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TRANSCRIPT: MAYOR DE BLASIO APPEARS LIVE ON THE BRIAN LEHRER SHOW

Brian Lehrer: It’s the Brian Lehrer Show on WNYC. Good morning everyone and we will begin today as usual on Friday’s with my questions and yours for Mayor Bill de Blasio in our weekly Ask the Mayor segment. Now there are two main stories from this week that I will be asking about mostly. The deal with the Trump administration yesterday over improving conditions for the 400,000 public housing residents here in the city, and the ongoing contentiousness around the Amazon development for Queens that even had an Amazon Vice President sounding like they might still take their 25,000 projected jobs and go somewhere else at the City Council hearing this week. Listeners, we invite Queens residents in particular. I know Amazon affects everybody, but Queens mostly. Queens residents to ask the Mayor something about Amazon. We invite anyone in public housing to ask the Mayor about the deal with D.C. and as usual we invite anyone to ask the Mayor a question about anything at 2-1-2-4-3-3-WNYC, 4-3-3-9-6-9-2, or tweet a question, just use the hashtag, #AskTheMayor. And Good morning, Mr. Mayor, welcome back to WNYC. 

Mayor Bill de Blasio: Good morning, Brian.

Lehrer: And let’s begin with Amazon. Here is a very short soundbite, just six seconds from Amazon VP, Brian Huseman at the City Council on Wednesday.

Vice President Brian Huseman, Amazon: We want to invest and be a part of the growth of a community where our employees and our companies are welcome.

Lehrer: Where our employees and our communities are welcome. So, people are taking that as a threat if the opposition continues to be intense and persistent enough. As a supporter of the deal obviously, are you worried that Amazon is nearing the brink of cancellation?

Mayor: No, we went to – went through a long negotiation to ensure that New York City would gain 25,000 jobs minimum, could go as high as 40,000. These are good paying jobs, in the technology community the kinds of jobs that we want for our public school students, our CUNY students starting out their life, and for public housing residents. Remember one of the biggest public housing residents; in fact the biggest public housing development in America is a walking distance from the Amazon headquarters site. And there is going to be an intensive effort to make jobs available for folks in public housing. This is exactly the kind of thing that we need for the future of this city. We need a stronger technology community for our economy. We need the revenue that will allow us to do things like affordable housing programs and better education for our kids. 

Lehrer: Right –

Mayor: This is –

Lehrer: I know that you can make the case, and we’ve done it many times. But are you afraid at all that they’re going to leave based on Mr. Huseman said?

Mayor: I don’t feel that because – look, I think there has been a fair debate over the role of economic development incentives. That’s a perfectly valid debate in general. But I’ve said very clearly Amazon in the original negotiation asked the city for tailor made incentives. We did not agree to that. The only incentives they got were under state law, and they were available to any and all companies. But in every other way I think when you look at the public polling also, people in this city want the jobs that will come here. So I think it is not surprising that there are activists raising concerns, that’s normal, that’s part of the democratic process. I don’t get any sense that changes the basics of the reality. And look, I think what we can have here is that Amazon can contribute to our economy, but also we’re going to hold their feet to the fire on the kinds of community benefits they’ve agreed to and push them to go farther, including to have union representation in their distribution centers. I think that’s the right way to go, and that’s what’s best for New York City.

Lehrer: When you said a minute that they’re going to provide jobs for public housing. A lot of people were outraged frankly when the promise at that City Council hearing was just specifically 30 jobs for people in the Queens Bridge Houses and just in customer service.

Mayor: This is to me and I didn’t see the specific testimony. There should not be a misunderstanding here. The goal is to have a very big impact on residents of public housing in a number of ways. This headquarters is not up and running. It will take years to get up and running. We came up with a whole host of community benefits. We’re going to be pushing for a lot more. I’ve said very publically, Amazon coming here means they’re now in our environment with our values as New Yorkers, as a progressive place. We want to see jobs for public housing residents, we want to see unionized employees in the distribution centers, and we’re going to fight for that. And I think this is a truism. It’s not where you begin, it’s where you end.

Lehrer: Why wasn’t the moment where you actually had leverage to actually get to unionize or at least to agree not to fight unionization which is apparently what they said they will do? The moment for the leverage was during the negotiations. Why?

Mayor: And in the negotiations we secured an agreement to have the construction jobs for the headquarters unionized, that the building service jobs once the headquarters was open unionized. Obviously a lot of the jobs themselves are white collar jobs that are not often unionized. The real issue is not the headquarters deal as far as I can see. The real issue is the distribution centers. There is one in Staten Island for example. The distribution centers they’ve got a few thousand employees in New York City. I certainly want to see those folks unionized. But in terms of negotiation, Brian, this was about the citing of a headquarters we focused all of the discussion on those dynamics with the headquarters. If we had said no we actually want to reach into other aspects of your business. I think it was have been an ineffective strategy. I think it would have been [inaudible] to saying we’re not going to really fight to get this headquarters here and you’ll go someplace else. And I don’t think that would have been good for New York City. 

Lehrer: Let’s take an Amazon call. [Inaudible] in Rosedale, Queens you’re on WNYC with the Mayor, hi [inaudible].

Question: Hi, good morning. Mr. Mayor, I would like to know what you’re going to do to ensure that Amazon and other corporations within New York City actually start hiring young men of African descent that are qualified. My son has a degree in Applied Mathematics and Statistics; he also has a master’s in Finance. And I don’t know, I am beginning to think that there is a policy in place in these corporations, because he has not been able to find a job in the last two years. And he is not alone; most of his friends that have similar degrees are unemployed. And this is something people are not aware of and I am asking you this morning for some help.

Mayor: Well, [inaudible], thank you very much for your call. First of all I want to make sure you give your information to WNYC, and I’ll have our folks who work on job placement connect with your son. Because there are a lot of opportunities in the technology community already, and with the kind of background he has academically he would be a great fit. So let’s see if we can help him right ow. But to your bigger point this is exactly why we want to see these kind of high paying technology jobs here, because they offer tremendous opportunities for all New Yorkers but particularly for young people of color who have been excluded in the past. The technology community in general, the tech sector in the whole country has a diversity problem. It’s a growing – there’s a growing recognition. And one of the things we said to Amazon is if you want to be a part of the solution in terms of what’s wrong in the tech community, come to New York City, come to the most diverse place on earth. Two million people of African descent, three million Latinos, there’s plenty of great talented people of all backgrounds to hire. And we’re going to push very hard to see diversity in hiring. So we have now an opportunity, because we’re talking about 25,000-40,000 new jobs to ensure there is equity and how people are hired. It also helps us build the bigger tech community, which obviously is a lot of the future of our economy. But what we’ve said to people in the tech community throughout is we will measure our involvement with the community. We’re providing a lot of training initiatives and one thing to other. We’re going to measure our involvement by how many New Yorkers they hire. We – its fine to bring people from other places too, but we first and foremost want to see New Yorkers hired from the five boroughs, and how much diversity there is in that hiring. How many of the folks are hired are from our public schools, our public colleges. That’s what we’re focused on.

Lehrer: One more Amazon question from me. The flyers that Amazon has been sending all over Queens and some elsewhere ask people to call City Councilmember from Long Island City Jimmy Van Bramer by name or their state legislatures, and it gives the phone number right on these flyers of the Assembly and State Senate and Governor Cuomo said on this program on Tuesday, yes Council or the legislator could thwart the deal, even though he and you seem to go around them with the negotiations. Do they have the power in your opinion?

Mayor: Look in terms of the way this is going. So the Governor was elected by the people of this state, I was elected by the people of this city. This is therefore a democratic process and we came to an agreement and everyone knows the Governor and I agree on somethings, disagree on other things. We both thought this was in the absolute interest of New York City, and New York State. And we’re using an approach that has been used in many other instances, including in Long Island City before to get a large initiative like this to actually come to fruition. I don’t believe on the city level, that there is a specific way to undermine what’s been agreed to. I don’t know enough about the state. But I think the critique that we’re hearing, there’s some really fair things in this critique, Brian. That people are saying for example they want to see unionized workers. I do too. They want to see diversity in hiring. I do too. They’re concerned about the role of economic incentives. While I say if you’re really concerned about the role of economic incentives, then go back to the underlying state law and address that, because if it hadn’t been Amazon, it could have been any number of companies. And in fact every day, other companies are taking advantage of these incentives that are part of the law. You want to reform them? That’s a great conversation. But that has to be done across the board in Albany. 

Lehrer: Right, right. But –

Mayor: As we did with the 421A affordable housing initiative. We fundamentally reformed that to make it much more in the interest of affordable housing and tax payers. But you know, when you – I still have not heard a lot of people, again look to the public polling here Brian. I have not heard and lot of New Yorkers saying we want to lose the 25,000 to 40,000 jobs. I’ve hear people concerned about one element or another of the plan but I don’t hear a lot of people saying no we would rather see those jobs go away. And I think the vast majority of New Yorkers want to keep those jobs.

Lehrer: And I get the arguments and yes that is what the public polling says. But I’ve been just trying to get clarification all week and I’m just curious if you have any more to add on why Amazon on its flyers specifically is urging people to call their state legislators? It seems like they are afraid of something.

Mayor: No, I look at it much more simply. I think there have been people who have raised objections and concerns. It’s very typical when you are having a public debate over an issue and you have a position in it, to tell people to call their representatives. I don’t see it as particularly complex. I do think there’s one thing that they are saying that makes total sense here is that if you believe the plan is a net gain for Queens and for New York City, you know, people should make their voices heard who think it is a good plan, people who have criticisms should raise their criticism. And there’s way we can keep improving on the plan, that’s why I said we are going to keep fighting for more and better community benefits. But I don’t find that approach at all unusual.

Lehrer: Isabell in the Bronx you are on WNYC with Mayor de Blasio, hello Isabell.

Question: Hi Brian, thank you so much for taking my call. I really appreciate it.

Lehrer: Thank you.

Question: I listen to your show all the time. I’ll keep it brief though. I want to ask Mayor de Blasio his thoughts because he hasn’t answered this publically on third party transfer and how this is impacting so many communities in the Bronx, in Brooklyn, in Manhattan and the HPD Commissioner has also been silent on this and hearing that she’s leaving and you know this is a major issue and a lot of legislators have asked for a moratorium on this issue –

Lehrer: Explain for people who don’t know it, what’s third party transfer and why are concerned about it?

Question: I’m concerned about it personally because I live in a building that is right now facing that issue, a third party transfer. And basically what that is, is that the City and more specifically HPD identifies buildings who they deem to be at risk property or distress property and then they sell that property to a managing agency for a dollar and then that agency sells that property to a developer and that’s impacting a lot of people like myself who have lived in my building since 1978 and are now facing displacement. And unfortunately Mayor de Blasio has not come forward with a stance either you know renouncing this practice that has had an impact on so many people.

Lehrer: Alright, Mr. Mayor?

Mayor: Isabell I know your question is from the heart. I disagree 100 percent with the way you are interpreting third party transfer and what I’ve said and what Commissioner Torres-Springer said so with deepest respect for you, it’s just across the board I want to say I disagree with the characterization. I’ve spoken many times on this issue, I’m sure the Commissioner has as well. There’s several different things going on here. Third party transfer, the narrower question I would say is specific buildings that have had problems, have had violations, have had unresolved issues over years and years despite every effort of the city to make sure that they were safe and habitable and following the law and that they were individual owners of buildings who have not responded of years and years of violations. And there are times where the City says enough is enough, we are going to find a different owner, it’s not a developer the way you say it that suggests a big private sector enterprise. We are talking often about community nonprofits and community based businesses. So the goal there though is to address the fact that the building consistently violates the law without resolution. And in fact it is a very rare, rarely used program and it requires in individual districts the agreement of a city council member. So there’s one piece of this equation which is very, a smaller piece of the equation I would say and not that frequently used and has lots of checks and balances. 

I think some other people and maybe Isabell is one of them, also bring that phrase to bear, I’m not sure that it’s the perfect use of the phrase in talking about buildings that with a lot of city subsidy have been run by their tenants for a long time, these were buildings that in many cases back in the day landlords had abandoned and mistreated. Going back we are talking about the you know, 70’s, 80’s for example. And in those instances we always try to keep the tenants in place as the owners and we have provided a lot of subsidy. But there are some instances where it’s just not working and in those cases we go to a different type of management structure. It’s still predicated on a nonprofit construct, it’s still predicated on a notion it must be affordable housing for the long term. And all the tenants who are in it are able to stay in the building at an affordable rate. So I just want to make sure there is not confusion about those two pieces but in both instances the goal is safe and legal housing and in both cases the City puts in a lot of effort and in some cases a lot of resources to make sure that the tenants have decent housing.

Lehrer: Mark in Ridgewood with some pushback on what you said Mr. Mayor about Amazon polling.

Mayor: Okay you know, just one thing Brian, I’m sorry to interrupt.

Lehrer: Please.

Mayor: I should have said this when I was mentioning Isabell. Isabell should give her information to WNYC so that we can follow up in the case of her particular building.

Lehrer: And we are going to take that right now and in fact we are getting that right now from her. Mark in Ridgewood, you are on WNYC with the Mayor. Hello, Mark.

Question: Thanks. I guess long time listener, first caller. Thanks for having me on. So my question for the Mayor – Mayor de Blasio you are citing overwhelming supportive polls when you are talking about Amazon coming to Queens. I think I heard that right?

Lehrer: Go ahead you did.

Question: Yes. And what I wanted to say is that these polls are only taken form registered voters and Queens is overwhelming, particularly the area where this building is going to go in as planned, Amazon coming in, is 55 percent foreign born so what we see here is that we are citing numbers from people that are registered to vote but Queens is a borough of recent immigrants and immigrants in general that are going to be displaced by Amazon coming in.

Lehrer: Actually I don’t know that personally, that is about the polling. Sometimes there are polls of registered voters, usually those are election related polls. Sometimes there are polls of populations regardless of that so Mark how confident are you in that critique?

Question: I know at least the first one that came out a couple of weeks ago before the City Council hearings had started was certainly a Quinnipiac poll and I believed those are only registered voters.

Lehrer: It could be. Mr. Mayor do you know?

Mayor: I don’t remember the sample they used. I would say and first of all I would just note with deepest respect to Mark’s point, there’s lots of foreign born people who are registered voters because they became citizens.

Lehrer: Yes.

Mayor: But look, whether you are doing registered voters which is a big swath of New York City or whether you are doing all residents, you are going to get the same result I strongly believe because – this is what I have felt, you know I’ve spent 20 years in public life in New York City and I can fairly say I’ve talked to enough New Yorkers, so many tens of thousands of people over those years that I have a sense of what they value. And people want jobs, they want good paying jobs. They absolutely care about all the other issues that could come up when we are talking about an economic deal. But this is the single largest jobs plan ever in an economic development deal in the history of New York City. And I guarantee it – you can take any sample you want. I guarantee you most people are going to be in favor of that. Now if you said to them, hey you know, we have concerns about the approach to subsidies in general or something, I think that’s valid, I think there are real concerns about that or we want to see maximum community benefits or we want to see unionized jobs – there’s plenty of areas where people are going to have specific things they care about but if you ask New Yorkers would you rather have these jobs or would you rather loose these jobs? It’s not going to be close.

Lehrer: Let’s go onto NYCHA. You and HUD Secretary Ben Carson had a very friendly joint appearance yesterday but the agreement imposes a federal monitor while only requiring the City to put in more money, not the feds who you’ve said all along and the Governor has said all along are the ones really disinvesting from our 400,000 public housing residents. So what is there for you as Mayor to like in this deal?

Mayor: There’s clarity, there’s a path forward. Look the federal government should be inviting in public housing. The federal government began to disinvest with the election of Ronald Reagan. So there’s honestly, Brian, there’s not enough of a blunt dialogue in the city on this question. We would not be in the situation we are in and 400,000 New Yorkers would not be suffering right now if it were not for decades of federal disinvestment. The federal government was supposed to be the funding source for public housing. Public housing was created by the federal government, working with the state government. They both walked away from public housing and it got worse and worse with each passing year. But I also know my obligation is to those 400,000 people. I’m not going to abandon them. So I could have said oh, unless the federal government you know does something, we are going to walk away here. But I knew the federal government wasn’t going to act. They didn’t care. I’m not saying the individuals, I’m saying the history over decades is the federal government was willing to watch – they fiddled while Rome burned.

Lehrer: Well they took the City to court to demand more repairs and more money, why can’t the City take Washington to court?

Mayor: There’s always an issue of what legal options exist and I never rule out anything but the bottom line here is we believed that the only way that we would have clarity and stability and a path forward was to come to an agreement because no one is denying that there are fundamental problems that have to be resolved. I thought it was actually very good to have and it’s public information now, a clear work plan that said how we were going to address these real health and safety issues over what time frame and put everyone on the hook for them. And look, I don’t think in the future it’s impossible to get the money we deserve. I’m going to fight for it in Congress and I think there’s a good chance we are going to have a very different Congress and a different president in two years. But I got to be real about the fact that this was about how we could help people here and now. It was not about theory. I was not about what might happen in a court of law or what might happen in an election someday. It was here and now. The federal government was not going to put money in now. So if we didn’t come to some kind of agreement that would lead to real change, people were just going to – the people were going to pay for it. That was the problem.

Lehrer: The feds were going to take it over which you obviously everybody in New York seems to think that would have been worse, especially under Trump. But on the money the Regional HUD Director for this area, the job you had in the Clinton administration, under Trump it’s Lynn Patton and she said on Spectrum NY1 last night that HUD gives $28 million a week just for operations, $3 billion a year, not even including Section 8 vouchers, and said this President had increased HUD funding 52 percent and that Secretary Ben Carson had fought for that. Do you dispute any of those numbers or that characterization?

Mayor: The President in his budget, original budget for HUD wanted to vastly decrease all of HUD’s budget, all of HUD’s activities and I’m sure Secretary Carson fought against that. The money that moved was in the Congress, that’s my memory, with all due respect to HUD and to the Secretary. If President Trump had had his way, HUD would almost cease to exist. In the Congress, particularly Senator Schumer and others fought to get money into the budget reconciliation last year or the year before I’m remembering that provided more money for public housing in general. That’s how it happened. But here’s the bottom line. Of course there’s operating support for public housing. It is much much less than it should be. It’s much less than it was proportionate to the past. If you look at how much money was out into public housing pre-Reagan, there was a clear understanding that the federal government had to support it at a level that would allow for safe and decent housing for the people that live there. 400,000 people, this is, the number of people in public housing in New York City is like the size of a major American city. So the notion that you say well, the federal government is giving us some money. That’s not the question. The question is are they giving us the kind of money they used to give us? No. Is it enough money to keep people safe and to keep them in the proper environment? No. And so you can’t say well good luck, I hope you find it someplace else. The State of New York hasn’t been doing that, the State of New York has not been helping us. So it all comes down to what you do locally and we’ve made, you know, before this agreement, we’ve put almost $4 billion in new money into NYCHA. My predecessors didn’t do that. But we are trying to do everything we can do. But the bottom line Brian is federal government, long ago turned its back on public housing and we are still trying to pick up the pieces. 

Lehrer: On lead paint, there’s a short term goal in this agreement that’s raising some skeptical eyebrows and a long term goal that’s sparking health concerns in some outrage. The short term goal is that the City has one month to repaint nearly 3,000 apartments with kids living there. You said they can do it. We will get to the long term goal next. How many painters is that doing, how many apartments per day over the next month, do you know?

Mayor: I’m not an expert on painters and the shifts it will take. I do know that this was a negotiation that went on for weeks and weeks. And I want to credit everyone at NYCHA, Stan Brezenoff, Vito Mustaciuolo, everyone who worked on this with the City Hall team because it was a very exacting plan and we insisted to the federal government that we would agree to the biggest goals and the most ambitious goals but only realistic goals. So the things we have in there are things we believe in. This is already been in motion. Obviously Brian this week we put out a plan to eradicate lead paint poisoning in the entire city. Most of, the vast majority of which is in private housing by the way and we have got a lot of work to do there. But in terms of the effort at NYCHA, there has already been a lot of repainting and a lot of remediation happening and that momentum is what’s behind this that will allow us to get this done on a quick basis.

Lehrer: And the long term number if 20 years to get all the lead paint out of all NYCHA apartments, 20 years?

Mayor: The goal there as I understand it – and again, I want to – I don’t have all of the legal definitions in front of me – is about the difference between keeping apartments safe, which is what we do every day when we’re doing remediation and repainting versus larger, final abatement, meaning you get all of the sources out once and for all. This is a challenge in all housing private and public. A lot of what has been done with lead over the years is not full abatement, literally tearing everything apart, getting to the underlying lead and taking it out once and for all. But a lot of what’s been done, and is safe, and the Health Department signs off on, is remediation that encapsulates or covers up the paint in a way that is safe. And obviously, the real issue is apartments that have kids under six years old, that’s really where the concern is. But what we’re going to be doing in NYCHA, which underlies all of this discussion – this is something our General Manager Vito Mustaciuolo came up with and I think is exactly the right plan. We’re going to 135,000 apartments with better technology than we’ve ever had that’s going to tell us if there’s any lead anywhere in the multiple layers and generations of paint, and we’re going to be able to say, going forward – and I think in tens of thousands of apartments we’re going to be able to say there is no lead whatsoever, there is nothing to remediate, there is nothing to abate. And that’s going to be a game-changer in terms of NYCHA when we have the final universe of which apartments even have any lead versus which have none. We also have this – one of the biggest things we’re doing is 62,000 apartments are going to go through – and their buildings – a total rehab under a program with the federal government, with Section 8, and RAD that I think is going to be accelerated because of this agreement. Those buildings are going to get 100 percent rehab and that’s going to address the lead issue in them.

Lehrer: And one other thing on NYCHA from me on how involved the federal monitor who’s going to be appointed under this deal will be – Secretary Carson had said the monitor will simply be monitoring NYCHA’s progress toward repairs and improvements. And Lynne Patton, Carson’s appointee for this area, actually disagreed with her boss, right? They’re on TV – listen.

HUD Regional Administrator Lynne Patton: I disagree with the Secretary’s statement today at the press conference where he said this monitor will be doing exactly that – monitoring. I don’t think that what is laid forth today is just monitoring. This monitor is extremely and actively engaged in, you know, the day-to-day operations of NYCHA.

Lehrer: Lynne Patton on NY1 last night. What’s your understanding of that and why does it matter?

Mayor: First of all, the person in charge is the Secretary, with all due respect to Ms. Patton. I had the role she played and I think it’s unusual to say the least that she would contradict her boss. He’s the person in charge. He laid out the plan and the groundwork. He signed the document. So, let’s be clear. Ben Carson made very clear he expects the monitor to monitor. When you’re monitoring, you’re obviously making sure things are happening the way they’re supposed to, but you’re not running day-to-day operations. Read the document, it is explicit and it’s delineated in the document. The monitor does not run the day-to-day operations. We would never have agreed to anything because we would have known if a federal monitor is running day-to-day operations, just like a receiver, it would have been the end of any accountability locally and any ability to make sure that issues were addressed in NYCHA. So, I disagree entirely with her characterization. The document lays out very clearly the monitor is going to play an active role in making sure things get better, unquestionably, but the monitor is not there to run the day-to-day operations. That’s why we have a Chair. That’s why we have a General Manager. 

Lehrer: Let me get to one more thing real quick before you go. The court ruling that’s allowing the congestion pricing surcharge for taxis to go into effect, cab drivers I’m hearing from whether they’re yellow, or Uber, or Lyft, or whatever they are flipping out. Like, it’s hard enough to make a living in that, you know – you know how pressured that industry is right now and now it’s going to be another $2.50, $2.75 every time a passenger gets in?

Mayor: Brian, first of all, I know the drivers have gone through a lot and they’re feeling very concerned about this, and I share their concern. What I want to see – and this is why we’re putting a cap on the for-hire vehicles and why we are increasing the wage levels for drivers, we’ve got to address the underlying problem. And by the way, I’m very, very upset with Lyft and Juno for trying to stop us from getting drivers better wages. I mean, I can’t believe these huge companies literally had the gall to sue the City of New York because we’re trying to raise wage levels. So, there’s no question about my values on this. I want to see the drivers do better across the board. But this surcharge is for all types of drivers – it’s for the for-hire vehicles, the Ubers, the Lyfts, the Junos, it’s for yellow cabs. I believe fundamentally there is a very strong market for for-hire vehicles and yellow cabs but this surcharge is not going to fundamentally change that market. The yellow cab drivers have been concerned that the surcharge shows on the meter. I think we have to see if there’s any way to address that issue so it does not in any way disincentivize riders. But it’s going to be the same whether you’re in a yellow cab or whether you’re in an for-hire vehicle, you’re paying the surcharge either way, so I don’t think it changes market conditions in a meaningful way. 

Lehrer: Alright. You’ve got to go, I’ve got to go. You’re going to be on Real Time with Bill Maher tonight from L.A., right?

Mayor: Yes, it’s considered the Brian Lehrer Show of TV. 

Lehrer: It’s got to be funnier than the Brian Lehrer Show. 

Mayor: Maybe you’ve got to think about that Brian, maybe you have to add a humor element here. I’m ready.

Lehrer: We’re going to start to comedy hour on the Brian Lehrer Show – political satire. Okay, Mr. Mayor, safe travels. Thank you for being here. Talk to you next week.

Mayor: Take care, Brian. 
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