state regulatory agencies ordered in-
quiries into the breakup.

Some of these hearings have been
completed; others have yet to be initi-
ated. But for all the talk, r:o legislation
has been enacted, nov new rate struc-
tures designed. And with only eight
months remaining in the predivesti-
ture period, state regulatory action
appears to be the consumer’s only line
of defense against almost certain

ephone umbilical cord
between Ma Bell and its local operat-
ing companies is severed, most tele-
communications experts that
the operating companies will need to
raise enormous amounts of revenue to
offset the loss of profit-making serv-

Telephone Rates
Out of Control?

Below are recent rate increases

requested by the Nevy York

1.260

Telephone Company plus
the company s projected revenue shortfalt

for 1984 and 1985
Figures in millions

Source New York State Consumer
Protection Board. New York State
Pubic Service Commigs:on

Aug. March
1978 1079

Nov.
1979

eral years, doubling and in some cases
tripling the cost of local telephons
service to the consumer.
For example, according to test-
Dwight Kellogg, Assistant
for the New York
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PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN
CITY OF NEW YORK
NEW YORK. N.Y. 10007

ANDORECW SYEIN
PARESIOENT

January 27, 1984

Mr. William H Ransom
115 E 87 St, #14e
New York, NY 10028

Dear Mr. Ransom,

1 am writing to invite you to join me at a community meeting which will coasider the
question of whether the Upper East Side Historic District should be extended from
79th Street up to 96th Street.

M Date: Sunday, February 5th
Place: The Dalton School
@ 108 East 89th Street
Poe) (Between Park and Lexington)

Time: 1:00 PM

You will have an opportunity to present your views as well as listen to the comments

of such people as Kent Barwick, Chairman of the Municipal Art Society, Preservationist
Brendan Gill, and Gene Norman, Chairman of the Landmarks Preservation Commission.
Councilwoman Carolyn Maloney will join me in cosponsoring the event.

5

7

The issue of extending the Upper East Side Historic District is of enormous personal
importance to me. My wife Lynn and I live in the area and both share a strong belief
that the area from 79th to 96th has unique architectural characteristics that must be
preserved. There has been a tremendous amount of development all over the East Side
and it is important that the low density and the striking facades of many of the buildings
be preserved against further encroachment.

84040

If you are unable to make the community meeting but would still like to keep informed
of what we are doing on the issue of historic preservation and the extension of the
Upper East Side Historic District, please return the enclosed paid card to me.

Please call Laura Toole at 566-6237 if you are interested in making your views heard
at our community meeting on February 5th.

Sincerely,

(L do St

ANDREW STEIN
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PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANMATTAN

CITY OF NEW YORK
NEW YORK N.Y. 10007

ANDAREW STEIN

»REOIOENT March 9, 1984

Mr. Stephen Balderston
2025 Broadway, Apt. 12K
New York, NY 10023

Dear Mr. Balderston,
No one enjoys delivering bad news.

However, I think that it is important that you know that your rent may de
significantly increased unless we do something to change the current law.

As I am sure you know, your building is presently rent stabilized. As a
result, your rent can only be raised by a fixed percentage each year.

But if the current law is not changed, your building will no longer be

rent stabilized after July 1, 1988. This is because your building was
constructed as part of the "421 a®™ program. This program, designed to
encourage construction of residential buildings, granted owners a declining
tax abatement for ten years but made the new buildings subject to rent
stabilization for the same ten year period.

The ten years is just about up for the first buildings constructed under
this program and we can only anticipate a sharp rise in rents.

Fortunately, there is a remedy. Together we can work to amend the
legislation covering "421 a" buildings.

Last year the state assembly passed such an amendment but the Republican
controlled state senate rejected the proposal.

I am convinced that we can win the fight this year and I am working with
the 421 a Coalition and other Manhattan tenants to form a committee to
take our message directly to the Republican majority leader of the state
senate, Warren Anderson.

I urge you to return the enclosed postage paid card to me so that I can

keep you informed and show the Republican leaders how many people support
our cause. If you would like more information please call Elizabeth Wright

in my housing unit at 566-4105.

ANDREW STEIN

Sincerely,
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Mr. Andrew Stein

1 Centre Street

New York, New York 10007
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RETURN THIS CARD TO KEEP INFORMED ON THIS ISSUE

. ]
Dear Mr. Stein:
Yes, | want to work with yQu to preserve rent stablization

for tenants in 421 a buildings. Keep me informed of further
developments on this issue and of any activities | can participate

in with you.
o Name
o Address: Apt.
(<o) New York, New York Zip Code 3
- Telephone
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PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANMATTAN
CITY OF NEW YORK
NEW YORK. N.Y. 10007

ANDREW STEIN
PREBIOENT

March 20, 1984

Ms. Theresa C Terenzetti
108 E 38 St Apt. 18B
New York, NY 10016

Dear Ms. Terenzetti,

I am writing to invite you to attend a community meeting to discuss a proposal to the
Landmarks Preservation Commission to designate the area from 34th to 39th Street
between Madison and Third Avenue as the Murray Hill Historic District.

Date: Wednesday, March 28
Place: The Community Church Hall of Worship

& 40 East 35th Street
o (Between Madison and Park)
Time: 7 p.m.
(. <]
You will have the opportunity to present your views as well as listen to the
i comments of Preservationist Brendan Gill and Gene Norman, Chairman of the
Landmarks Preservation Commission. The Murray Hill Committee is co-sponsoring
o the event.
33 The designation of a historic district in Murray Hill is of enormous importance.
(o) The area has unique architectural ~haracteristics and a distinct atmosphere that
should be preserved. It is important that the low density, residential character,
¥ and unique buildings be protected from further encroachment.
=) If you wish to express your views at our community meeting, please call Elizabeth
< Wright at 566-3246.
o If you are unable to attend this meeting but would like to be informed of further

developments regarding historic preservation and the proposed Murray Hill Historic
District, please return the enclosed paid postcard.

I hope you can join us on March 28.

S rely,

St

ANDREW STEIN




AR 3L

0 2

o

e AT A U I AR O A RN 70

BUSINESS REPLY MAIL

First Class Permit No. 8587, New York, N.Y.

Postage will be paid by addressee

Mr. Andrew Stein

1 Centre Street

New York, New York 10007

NO POSTAGE
NECESSARY
iF MAILED
‘N THE
UNITED STATES

S eP——

)
i

L ~\i L

ADMISSION TICKET

COME TO OUR COMMUNITY
MEETING TO DISCUSS THE PROPOSED
‘ MURRAY HILL
! HISTORICAL DISTRICT

» DATE: Wednesday, March 28th

. PLACE: The Community Church Hall
of Worship
40 East 35th Street
(between Madison and Park)

. TIME: 7PM.
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'Ms. Janet Boorky

Trug City OF Ngw YORK

March 22, 1984

755 West End Av Apt. 5B
New York, NY 10025

Dear Ms. Boorky,

We are writing to invite you to the second hearing we are bholding on sex-based
discrimination in the market place.

Date: Sunday, April 1
Place: High School of Art and Design
1075 Second Avenue
(Between 56th and 57th Street)
Time: 11 a.m.

The hearing will focus on three aspects of the problem:

(1) Pay equity: equal pay for equal work and for work of comparable value,

(2) Discriminatory hiring and promotional practices, and

(3) Economic disincentives: e.g., inequities resulting from the absence of
adequate child care and unfair retirement and health benefits.

A number of experts will testify concerning the scope of these problems and
possible solutions. But we are most interested in bearing about your experiences.
A number of people have already asked to speak at the hearing. As space is
limited, we ask that you call Laura Téole, 566-6237, at your earliest convenience
to arrange a time to testify.

We recently held a hearing at City Hall on one aspect of sex-based discrimination —
the absence of equal pay for work of comparable worth. A copy of the New York
Times article on the hearing is enclosed. As you can see, we are taking steps

to address the issue, but more must be done.

Of course, we welcome you to attend the hearing whetker you choose to testify
or not. If you cannot come but would like to remain on our mailing list, please
return the enclosed self-addressed postage-paid card.

We look forward to seeing you on April 1.

Sincerely,
Andrew Stein Carol Bellamy
Manhattan Borough President President of the City Co

P.S. Child care will be provided at the High School for anyone who needs it.

President of the City Council
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Imbalances in Pay for Women Examined by City

SCNDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 1984

By SETH MYDANS

Isa legal secretary as i mportartesa
carpenter? Is a kindergarter ‘eacner
as important as a zookeeper’

Not if New York City pay sca.es are
taken as the measure. a City Ha!. hear.
ing into discrepancies in pay betweer
predominantly female and predomi.
nantly male jobs was told last week

The heanng, headed by C:ty Counc:.
President Caroi Bellamy and Boruugh
President Andrew J. Stein of Marha:-
tan, marked the city’s first pubiic =x-
ploration of salary .mbalances. an
issue known as comparable wcrth

One witness said that nationa.i.
there was an annua! average Zlilfer
ence of $8,000 between full.t:m= fema.«
and male workers.

The witness, Pamela Stone Ca:n. an
assistant professor of sociology a!
Hunter College, said three-fourths of
all women in the country rema:ned seg-
regated in the *‘pink-collar ghettos™ .!
clerical, retaijl and low-leve, service
jobs, and that even those who had rmiser
to higher positions remained ‘or ‘ne
most part in the ~'semi-professions’ ¢
teaching, soc:al work and nea’n
reers.

Cumputers as ‘Women’s Jobs’

Though some ;obs. ~.cm v
driver, are opening u4p ¢ A Tt -
said, others are becoming m. = .-
dominated. Some newly emerg:g ;=
fessions like computer operatir ar
falling into the old stereotypes .
becomning ‘‘women’s jobs. ' she adde<

Ronnie J. Steinberg, a spec:a.;s: ©
women's employment at the State L.
versity of New York at Albany sa:l~n-
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Soeax:ng ‘cr the oi*v Personnel Di-
rector Juan U Tz said hus office was
studving the methods used elsewhere
:c study -he :ssue .n an effort to deter-
mire the bes: way 10 proceed. 'We will
se our arna.vsis and hopefully
come Lp wth seme answers soon, '’ he

Less for Kindergarten Teachers

‘b .nn Newman, the .awver who won
‘he ase agains: ~asningion State, said
hat acmss the tountry 'Barbers get
more ‘han deautic:ans and zookeepers
2 thar s poe who take care of

ir New York Ciiv, the contractual
starting salary ‘or kindergarten teach-
£rS, MODSt 2! Ahom are women, {8
a.tnounh the aclua. average
STAMUNR sa.ams s 816000 Most 200-
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COME TO OUR COMMUNITY S— BIRIE
MEETING TO DISCUSS SEX-BASED 1
DISCRIMINATION IN THE MARKETPLACE

Dear Mr. Stein and Ms. Bellamy,

DATE: Sunday, April 1st Please keep me informed about what you are doing in regard to
- women's rights and sex-based discrimination in the marketplace.

PLACE: High School of Art and Design ~ 4 ) 3

1075 Second Avenue Name

(between 56th and 57th Street)

Address: Apt

TIME: 1AM New York, New York  Zip Code
l N

Telo'd&one

9

9

A

1

4 0

o




9 9 5%

»
-3

34Nn0404%

PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANMATTAN
CITY OF NEW YORK
NEW YORK . N.Y. 10007

ANDREW STLIN
PACSIDENTY

March 20, 1984

Ms. Theresa C Terenzetti
108 E 38 St Apt. 18B
New York, NY 10016

Dear Ms. Terenzetti,

I am writing to invite you to attend a community meeting to discuss a proposal to the
Landmarks Preservation Commission to designate the area from 34th to 39th Street
between Madison and Third Avenue as the Murray Hill Historic District.

Date: Wednesday, March 28

Place: The Communaity Church Hall of Worship
40 East 35th Street
(Between Madison and Park)

Time: 7 p.m. )

You will have the opportunity to present your views as well as listen to the
comments of Preservationist Brendan Gill and Gene Norman, Chairman of the
Landmarks Preservation Commission. The Murray Hill Committee is co-sponsoring
the event.

The designation of a historic district in Murray Hill is of enormous importance.
The area has unique architectural characteristics and a distinct atmosphere that
should be preserved. It is important that the low density, residential character,
and unique buildings be protected from further encroachment.

If you wish to express your views at our community meeting, please call Elizabeth
Wright at 566-3246.

If you are unable to attend this meeting but would like to be informed of further
developments regarding historic preservation and the proposed Murray Hill Historic
District, please return the enclosed paid postcard.

1 hope you can join us on March 28.

Simterely,

Sta-

ANDREW STEIN -
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: COME TO OUR COMMUNITY
MEETING TO DISCUSS THE PROPOSED
‘ MURRAY HILL

| HISTORICAL DISTRICT

i DATE: Wednesday, March 28th

PLACE: The Community Church Hall
of Worship
40 East 35th Street

' (between Madison and Park)

: TIME: 7PM.
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Dear Mr. Stein,
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HISTORICAL DISTRICT Please keep me informed about what you are doing in regard

to the proposed Murray Hill Historic District and on other
landmark preservation projects.
DATE: Wednesday, March 28th

Name:
PLACE: The Community Church Hall z
c of Worship Address: Apt
40 East 35th Street .
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PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANMATTAN
CITY OF NEW YORK
NEW YORK N.Y. 10007

ANDAREW STEIN
PRESIBENT

March 9, 1984

Mr. Stephen Balderston
2025 Broadway, Apt. 12K
New York, NY 10023

Dear Mr. Balderston,
No one enjoys delivering bad news.

However, I think that it is important that you know that your rent may be
significantly increased unless we do something to change the current law.

As I am sﬂre you know, your building is presently rent stabilized. As a
result, your rent can only be raised by a fixed percentage each year.

But if the current law is not changed, your building will no longer be

rent stabilized after July 1, 1988. This is because your building was
constructed as part of the "421 a" program. This program, designed to
eacourage construction of residential buildings, granted owners a declining
tax abatement for ten years but made the new buildings subject to rent
stabilization for the same ten year period.

The ten years is Jjust about up for the first buildings constructed under
this program and we can only anticipate a sharp rise in rents.

Fortunately, there is a remedy. Together we can work to amend the
legislation covering "421 a®™ buildings.

Last year the state assembly passed such an amendment but the Republican
controlled state senate rejected the proposal.

I am convinced that we can win the fight this year and I am working with
the 421 a Coalition and other Manhattan tenants to form a committee to
take our message directly to the Republican majority leader of the state
senate, Warren Anderson.

I urge you to return the enclosod postage paid card to me so that I can

keep you informed and show the Republican leaders how many people support
our cause. If you would like more information please call Elizabeth Wright

in my housing unit at 566-4105.
S:Zceroly,

ANDKEW STEIN
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RETURN THIS CARD TO KEEP INFORMED ON THIS ISSUE

. __________________
Dear Mr. Stein:
Yes, | want to work with yQu to preserve rent stablization
for tenants in 421 a buildings. Keep me informed of further

developments on this issue and of any activities | can participate
in with you.

Name

Agddress: i Apt.

New York, New York 2Zip Code

Telephone




9

»
J

340490 4%

‘Ms. Janet Boorky

Tue Civy OF NEw YORK
March 22, 1984

755 West End Av Apt. 5B
New York, NY 10025

Dear Ms. Boorky,

We are writing to invite you to the second hearing we are bolding on sex-based
discrimination in the market place.

Date: Sunday, April 1
Place: High School of Art and Design

1075 Second Avenue

(Between 56th and 57tk Street) '
Time: 11 a.m.

The bearing will focus on three aspects of the problem:

(1) Pay equity: equal pay for equal work and for work of comparable value,

(2) Discriminatory hiring and promotional practices, and

(3) Economic disincentives: e.g., inequities resulting from the absence of
adequate child care and unfair retirement and health benefits.

A number of experts will testify concerning the scope of these problems and
possible solutions. But we are most interested in bearing about your experiences.
A number of people have already asked to speak at the hearing. As space is
limited, we ask that you call Laura Toole, 566-6237, at your earliest convenience
to arrange a time to testify.

We recently held a hearing at City Hall on one aspect of sex-based discrimination —
the absence of equal pay for work of comparable worth. A copy of the New York
Times article on the hearing is enclosed. As you can see, we are taking steps

to address the issue, but more must be done.

Of course, we welcome you to attend the hearing whether you choose to testify
or not. If you cannot come but would like to remain on our mailing list, please
return the enclosed self-addressed postage-paid card.

We look forward to seeing you on April 1.

Sincerely,

a»«ot//“ S\ﬁ/ (] ‘ |
Andrew Stein Carol Bellamy

Manhattan Borough President President of the City Coypncil

P.S. Child care will be provided at the High School for anyone who needs it.
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&he New Hork Times
Imbalances in Pay for Women Examined by City

SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 1984

By SETH MYDANS

Isalegal secretarv asimporani asa
carpenter? Is & kinderganier (eacner
as imporiant as a zookeeper”

Not {f New York City pay scaies ars
taken as the measure, a City Ea.. heer-
ing into discrepancies in pay between
predominantly fermale and predomi.
nantly male jobs was tolc last weer.

The heanng, headecd by C:ty Counci
President Carol Bellamy and Bervug:n
President Andrew J. Stei ¢! Msanrat.
tan, marked the citv's st pusiic ex.
ploratior of salary :mbda.aries. ar
issue known as comparabie womn

One witness said :nat natiora.:
there was ar annual average c:ffer.
ence of $8,000 between full-time femaie
and male workers.

The witness, Pameie Stone Ca:r. ar
assistant professor of TNT- U
Hunter College, said three-fcu—hs cf
all women in the country remainec s«g-
regated in the “‘pink-coliar ghewos’ o’
clencal, retail and low-leve. semc
jobs, and that even those whc ral
to higher pos:iions remainec ‘o7 e
most part ir. the “'sem,.profess ms o
teaching, soc:a. work &l nfe . ln o
reers.

Computers as ‘Womern's Jut<
Though some jobs, sucln as ~o»

said, others are becoming mc
dominated. Some newly emerg:
fessions like computer cperw
falling into the oid sterectym=s
becoming ‘‘women's jobs.' sht ald

Ronnie J. Steinberg. & spec.c.:.y:
women's emplovmen: a: the Sia:ie |
versity of New York at Albany sa I8t

aESgeteoaiaeC the i LT 1SS B! cRIDeT:
1eT% ANC ega, SECTElAlies Were fcom-
PDATEDiE Desed SiAanCe T measures
shal el i O, MesSDensi oIty
ENIG MO TREAR IEDRAINCRS
AlcerpenteSiworKing {05 New ock
City egras $i (4 2 monih, comparec

bange Calied 'Inevitadie’

M my s5eat i ineiRid o e =g Her
AR R TR LT

i E- R e

Speak.ng ‘cr the =ity Personnel Di.
rector juan U Orwz said hus office was
studying the methods used elsewhere
1c study the issue .n ar efom to deter.
m.ine the best way i proceed. ‘We will
contnue our ana:vsis anc hopefully
come up w1tk some answers soon.'” he
sa:id

Less for Kindergarten Teachere

w.nn Newman, the ;awver who won
the tase againgt wWasnington State. said
thaj 8erass Wne codntn, “Baroersiget
mer+ nan beaulicians anc zookeepers
ge' more tharn pecpie who take care of
childsen !l

In New Ycrk City, the contractual
slarung seian {or kanderganien teach-
e’s, most ¢! wnhom are women, is
$14.50 . altnougn the actuai average
Slamung se.amv s $16.00C. Most 200-
KeeDe™ Tos: ! wnom ere men, are in
LA falsguny where the starting sai-

it ;ase & Feders.
Shat g At S oung thal by pave
wer sg,ames for 1ods predomi.
. T er the state was 1n
e T ol the Civil Rights
wrion oinciudes reguires
di TR e T S0 v ent FoDpoT .

e RG R

Tlwresl (06 state to insti.
L Da ¥ iNCTeRSe ANC PAY
L Ss e mbar TR for

£ G G RS i
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BUSINESS REPLY MAIL

First Class Permit No. 8587, New York, N.Y.

Postage will be paid by addressee

Mr. Andrew Stein

Ms. Carol Bellamy

1 Centre Street

New York, New York 10007

NO POSTAGE
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ADMISSION TICKET
'_ L RN
COME TO OUR COMMUNITY

x
| MEETING TO DISCUSS SEX-BASED
| DISCRIMINATION IN THE MARKETPLACE

' DATE: Sunday, April 1st

! PLACE: High School of Art and Design
! 1075 Second Avenue

| (between 56th and 57th Street)
]

| TIME: 11 AM.
!
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ADMISSION TICKET RETURN THIS CARD TO KEEP INFORMED ON THIS ISSUE

I -

COME TO OUR COMMUNITY
MEETING TO DISCUSS SEX-BASED | 1§ il |
DISCRIMINATION IN THE MARKETPLACE Dear Mr.Stein and Ms. Bellamy,
. f il Please keep me informed about what you are doing in regard to
, April 1st by - - s (e
DAL Sy BYadNy Pl women's rights and sex-based discrimination in the marketplace.

PLACE: High School of Art and Design
1075 Second Avenue Name .
(between 56th and 57th Street)

Address: Apt

TIME: 11 AM.
o

- : Tetephone

New York, New York  Zip Code’
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PRESIDENT OF THE BOROUGH OF MANMHATTAN
CITY OF NEW YORK
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10007

ANDREW STEIN
oML S DENTY

April 23, 1984

Ms. Alta Nadelberg
180 West End Ave. Apt. 5L
New York, NY 10023

Dear Ms. Nadelberg,

As ] am sure you know, the building you live in is known as a Title I project.-
While Title I bas been the subject of recent litigation, your building is

not directly involved. Nonetheless, because many of you have asked me about
recent developments involving co-op conversions of Title I projects, I would
like to share with you a review of my activities in this area.

On Thursday, September 15, 1983, I sponsored a resolution at the Board of
Estimate putting it on record as solidly supporting the view that any
conversion of a Title I project to a cooperative or condominium must be
approved by the Board (resolution enclosed). I was very pleased when the
Board of Estimate unanimously supported my resolution.

)

When legal challenges followed this action, I encouraged the Corporation
Counsel of New York City and the Attorney General of New York State to
support our position in the courts. In the initial case, unfortunately,

the courts ruled against the city's position. This decision is now being
appealed. .

As the appeal is being heard, I want vou to know that I will continue to be
guided in my actions by an original concern which prompted me to offer my
Board of Estimate resolution. That concern is a simple one: that the

rights of tenants in all Title I projects be fully protected. Furthermore,
while the current focus deals with three Manhattan projects, what is
determined in these cases will set a precedent for all Title I conversion
proposals.

840404659

For these reasons I will continue to work for and cdll for the requirement
of Board of Estimate approval of any conversions in Title I projects.

Lastly, I would much appreciate any thoughts you bave on this subject.
If you would like to be kept informed, please return the enclosed card.

J Sincerely,

(Lo St

Andrew Stein
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Pacerpted from)the C ALEND AR

Board of Estimate

No. 76

R-5430
IN THE MATTER OF a

COMMUNICATION dated August 11, 1983, from the President, Borough of
. Manhattan, transmitting the following resolution which would require that before the
conversion of any Federal Title | redevelopment projects from rental to cooperative or
condominium ownership, application must be made to the Board of Estimate for ap-
proval of such conversions:
WHEREAS, The federal Housing At of 1849 provided for financial assistance,
loans and grants to clear, replan, reconstruct and rehabilitate blighted neighbor-
hoods throughout the nation including New York City; and
WEREREAS, Under Title I of the Act, the federal government provided capital
grants to the City of New York to fund the acquisition of property throughout the
City by condemnation proceedings; and
WHEREAS, The Board of Estimate of the City of New York exercised its
power of eminent domain to assemble sites for developments, thereby displacing
thousands of individuals and small businesses, and authorized the expenditure of
millions of public dollars to make possible the development of these projects; and
WHEREAS, Section 509 of the agreement between the City of New York and
Manhattantown, Inc., a Title 1 project located in the Borough of Manhattan (now
known as Park West Village) dated May 22, 1952, states that “for a period of forty
years from the completion of the project no change shall be made in such project as
set forth in the redevelopment Plan attached hereto as Schedule A without the con-
sent of the City Planning Commission and the Board of Estimte of the City”; and
WHEREAS, Section 510(b) of the agreement between the City of New York
and Columbus Circle Apartments, a Title I project located in the Borough of
Manhattan (now inown as Colliseum Apartments) daied January 15, 1968, states
that “for a period of forty (40) years from the completion of the housing project no
change shall be made in the project as set forth in the Redevelopment Plan of the
Area (Schedule A of this Agreement) without the consent of the City Planning
Commission and the Board of Estimate of the City or of the respective successors
of said Commission and Board™; and
WHEREAS, Section 510(c) of the agreement between the City of New York
and New York University/Bellevue, a Title I project located in the Borough of
Manhattan (now known as Kips Bay) dated September 23, 1954, states that “for the
period of forty (40) years from the completion of the housing project no change shall
be made in the housing project as set forth in the Redevelopment Plan contained in
Schedule A of this Agreement, without the consent of the City Planning Commis-
sion and the Board of Estimate of the City or of the respective successors of said
Commission and Board”; and -
WHEREAS, The stated objective of each redevelopment plan was “to provide
housing at the lowest possible rental which is consistant with sound financial plan-
ning” and and to obtain this objective the Board of Estimate established below mar-
ket sales prices for the land on which the aforementioned projects are situated by
determining the capitalized value of the development described in the redevelop-
ment plan of each project using projected per room rents substantially below the
market value rentals, thus reducing the overall cost of each project to its sponsor;
and
WHEREAS, It was the clear intent of the Board of Estimate to reserve its
right to determine the appropriateness of any change in the ndevelopment plans
for these projects; and
WHEREAS, The three aforementioned Title [ projects are at various stages in
the process of attempted conversion from rental to cooperstive or condominium
ownerhsip; and
WHEREAS, The Office of the Attorney General of the State of New York has -
halted any further processing of the conversions of certain of these developments .
pending City Planning Commission and Board of Estimate approval.
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Estimate deems a conver-
sion from rental to cooperative or condominium ownership in projects constructed under
Title I of the Housing Act of 1949 to be a change in the Redevelopment Plan as adopted
by the Board of Estimate; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that in order for a Title I rental development to
convert to cooperative ur condominium ownership Board of Estimate approval must be
applied for and granted.

On August 18. 1983 (Cal. No. 289), the matter was lsid over to this meeting.
For consideration—one resolution.

(Volume No. 3)

R 15, 1983

it MBE
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BUSINESS REPLY MAIL

First Class Permit No. 8587, New York, N.Y.

Postage will be paid by addressee

Mr. Andrew Stein
1 Centre Street

New York, New York 10007
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{ |, 1 | KEEP INFORMED

< wseusranFILL OUTAND RETURN THIS POSTAGE PAID CARD.

Dear Mr. Stein

Yes, keep me informed on the continuing effort to
control co-op conversion of Title I buildings.

Name:

Address: Apt,

New York, New York Zip Code

Telephone:
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K SIRFET NW.
WASHINGTON.D C. 20463

THIS 1S THE BEGIHAING OF R #___J (o q/q air
Date Filmed M Camera No., ---
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