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The Brennan Center for Justice at New York University School of Law 1 appreciates the
opportunity to testify concerning Int. 2429 and the budgeting process for the New York
City Campaign Finance Board (CFB). For more than two decades, the Brennan Center’s
nonpartisan experts have helped design and implement campaign finance reforms in
states and cities across the country and at the federal level. We have long studied New
York City’s landmark campaign finance system as it has evolved over the years. 2
The Brennan Center strongly opposes Int. 2429. The bill would needlessly increase
mayoral control over the budget of the Campaign Finance Board. The agency already
has adequate oversight from elected officials. The mayor and the speaker of the council
appoint its members, and its budget is ultimately controlled by the council. 3 At the same
time, the CFB is unique among agencies in the risk of political retaliation from the
elected officials whose campaigns it regulates. Some degree of independence for the
CFB must be carefully protected — especially at a time when the administration of
elections is facing dangerous political attacks across the country. 4
1 The Brennan Center is a non-partisan public policy and law institute that focuses on the fundamental issues
of democracy and justice. The Center’s Election Reform and Money in Politics projects work to reduce the real
and perceived influence of money on our democratic values. The opinions expressed in this letter are only
those of the Brennan Center and do not necessarily reflect the opinions of NYU School of Law, if any.
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New York City’s system of small donor public financing is the most powerful solution
available to counter the corrosive influence of big money in politics in the age of
unlimited spending by a wealthy few. The program enjoys high rates of participation
from candidates, has empowered diverse candidates that are representative of the city’s
population to run, and has strengthened civic participation by encouraging New Yorkers
of all demographics to donate to campaigns. 5
A successful public financing program requires fair and efficient oversight. Robust
enforcement mechanisms, including comprehensive post-election audits, protect the
public fisc. Candidates benefit from clear and consistent implementation of program
rules, as well as preliminary statement reviews that give candidates opportunities to cure
problems and access to training and advice on compliance. Although no agency is
perfect, and some enforcement decisions are sure to create understandable frustration on
the part of campaigns that work hard to comply, the CFB needs adequate resources to
perform its crucial functions.
The CFB, as a campaign finance agency, is unlike any other government body. Campaign
finance agencies are in the unique position of enforcing rules against the elected officials
who control the policies and budgets that those agencies need in order to operate. These
circumstances invite politicians to trim an agency’s budget if they prefer weak
enforcement or want to retaliate for past enforcement actions. Indeed, there have been
examples of this in other jurisdictions. 6 The CFB’s unique governmental role justifies
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special independence in the budgeting process. As the Brennan Center has explained
concerning the Federal Election Commission, consistency in budgeting will “keep the
budget process from being used as leverage over the agency to deter enforcement.” 7
For more than two decades, the New York City Charter has required the CFB’s estimated
budget to be included in the mayor’s executive budget without alteration. The mayor
may, however, recommend changes to the budget, and the council has the power to alter
the CFB’s estimated budget through its typical budget process. 8 And of course, the
mayor’s power to appoint a majority of the CFB and the speaker’s power to appoint the
remainder and consult on the tiebreaking appointment serve as important checks on the
agency. 9
The current CFB budgeting process was recommended as part of a package of campaign
finance reforms by Mayor Rudy Giuliani’s 1998 Charter Revision Commission. 10 The
voters approved the resulting ballot question by a 60 percent vote. 11 The commission’s
report explained that the process was needed to “protect the independence of the
Campaign Finance Board,” as a remedy for the fact that the CFB was otherwise
“vulnerable to political pressures through the uncertainty of the budget process.” 12
The commission’s reasoning is just as true today.
We therefore recommend that the council reject Int. 2429. In order to ensure the
continued success of New York City’s landmark public financing program, the City
Charter must maintain its protection of the CFB’s resources and independence.
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