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The Madison Square Garden Company thanks Chairwoman Ferraras and all of the members of the
Finance Committee for the opportunity to submit testimony.

Madison Square Garden is one of New York City’s most important cultural institutions and has served as
a vital economic engine for 133 years. MSG spends almost $900 million a year on all of its activities,
operations and administration. MSG is perennially one of the country’s busiest arenas, hosting
approximately 400 annual events that attract 4 million people to the heart of NYC each year. Patrons who
travel to MSG from outside the city contribute an incremental $200 million to the city’s economy through
spending on local businesses such as food, shopping, lodging and parking.

The Arena employs nearly 6,000 full-time, part-time, seasonal and per diem employees and
works with 14 different unions. When you add in MSG’s other NYC properties, which include
Radio City Music Hall and the Beacon Theater, the company spends more than $1 billion on its
activities, operations and administration, employs nearly 8,600 workers and works with 27
unions, while driving more than $270 million in offsite visitor spending.

In addition, MSG recently completed its entirely self-funded, more than $1 billion Arena Transformation
that created as many as 3,700 union construction jobs at a time when job creation in New York City was
more important than ever. This was an unprecedented investment and will allow MSG to attract even
more high-caliber events — such as the NCAA Regional East Finals and NBA All-Star Game — driving
further revenues to NYC.

Other businesses and organizations throughout NYC receive significant tax breaks and subsidies. It
remains patently unfair to single out one company when other entities receive significant public subsidies.

Specifically, the Yankees, Mets, and Nets, have all received significant tax breaks and subsidies. It is
estimated that those teams will received more than $2.3 billion in benefits over the next 40 years. These
benefits far exceed the value of MSG’s tax abatement over the same period of time.

The Madison Square Garden Arena is synonymous with New York City and one of the most
important contributors to its economic and civic vitality. We are proud to be one of the city’s largest
union employers and the site of more than a century of greatness and enduring moments in sports,
entertainment, politics and culture. In addition, MSG is also a philanthropic leader among NYC
businesses. Our Garden of Dreams Foundation works with all areas of MSG to bring the magic of MSG
to children from its 22 partner organizations — which include the Children’s Aid Society, the NYPD and
FDNY Widows’ and Children’s Fund, the Wounded Warrior Project, Harlem Dowling, NYU Medical
Center and Morgan Stanley Children’s Hospital at NY Presbyterian and the Department of Homeless
Services. Madison Square Garden is also unigue in the depth and breadth of its response to crises that
have faced our region and country. MSG has joined its partners in underwriting, producing and hosting
massive relief concerts, including: The Concert for New York City, following 9/11, The Concert for the
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Gulf Coast, following Hurricane Katrina and 12/12/12, a Concert for Sandy Relief, following Superstorm
Sandy. Utilizing MSG’s venues, resources and staff, as well as its unparalleled position in the world of
music and entertainment, these concerts collectively raised more than $94 million to address short and
long term issues resulting from these tragedies.

Whether through MSG’s economic impact, commitment to job creation, dedicated charitable work or its
more than one billion dollar investment to transform the Arena, MSG demonstrates its ongoing
commitment to fortify and invest in the city it calls home. Singling out MSG when others receive similar
or greater tax benefits and other public subsidies is unfair and inconsistent.
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Remarks of Assembly Member David 1. Weprin
at a Hearing of the New York City Council Finance Committee on
Repealing Madison Square Garden’s Property Tax Exemption
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May 14, 2014

Chairwoman Julissa Ferreras, members of New York City Council Finance Committee, and members of the

New York City Council:

My name is David Weprin, Member of the New York State Assembly, representing the 24™ Assembly District
in Queens, New York. Prior to my election to the Assembly, [ served on the New York City Council from

2002-2009, and was Chair of this committee through both of my terms on the Council.

Thank you for allowing me to testify publicaily regarding the resolution to repeal Madison Square Garden’s
property tax exemption. This exemption has been in place for too long at the expense of the people of New

York.

In 1982, New York granted the Garden this exemption to ensure that the New York Rangers and the New York

Knicks would continue to play at home. At the time, this temporary tax break made sense, as Madison Square
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Garden not only created many new jobs for New Yorkers, but also gave fans an iconic and lasting home for the

Rangers and Knicks.

Over time, it became abundantly clear that this exemption would be permanent. In fact, Edward Koch, who was
Mayor of New York City at the time, expressed in an interview several years ago that he believed the exemption
would be repealed in 1992. However, Section 429 of New York State law had been w;)rded as to grant this
privilege solely to Madison Square Garden, and it was amended to extend the exemption indefinitely. Asa

result, New York has lost over $300 million in revenue over the past three decades.

During my tenure on the City Council, as Chair of this very committee, the national economic downturn hit
New York. With unemployment rates and budgeting pressures rising, my colleagues and I worked toward the
City’s recovery. In dire financial times, we absolutely could not afford Madison Square Garden’s multi-million
dollar tax break. In January of 2008, we passed a resolution in the Council to revoke the Garden’s tax
exemption. Unfortunately, Albany failed to approve this measure, and to this day, Madison Square Garden has

not paid a dime in property taxes.

Last year, as a Member of the New York State Assembly, I introduced a bill (A. 6597) that would repeal
Section 429 of the real property tax law, so that New York can finally compel the owners of the Garden to pay

their fair share. Senator Diane Savino intends to introduce the counterpart to my bill in the State Senate. My
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bill in the Assembly has the support and sponsorship of many legislators, and I expect a similar level of wide

support for the Senate counterpart bill.

Therefore, I urge you, Members of the New York City Council, to pass this resolution, because a $4 billion

company should not be tax exempt while hundreds of thousands of our fellow New Yorkers, who pay their

taxes, are struggling to get by.
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Good morning Chair Ferreras and members of the committee. | am George Sweeting, deputy director of
the New York City Independent Budget Office. Thank you for inviting [BO to testify at today’s hearing on
Madison Square Garden’s property tax exemption.

Since 1982, the Garden has been fully exempt from real property tax under a provision of New York
State law that effectively only applies to that property. In the current fiscal year this results in a savings
for the owners of the Garden of $17 million. On the Department of Finance’s tentative assessment roll
for 2015 the estimated market value for the Garden has been increased by nearly $800 million and is
now shown as 51.2 billion, presumably as the result of the major renovation over the past three years.
With a higher market value the value of the exemption will also grow. Although the values will not be
final for a few more weeks, at the moment it appears that the amount of the tax expenditure in 2015
will be roughly $54 million,

I note that the resolution under consideration today draws heavily upon one of the revenue options
included in IBO’s annual volume of budget options. Just to make it clear, the options in that velume are
not recommendations or proposals. IBO does not take a position on whether Madison Square Garden’s
exemption should be repealed or continued.

What | will do is discuss the exemption from the perspective of broadly accepted standards of tax policy
and equity. My purpose is to help inform legislators and other policymakers who will determine the fate
of the exemption.

There is broad consensus within the economics field that government subsidies for sports facilities are
not an effective use of scarce public resources. There is little evidence that substantial subsidies to
sports facilities generate sufficient economic activity that would not have occurred in the absence of the
subsidy to return a net fiscal benefit to the locality. Of course, this observation applies to all forms of
public subsidy for sports facilities, not just the Madison Square Garden exemption.

Now let me turn to more specific observations about the Garden's exemption. One basic premise of
good tax policy is that to the extent that economic development incentives are granted, it is preferable
that they be generally available to all qualifying firms.

The Garden’s exemption is the only significant property tax exemption in state law that benefits a single
private for-profit firm in the city. Because it is enshrined in state law, it is outside the city’s control of
economic development policy and therefore is increasingly inconsistent with the city’s other benefit
programs. Most glaring is the epen-ended nature of the benefit. Under the city’s Industrial and



Commercial Abatement Program (ICAP}, for example, tax abatements are granted for a limited time,
with the duration depending on location and type of development.

With an open-ended benefit, the city continues to face an annual cost even if the conditions that
prompted the initial deal have changed. In 1982, the owners of the Garden argued that their costs,
including taxes and energy, were threatening their ability to keep the basketball and hockey teams
playing their games in the arena. Today, it is unlikely those conditions remain. With the advent of its
own cable television network, more intensive use of the facility to generate advertising revenue, and
construction of new luxury boxes and club seating areas with higher ticket prices, the Garden is now by
all accounts a highly profitably enterprise.

An economic development incentive provided through a permanent tax exemption offers little chance
to withdraw the tax benefit when the city is not getting the full economic benefit envisioned. Consider
what happened 18 months ago when the National Hockey League owners locked out the players, forcing
the cancellation of 34 out of the 82 games originally scheduled for the 2012-2013 season. The city lost
the fiscal benefit from the spending by teams and fans for 17 regular season home games. This marked
the third prolonged shut down of either the National Basketball Association or National Hockey League
since the exemption was granted. Under current law the exemption remained in effect. It would only
lapse if one or hoth of the two teams were to play their home games in another venue.

Another premise of good tax policy is to avoid favoring one entity over its competitors. The Garden’s
exemption helps lower its overall cost of operations, but those operations include many events besides
basketball and hockey games, such as the circus, ice shows, concerts, and trade shows. In many cases
there are competing venues in the city for such events, particularly the small trade shows and the
concerts held in the theatre under the Garden’s main hall. Venues competing with the Garden for such
events are placed at a competitive disadvantage if they are subject to the property tax.

Of course, the Garden also competes against other sports venues for fans and revenue. In recent years
the city has subsidized new facilities for the Mets, the Nets, and the Yankees. IBO’s most recent
estimates of the present value of these city subsidies are $138 million for Citi Field, $350 million for the
Barclay’s arena, and $362 million for Yankee Stadium. These deals also include additional state subsidies
and federal tax-exempt financing. Measured on a comparable basis, which involves estimating the
future revenues that would have been generated if the projects had received the standard incentive
benefits available to all developers, the Garden’s exemption represents a city subsidy of about $541
million. The Garden’s subsidy is larger because the as-of-right benefits that IBO assumes would have
been used are less generous than those that would have been available to the other venues when they
were constructed. , ' ‘

Again, thank you for the invitation to testify and | would be happy to answer any questions.
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 14, 2014

The Partnership for New York City represents the city's business leadership and its largest private
sector employers. We believe MSG's substantial contributions to city and state revenues, both
directly through their facilities and indirectly through the economic activity generated by their
events, far outweigh the cost of the tax expenditure that is the focus of this hearing.

Last week, the Mayor unveiled a financial plan for the city that made aggressive commitments to
housing, education and labor contracts. That plan is only achievable if the city continues to realize
at least 3% annual growth in economic output. Anything less will mean a gap in revenues that
will render the city unable to support the services and public investments that New Yorkers want
and need. The Budget Office and the Partmership are in full agreement that 3% is the target growth
number that is required to support the proposed plan.

New York City has had a 3% annual rate of growth over the past five years, outpacing the country.
Maintaining this growth depends heavily on three key sectors: technology, tourism and the
creative industries (which include media, fashion, and the arts). MSG is an anchor institution in
both the tourism and creative sectors, contributing more than $500 million a year to the city's
economy each year and employing 6,000 people in mostly middle-income jobs. The success of
MSG as a global sports and entertainment destination has contributed to NYC's status as the
nation's #1 tourist destination. M5G events attract more than 4 million people a year, including
many visitors from outside the five boroughs and the United States. As a result of the billion-
dollar investment to renovate the Garden, MSG's econemic contribution has accelerated in the
past year and is expected to grow further in NYC if allowed to proceed with its business plan.

Sustained economic growth also depends on the confidence that employers and investors have
in state and local government. Employers make decisions about job creation and capital
investments for the long term and these decisions depend on consistent and reliable public policy
and regulation. Clearly, MSG relied on longstanding public policy with respect to their tax
obligations in their decision to modernize their facility and MSG employees rely upon the same
for their future job security. For the City Council to arbitrarily reverse a longstanding contract
with a solid employer that is playing an important role in the city’s economic growth would send
a terrible message to the broader business community and would undermine business confidence
in city government. We urge the Council to hold this resolution. Thank you.
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Good morning Chairwoman Ferreras and members of the Finance Committee. My name is Daniel
Gilloon and | am here representing James Claffey Jr, President of Local One of the International Alliance
of Theatrical Stage Employees (IATSE). Local One of the IATSE is the world’s premiere stagecraft union,
representing more than 3,200 stage and television studio workers in Manhattan, the Bronx, Staten
Island, Westchester and Putman Counties.

| am here today to support the thousands of working men and women employed by Madison Square
Garden and to urge you to vote no on the resolution before you.

in today’s unstable economy, steady, good-paying jobs can be hard to come by. I'm pleased to say that
virtually all of the employees who work at the Garden's events are union members, and Local One
represents hundreds of them.

Like our union, MSG has a long and storied history in New York City. Both organizations share a mutual
dedication to the city that is our home. MSG employs thousands, entertains millions, and generates a
half of a billion dollars for the city’s economy. There are few stages bigger than Madison Square
Garden, and just as musicians, athletes and artists dream about performing at this world-renown venue,
we take pride in working at the World’s Most Famous Arena. Their shows, concerts, and events — over
400 a year, with some days having multiple events — attract the world to MSG. Those shows mean
steady work for union members and revenue for New York City.

Throughout each of our negotiations with MSG, the company’s management has been fair and
reasonable. We have always come to an agreement on issues concerning fair wages and good benefits
and we expect to contihue to do so for many years to come.

Just as we have found MSG to be respectful and appreciative of its workforce at labor negotiations, we
hope the Council will be fair and acknowledge the important role MSG plays in New York City — MSG
employs approximately 6,000 people, injects over half a billion dollars into the local economy, and
drives more than $200 million in off-site spending from people visiting New York to attend events at the
Garden.

And now, with the completion of the Transformation, MSG has ensured that it will remain the city’s
premier venue for generations to come — providing much needed job security and peace of mind for
Local One members and their families.

Singling out MSG is unfair and unwarranted. In a competitive environment, where businesses are often
forced to cut wages and limit benefits, MSG has been steadfast in its commitment to the working men
and women of New York City,



Thank you for the opportunity to testify today.



50 Broadway, 29th Floor
New York, NY 10004

T 212 631 0886
F 888 370 3085

www ALIGNny.org

ALLIAMCE
I GREATER
N WY Y ORK

Testimony to the New York City Council Committee on Finance,
Regarding the MSG Property Tax Exemption
May 14, 2014

Good morning. Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony today. My name is
Brigid Flaherty and | am the Organizing Director at ALIGN: the Alliance for a Greater New
York. ALIGN is a permanent alllance of community and labor organizations united for a
just and sustainable New York.

For the last seven years, ALIGN has coordinated the Getting Our Money’'s Worth coalition,
a broad coalition of over 50 labor, faith, community, environmental and good government
groups fighting to make New York’s economic development system work for New Yorkers.
During this time, we have released numerous reports on this issue. Our report, “The
$7,000,000,000 Wager,” was the first of its kind to document, in detail, all forms of local
and state tax subsidies in New York and whether they deliver benefits to New York
communities.

The report analyzed over a dozen of the largest corporate subsidy programs, and showed
that among several poorly devised and wasteful programs, one stands head and shoulders
above the rest: known as the “Major League Sporis Facilities, Madison Square Garden
Property Tax Exemption,” this perpetual property tax exemption is perhaps the most
outrageous tax break program in NY. There is no other business in NY with a perpetual tax
break that applies only to that business to the exclusion of all others.

Tax exemptions typically phase out over time and require some job creation and other
community benefits. The MSG exemption is permanent, benefits only a single business,
and provides no direct community benefit in return for this investment in taxpayer doliars.

MSG has received approximately $350 million through this tax exemption since 1982
{around $16 million per year). In addition, MSG’s tax exemption is written into the state
tax code, making it exceedingly difficult for NYC taxpayers to have a voice in this deal.

Such tax exemptions serve to deepen inequality by shifting the tax burden from those
most able to pay to those least able to pay. This lost tax revenue could instead be used to
address inequality in NYC by investing in essential infrastructure and creating jobs for the
unemployed. With nearly 1 out of every 2 New Yorkers struggling to make ends meet, this
money could also be used to address the shortage of affordable housing in NYC.

| urge City Council to pass a reseclution requesting that the State pass and the Governor
sign the legislation to repeal the MSG property tax exemption.

Thank you for your time.
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Proposed Resolution calling upon the New York State Legislature to pass, and the
Governor to sign A.6597/5.4609, legislation which would repeal provisions of law granting a
real property tax exemption to Madison Square Garden.

May 14, 2014
Comments of Elizabeth Bird, Good Jobs New York

Good morning Chairperson Ferreras and members of the committee. Thank you for your
invitation to testify today. My name is Elizabeth Bird and | am the Project Coordinator for
Good Jobs New York, a project of Good Jobs First based in Washington, DC in partnership
with the Fiscal Policy Institute.

Good Jobs New York promotes accountability to taxpayers in the use of economic
development subsidies. Since our launch in 2000, we have worked to improve public
participation in and transparency of these subsidy programs including a searchable
database of over 40,000 deals approved by the Industrial Development Agency (IDA), the
Lower Manhattan Development Corporaticn and the Industrial and Commercial Incentive
Program. We also are closely following investments made in our city in the aftermath of
Hurricane Sandy. Our Database of Deals and Eye on Hurricane Sandy Money database are
available on our website, www.goodjobsny.org.

As a subsidy watchdog and provider of technical assistance to community-based
organizations, GJNY closely watched development in New York City during the Bloomberg
Administration. In that time, while we saw many examples of wasteful corporate subsidies,
we also saw tremendous strides in transparency, especially at the New York City Industrial
" Development Agency thanks to the council’'s passage of Local Law 62 and administrative
actions taken by the agency that have enhanced its public hearing process.

Yet, while significant reforms in transparency are laudable, our city continues to engage in
providing subsidies to large corporations giving them an unfair advantage over small
businesses. Despite the enormous needs facing our city to strengthen infrastructure, protect
our most vulnerable populations from the effects of climate change and extend
opportunities for education and career readiness to all New Yorkers, we continue to see
enormous subsidies given to the City’s largest and most profitable corporations. According



to the 2013 Tax Expenditure Report, the value of the property tax exemption to Madison
Square Garden for last year was $16.7 million and is projected to increase each year. This
perpetual subsidy, developed in 1982 with no community input, makes no quid pro
requirement even 1o retain jobs for New Yorkers or ensure any other form of public benefit.

It is true that other sports facilities get subsidies (tax-exempt bond financing, a variety of tax
breaks and special lease agreements). But the subsidy provided to Madison Square Garden
is incredibly unique and cannot really be compared with subsidies provided to other
stadiums. As you may know, Good Jobs New York put up a lengthy fight against subsidies
provided to build Yankee Stadium. And while we would never defend subsidies given to the
likes of the Yankees, to put it in perspective, those deals share costs across the city, state
and federal level. The MSG property tax break, however, directly impacts the city’s tax base
yet because it is written into state law, the city has no ability to hold the property owners
accountable for such a large write-off. Furthermore, the city is unable to choose whether or
not to grant such a break, no matter how unjustified.

| am unaware of any other example in New York State wherein a tax break is written into law |
to benefit just one sports entity.

This is not to say investments shouldn't be made in ensuring New York City retains and
creates good jobs. But backroom deals like this one made more than 30 years ago are no
longer affordable and should not be tolerated. Providing open-ended benefits to one
company with ample resources of its own is unnecessary in a time when precious public
resources could benefit all employers through investments in education, infrastructure or
lowering the tax burden for all small businesses.

By passing this resolution, the Council would send a clear signal that large New York City
corporations should pay their fair share in building a stronger and more equitable economy
for all.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to you today.
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The state-authorized real property tax exemption for Madison Square Garden dates from 1982, That
was 32 years ago, and light-years in terms of the City’s economic situation. If there was ever a need
for this exemption, or similar exemptions for highly profitable corporations owning professional
sports teams in the largest media market in the country, that time has long passed.

For far too long, there has been a culture of entitlement among large corporations and real estate
developers when it comes to local tax breaks supposedly granted to spur the local economy. For
nearly two decades, New York City has boasted one of the most vibrant local economies anywhere
in the world. Our highly valued real estate reflects that economic vibrancy.

New York City has many pressing economic needs that would be much better served if the City
collected the full value of property and other taxes that should be generated in our highly productive
economy. Over the past dozen years, the annual value of business tax breaks the City provides has
nearly tripled, increasing much faster than the City’s overall tax base. The time is long past when
the City should turn the corner on sueh an ill-advised approach.

This City Council resolution calls on the State Legislature to pass, and for the Governor to sign,
legislation to repeal that provision of law granting the Madison Square Garden property tax
exemption. We urge the Council to pass this resolution and send to Albany for action this term.

It would be much smarter for the City and the State to take the $17.3 million in property taxes that
the City should be collecting each year from Madison Square Garden and invest those resources in a
manner that truly boosts the City’s economic well—bemg Some examples of smarter economic
investments include:

s Equipping hard-to-employ workers with skills in demand in today’s job market;

 Helping mid-career workers pursue a college education or new vocational skills training so
they can qualify for higher pay;

¢ Connecting local college graduates with some of the City’s flourishing tech companies;

+ Funding subsidized child care slots that enable parents to get a foothold in the job market;

« - Encouraging employers to develop career ladder opportunities; or

» Supporting more business incubators that help fledgling entrepreneurs get established and
scale up their home-grown businesses.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today.

FPI May 14, 2014
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Good morning Chairwoman Ferreras, and members of the Finance Committee. My name is Stephen
Melish, and | am a Business Representative for District Council 9 of the International Union of Painters
and Ailied Trades, an affiliate of the Building and Construction Trades Council of Greater New York. | am
here testifying on behalf of Council President, Gary LaBarbera in urging you to vote no on the resolution
before you.

Madison Square Garden has been, and continues to be an economic anchor and creator of good union
jobs in New York City. The arena alone employs approximately 6,000 people, and generates over half a
billion dollars for NYC's economy.

When MSG embarked on a 3-year transformation of the arena in 2010, New York was in the midst of an
economic recession. Construction and large scale renovation projects were virtually non-existent. The
hard-working men and women in the construction trades industries were in crisis.

MSG’s decision to invest over $1billion to renovate the arena was an investment in resiliency — both of
its iconic arena, and in the local economy. The transformation created 3,700 good-paying union
construction jobs that were desperately needed. Simply put, in tough times, MSG remained committed
to the working men and women of New York City.

In addition to the thousands of construction jobs that have been created by the renovation, thousands
of others are suppaorted each year through the operation of this premier sports and entertainment
facility. In fact, the majority of the employees at Madison Square Garden are union employees from
painters and electricians to carpenters and engineers. MSG has over 27 collective bargaining
agreements, and positive working relationships with 14 different unions.

As a long-time contributor to the city’s economic growth and civic life, MSG should be commended and
not targeted by a resolution that seeks to single it out in a way that other simitarly-situated entities are
not.

Thank you again for the opportunity to speak on behalf of my union District Council 9, its 10,000
members and the Building and Construction Trades Council of Greater New York.
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- THE CITY OF NEW YORK

———

(&

2o gt orelnai

Appearance Card

in faver [J in opposition -
Date: b [

I intend to appear and speak on Int: No. _--- ~__ Res. No. _-.

e Yo "R o T

M[M

. Addrons. \ | j(J\J\f \¢ \)\ O AL

LS CAL - DOV VLY NG (W

- I represent:

Address:

Fm“ﬁ{ﬁ”&;ﬁﬁ“ |
~ THE CITY OF NEW YORK

R % . ~ .

Appearance Card

[J infavor [J in opposition

Date:

I intend to appear and speak on'Int. No. ___: . Res. No. __

(PI.EASE PRINT) .

Nlme C%zs C\—‘*‘? N Q{ﬁ'\s\r

Address: .

| . 1 represent:. :XA %&\K\Q U\‘)f Q)\\) & (ﬁ( f\w =

N T

“THE COUNCIL,
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

A ppeardnce Card

O in favor [] in opposition

Date: by /!L,{

I intend to appear and speak enInt. No. ____ Res. No. _ﬁﬁé;

(19
|

(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: _OESSICh  \NALKER.

Address: _ Oire Tﬁl—“{'ﬁﬂr\? _pavlf_.- f/‘%'}c\— ‘ N\f‘, /Ulf

I represent: T%V-\-b\z.vfl,,fyp Lo Noow Ven/(c, Ci."/';{

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms




ST N g T T

“THE COUNGL -

- THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. _____ Res. No.
] infavor [ in opposition

Date:

(PLEASE PRINT
Name: [g' ((g/\—\ \J/V\Pf‘\éff qu J Mﬁrf\

Address: H{\ 0l M. g /w/? }u\ fJ/( /t7P<} v\u]/Vlf
' 1 7eq

I represent:

Addr_eqa :

o s

Ai

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK “\

Appearance Card g : |

I intend to. appear and speak on Int. No. M Res. No. _/ G Cﬂ/

O in favor' [id in opposition

* -
A
§

Date:
{(PLEASE PRINT)

. Name: ’Mu/( L (UYL oo
Address: 787 Settg fe Jedse vy o/ d o 7307

I represent: /ATSE 4 AL S s
Address: _3.20 &/#éﬁél 47—-4/ Yo A /003&

"‘~~—*-~‘ -—»-—wuznrm

THE COUNCIL 3
THE CITY'OF NEW YORK e

Appearance Card N

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. M Res. No.

(] in favor in opposition
ﬁ Date: Mﬁ'y /y }ﬁ/[-

(PLEASE PRINT) -

. Name: SW/{ﬂﬂ M/&L[‘;A
 Address: 36 Cogfel irn S Falmpasdal e v Y iz

1 represent: \DLQ?%MJL‘CV,,@U/?/‘// 9 L. M /oﬁTf
Address: %/Sd/dé‘ﬁ%- /4’% g%f‘?(?‘—q% /Vy MX /ﬂp//

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant.at-Arms .- . ‘ &.




" THE COUNCIL
T THE CITY OF NEW YORK fid

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. _____ Res. No.
[J infaver [ in opposition

Date:
{PLEASE PRINT)
Name: 6fla]d Flawvier-du

s 50 Voyoudentemy 30 Elae NY NY 0004

{ represent: P\le \\]
Address: 10 S GUAOTR P\ \éwob&/g\r\ Oy il y

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Armas ‘ ’

| " THECITY OF NEW YORK 77"~

Appearance Card-

I intend to appear-agspeahon Int. No. - Res. No.
- in favor ° [J in opposition sz

. (PLEASE PR |
. Name: _E[!Mlmm Pivd 7@004&9&5 New g/ar/( _

' Address: [l Park- Place

Goosd Jobs New gOV/C—

I represent:

Address:

’ .. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-gt-Arms . - ‘ K

L SRR N

Rt

e



