
Who’s going to protect 
our neighborhoods?
Not developers or City Hall. 
Don’t let them cripple our Community Boards. 
New York City’s 59 Community Boards help 
protect their communities. Each one is made 
up of 50 volunteers appointed by Borough 
Presidents (in consultation with local City 
Council members).
Community Boards help stop developers 
from tearing through our communities, and 
help protect community institutions, afford-
able housing, and landmarks that we cherish. 
Community Board members aren’t like some 
elected officials who can use political power 
and resources to get themselves re-elected. 
They’re volunteers, who put in long hours for 
zero pay to protect their neighborhoods. We 
need members who’ve been doing it long 
enough to have learned the nuts and bolts of 
what it takes to protect our neighborhoods, 
and know our history. 
But Proposal #3 on the ballot Nov. 6 would 
term-limit these volunteers—strengthening 
the hand of developers and City Hall at our 
expense.
Term limits are dangerous—and redundant, 
because the Borough Presidents and Council 
members who appoint Community Board 
members are themselves already term limited!
Proposal #3 is bad enough.
But Proposal #2 is bad, too—but it’s harder  
to tell. 

Proposal #2 creates a so-called Civic Engage- 
ment Commission with a majority of members 
(and Chair) appointed by the Mayor. “Civic 
Engagement” sounds nice, but buried in the 
list of its responsibilities—and not even men-
tioned in the ballot language—is the “assis-
tance” this new Commission is supposed to 
provide Community Boards (ssistance that 
has been provided, up to now, by Borough 
Presidents). 
The effect of Proposal #2 will be to have 
Mayoral appointees select the assistance 
that Community Boards receive—and stack 
the deck against the independence and trans- 
parency of Community Board decisions.
And Proposal #3 gives this new Commission 
a blank check of unnamed “other powers and 
duties” that can be assigned by the Mayor—
and the City Council can’t stop it, because it’ll 
be written into the Charter!
The Mayor already runs the City Planning 
Commissison and appoints its Chair. The 
Mayor also appoints the head of the NYC 
Economic Development Commission—enti-
ties with hundreds of employees and million- 
dollar budgets. The Mayor doesn’t need to 
try to control Community Boards, too.
These proposals are bad news for our  
neighborhoods.

 from bad-news devel-
opment

Of course we need 
new blood on commu-
nity boards—but w

Vote ‘no’ on Proposals 2 & 3.
Vote November 6.
Vote No on 2 & 3 Committee, 555 W. 23rd St., S6L, New York, NY 10011



BALLOT QUESTION #1:  Campaign Finance
This proposal would amend the City Charter to lower the amount a candidate for City elected office 
may accept from a contributor. It would also increase the public funding used to match a portion of the 
contributions received by a candidate who participates in the City’s public financing program.
 In addition, the proposal would make public matching funds available earlier in the election year to 
participating candidates who can demonstrate need for the funds. It would also ease a requirement that 
candidates for Mayor, Comptroller, or Public Advocate must meet to qualify for matching funds.
 The amendments would apply to participating candidates who choose to have the amendments 
apply to their campaigns beginning with the 2021 primary election, and would then apply to all 
candidates beginning in 2022.
 SHALL THIS PROPOSAL BE ADOPTED? m	 Yes      m	 No

BALLOT QUESTION #2: Civic Engagement Commission
This proposal would amend the City Charter to:
• Create a Civic Engagement Commission that would implement, no later than the City Fiscal Year 
beginning July 1, 2020, a Citywide participatory budgeting program established by the Mayor to promote 
participation by City residents in making recommendations for projects in their communities;
• Require the Commission to partner with community based organizations and civic leaders, as well as 
other City agencies, to support and encourage civic engagement efforts;
• Require the Commission to establish a program to provide language interpreters at City poll sites, to 
be implemented for the general election in 2020;
• Permit the Mayor to assign relevant powers and duties of certain other City agencies to the 
Commission;
• Provide that the Civic Engagement Commission would have 15 members, with 8 members appointed 
by the Mayor, 2 members by the City Council Speaker and 1 member by each Borough President; and
• Provide for one of the Mayor’s appointees to be Commission Chair and for the Chair to employ and 
direct Commission staff.
 SHALL THIS PROPOSAL BE ADOPTED? m	 Yes      m	 No

BALLOT QUESTION #3: Community Boards
This proposal would amend the City Charter to:
• Impose term limits of a maximum of four consecutive full two-year terms for community board 
members with certain exceptions for the initial transition to the new term limits system;
• Require Borough Presidents to seek out persons of diverse backgrounds in making appointments to 
community boards. The proposal would also add new application and reporting requirements related 
to these appointments; and
• If Question 2, “Civic Engagement Commission,” is approved, require the proposed Civic Engagement 
Commission to provide resources, assistance, and training related to land use and other matters to 
community boards.
 SHALL THIS PROPOSAL BE ADOPTED? m	 Yes      m	 No

SAMPLE BALLOT
{ The langage below will appear on the back page of the ballot booklet on, November 6, 2018 }


