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By this application the petitioner, appearing pro se, seeks an orde
directing that the District Attorney of Nassau County permit him to in-
spect.and copy the minutes of the meetings of the Village Board of the
Incorporated Village of Hewlett Bay Park. The minutes are in the posses-
sion of the District Attorney pursuant to a Grand Jury subpoena. The
Grand Jury, or the District Attorney's office, is presently investigat-
ing the activities of the petitioner who served as Clerk of the Village
of Hewlett Bay Park. The petitioner has already been arrested and charge
with grand larceny, forgery, and violations of the General Municipal Law.

The petitioner's prayer for relief is based upon those sections of
the Public Officers Law known as the Freedom of Information Act (Public
Officers Law Article 6). The petitioner's application is deemed to be a
proceeding under Article 78 of the Civil Practice Law and Rules.

I begin by noting that the minutes of the Village Board of the In-
corporated Village of Hewlett Bay Park are public records subject to in-
spection under the Freedom of Information Act. The claim that this Court
lacks the authority to order their production is without merit, because
we deal here not with minutes of Grand Jury proceedings but with public
records temporarily in the possession of the District Attorney. Nor does
the issuance of a Grand Jury subpoena create an automatic and absolute ba
on further disclosure. Section 190.25 of the Criminal Procedure Law cloa
the proceedings of the Grand Jury in deserved secrecy (Peo. v DiNapoli,
27 NY 2d 229). It does not, by itself, eradicate records otherwise publi
in nature (cf Jones v State, 62 AD 2d 44).
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(Hawkins v Rurlander, 98 AD 24 14). 1 must note in the first instance
that the records sought were not compiled for law enforcement purposes
(P.O.L. 87([2)e). Minutes of Village Board-meetings .serve a quite dif-
ferent function. Moreover, there is #@o showing that any other impedi——
ment to production exists. These were Public records, ostensibly pre-
pared by the petitioner, so there can be littie question of the disclos-
ure of confidential mater

> f ial. Any th¥eatened tampering can be prevented
by adequate supervision and reasonable restrictions.

wlett Bay Park. Such inspection shall
be supervised by a répresentative of the District Attorney's office who
nay exclude writing implements from the scene. Copies of 'the minutes
shall be prepared by respondent ang furnished to petitioner at a reason-
ible charge. !
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