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Lisa Renca darris, E£sg.
sisvant Attorney General

Aibapy, M2aw York 12224

Re: The Stony Brock Statesman v.
Asgociarte Vice CThanceller £or
University Relations et ail.
Albany County Special Tern
RITE - Ol 95-8T5981
Cal. i} 7
September 22, 1995

Dear Counseloxrs:

This letter represents the decision and order of the Tourt
in the above matter. in r = Artagcls 72 procesading, Lo
petizioner challenges che failure of respondent Student Folity
Asscciatlon (hereinatfter referred to &£ "Polity"), ro comply
with its "FQIL" (Puplic Officer's Law S2c 34 et zeq.) requasts
regarding contraces eanrter2d inte T Polity wizth NIz
Fntertainment. The petitioner is a student or campus newsLaPer
st SUN¥-Stony Brook. Polizy ie a nat-for-prefit Mew Yorrk
corporatlion which aets as the gUNY c=t.on" Brook student
government and whaich provides student services rursyant to
Education Law Section 355 &nd 3 WVCRw 302.14., 1Aas wart oI itc
acrivitieg, Polity co 13: 8 legally mandated studer: acTivity
fees and c¢onerols the venditures of thess feas pursusant o
Education Law Section 333 and £ NYCRR 302.14.

after reviewing the partizg' submissions, <he Ceury finds
thar the petition must bhe granted Polity has refysed
disclosure solaly on the grounds thar it is adt subjsaw o FOIL

since it is not a state ageecy ag thar term is dafipszd in



AR 29 156" 15:26  STATESMAN ASSOCIATION. INC. 777 T F.3

Mijier und Rovzenixk, Esgs.

Lisa Renec Harris, Esaqg.
Ansistant dAttorney Goeneral

Page 2
Re: Tre Stony Brook Staresman V.

Assoniate Vice whancellor for
University Relatlions et al.
January 22, 1996

vublic Officers Law Scction %6(3). Civen the fazt thar ¥o
iz responsible for spending mandatory student &acTivicy
under supervision of SUNY-Stony Brock ard pursuant To and i
accordance with Educarion Law Saction 33% and 8 NYCRR 24Z7.
respondents’' posivion iz simply not tenable. In reaching thi
conclusion, the Court adopts the reassning set forth in the
op‘nion lecter Erom the Committee on Cpen Govesnmenl tTo
peviticner dated May 17, 1945 which is z2nnexed to tha peuzition
as Exhibit E.

Sublic QOfficers Law Section 39(4) (<) undex adv sement, and
direct counsel ta submit memorandums of law on this
withiz: 30 days of the date of this decision.
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Respondent Polity, in form if not in sulstance, appavently
has conceded that it is sukject t©o FOIL since in ics reply
submissions, it stazes that it nas already made all i its
files available to petitioner. Petitioney Alsputes thac this
ig crue, however, arguing that 1t has not been provided witn
all relevant documents.

Accondingly, the Court hereby dirsc<s thar within ten (10}
davs of the date of this dacision/order, respondsnt Po I;ry
shall provide to petitioner any and all documents in ius
rossession relating to NIA Entertainment. }l 10, the Cowrt willi
rake the issue of an awaxrd of acttornay’ fees pursqant to
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Papers cunsidered: Petiticon: Pollty answer and memae; SUNY-Vic
cnancellor Answery and memo; peotlitiongr's
reply affidavir and reply memorandum of
1sw.
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