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ZONING AND LAND USE
PLANNING

Using Youtube to Explain Housing

Michael Lewyn'
I. Introduction

In 2021, I ran for Borough President (“BP”) of Manhattan,
primarily because this position has significant influence over
land use. The BP can hold public hearings on rezoning peti-
tions, appoints a member to New York’s city planning com-
mission (which reviews zoning applications), and appoints
members of community boards' (which must also be con-
sulted on land use issues).? As a minor-party candidate, I did
not expect to be elected.? I did, however, hope to publicize my
views on housing issues.* In particular, I sought to gain
publicity through a succession of Youtube videos describing

*Associate Professor, Touro Law Center, B.A., Wesleyan University;
J.D., University of Pennsylvania; L.L.M., University of Toronto. I would
like to thank Dean Elena Langan, who gave me the idea for turning my
videos into an article, I would also like to thank various Libertarians who
helped me to get on the ballot, especially Ilya Schwartzburg, Rebecca Lau,
Paul Grindle, Ross Giiattino, and Chance Haywood.

'See David Cruz, What does a Borough President Actually Do?,
Gothamist, Feb. 4, 2021, at https:/gothamist.com/mnews/what-does-borou

h-president-actually-do.

2Gee NYC Community Boards, Land Use and Zoning, at https:/www.
nyc.gov/site/communityboards/mandates/land-use-and-zoning.page.

%I had originally hoped to run as a Republican; however, the Manhat-
tan Republican Party had recruited a more experienced candidate by the
time 1 decided to run for office. Fortunately, I knew a loeal Libertarian
who helped me get the Libertarian nomination.

*These views dre well known to readers of this journal. See, e.g.,
Michael Lewyn, Land Costs and New Housing, 50 Real Est. L.J. 692 (2022)
(eriticizing suggestions that new housing raises rents by raising land
cogts) (“Land Costs”). Michael Lewyn, A Euclid Dissent, 48 Real Est. L.J.
372 (2019) (criticizing Supreme Court decision allowing municipalities to
ban apartments in some residential zones); Michael Lewyn, Do You Believe
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my views. The purpose of this article is. (1) to describe. the
evolution of these videos and (2) to discuss their value,

IL. " In The Beginning . . . .
My first few videos were designed to introduce myself and
my.platform in a general way. I began in March with a video
describing what the BP does, and how. my experience as a
land uge scholar makes me qualified for that position,® My
second video explained my platform; in particular, I explained
that zoning should, be, if not abolished, made more lenient in
order to allow more housing construction® I added that my
slogans were “less zoning, more housing, . . . land] more
housing, lower rents.”” e - i3

A third video went into more detail about New York’s hous-
ing crigis.’ I explained that less housing is built in New York
than in less expensive cities,’ partially because New.York's
zoning process is more cumbersome than that of other cities.'
A fourth video focused on one particular element of the. BP’s

in Ghost, Apartments?, 48 Real Est. L.J. 234 (2019) (eriticizing claim that
use of apartments as second homes for the rich justifies regtrictive zon-
ing); Michael Lewyn, Deny, Deny, Deny, 44 Real Est. L.J. 558 (2016)
(criticizing claims that less restrictive zoning will not lower housing costs);
Michael Lewyn; Against, the Neighborhood Veto, 44 Real Est. L., 82 (2015)
(asserting that neighborhoods have too much power over, housing
construction). For a more concise summary of my views, see my Ballotpedia

page, Michael Lewyn, Ballotpedia, at https//ballotpedia.org/Michael 1,

ewyn (“Lewyn Ballotpedia®),

*See Michael Lewyn; Video 1+ Introductory Video, at httpsy//www.you
tube.com/watch?v=70Fp9CTwT7all. ! 5 i]

~ %See Michael Lewyn, Video 9--My platform, at https/www.yoiitube,

n/watch?v=dy2 BokillQ. s ' ' 2

"Id. (at 2:14), . , &

*See- Michael Lewyn, Video 3—Why is New York so expensive and
what can be done about it?, at https: .youtube.com/wateh?v=PAeG¢

*1d. (at 0:37). : b

1'.’Tcll_.'f'l.ua.fg;-i'rming at 1:63) (noting that rezoning applications in New
York are reviewed not only by city council, but by borough president and
community boards; in addition, city bureaucracy has restricted housing
supply by proposing downzonings). L
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duties: appointing community boards." In particular, I sug-
gested that because community board members were
dominated by homeowners, they are more likely to favor
policies that lead to higher housing prices.'” T also speculated
that because community board members were older than the
community as a whole, they were more likely to own cars
than most Manhattanites, and thus more likely to support
policies that favored drivers over nondrivers." To'remedy
these deficiencies, T proposed to appoint members who
shared my vision for housing, and to appoint more renters
and carless citizens to those boards.™ - '

III. In The Middle: Responding to Counterarguments

As spring turned into summer, my videos became more
sophisticated. Rather than merely describing my own sup-
port of new housing, I focused on responding to arguments
for the status quo and against zoning deregulation.

I began in July, by focusing on a mayoral candidate’s
remarks.'® The candidate criticized new development in a
Queens neighborhood, apparently because the proposed new
buildings were out of scale with the existing neighborhood.'®
I responded that if every building on a street had to look the

"See Michael Lewyn, Video 4—Community Boards, at hitps//www.yo
utube.com/watch?v=fCnCeTn8edk. SR{F AT

"*Id. (at 2:00).

P1d.

414, at 2:48, I notice that some of my proposals have been adopted by
the ultimate winner of the BP election, Mark Levine. See:Levine An-
nounces Commupity Board Appointments, Chelsea News, May 18, 2022,
at https:// chelgeanewsny.com/news/levine-announces-community-boa
rd-appointments-BC2073223 (new community board members younger
than their predecessors, are more likely to rent than own, ‘arid mostly do
not own cars).

8See Michael Lewyn, Video 5—criticizing something Curtis Sliwa
said (guest starring Bella the parrot), at httpsy/www.youtube.com/watch?
v=sN-q7BJqmBEo (“Video 5”). Shortly thereafter, I criticized Sliwa's
Democratic opponent, Eric Adams, who had opposed an upzoning in an-
other part of the city. See Michael Lewyn, Video 8—Should Eric Adams
move to lowa?, at https://w ww.youtube.com/watch?v=kbugsci-_m8.

80 at least this was how I interpreted the candidate’s remarks, See
Video 5, supra note 16 (at 0:56) (inferring this from the fact that candidate
described five-story building as a “monstrosity” even though he lives in a
neighborhood with many taller buildings),
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ZoNING AND LAND USE PLANNING

same, a city could never grow: someone hag to build the first
building that was taller or denser than the last building,"
Iiven in an area dominated by single-family homes, the first
house would have heen out of scale with the pre-existing
farmland or wilderness; thus, a prohibition on “out of scale”
buildings, if consistently applied, would ban all housing.
Moreover, I rejected the notion that buildings of different
heights are incompatible; I myself once lived on a Manhat-
tan block where 20-story: buildings coexisted with town-
houses, with no obvious negative consequences.'® .
In my next video, I'addressed a common argument against
new construction: the “supply skeptic””® argument that New
York has already had a building boom, without any corre-
sponding reduction in rents.? I responded to this elaim in a
variety of ways, First, I pointed out that as a general matter,
“some” housing is' not necessarily enough housing to respond
to demand. Just because a few dozeén buildings were guilt
here and there (or even a few hundred, or even a few
thousand) does not mean that the amount of new housing is
sufficient to meet demand or hold down rents.?' ‘Second, I
pointed out that New York City’s housing supply had grown
at a glacial pace in recent decades; over 60,000 housing units
were built in 1963, while the highest 21*%century increase
in housing units was only 27,000.* Finally, I reiterated’ my
argument that New York’s housing supply has grown at a
glacial pace compared to other growing American cities.”
This video was one of my longer videos (running over 5

"Id. (at 1:55). Of course, the city could allow new buildings on vacant
land—but in a built-up area with few vacant lots, the city could not add
very much new housing if this was the only type of new construction that
was allowed, . '

*1d, at 2:43, RTRT

"c.. Vicki Been, City NIMBYs, J, Land Use & Bavtl, L. 217, 246
(2018) (supply skeptics are “skeptical that additional supply will help
reduce the rate at which rents are increasing across a city”),

*See Michael Lewyn, Video 6—responding to the “building boom”

counterargument, at https:/www.youtube,.com/watch?v=gsJpkIPeX2 Q&=
458, i

*'Id. (at 0:58).

1d. (at 1:36). . g

4, (at 2:38). See also notes 9~10 and accompanying next (address-
ing same issue in earlier video): : . SO HLRRS oy
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minutes) and full of text-dense Power Point slides*—so I
also made a shorter version of the video, which ran less:than
2 minutes and contained no slides.”

A related counterargument is restricted to market-rate
housing: the claim that even if so-called “affordable” housing
(i.e. nonprofit houging for lower-income renters)® holds down
rents, expensive, market-rate new houging does not. T
devoted an unusually long video to this argument, making
three major points.”” First, I argued that if enough new hous-
ing was built, the price of new housing would come down; in
support of this view, I pointed out that in cities that allow
more new housing than New York, even new housing is less
expensive than in New York.* Second, I suggested that even
expensive new housing reduces demand for older housing,
thus making older housing less expensive.” Finally, I noted
that the events of 2020 (when the COVID-19 pandemic
caused some people to leave New York City) proved that the
law of supply and demand does in fact apply to housing: as
people fled New: York City or stopped moving there, demand
for housing declined, and rents went down as well.*® Ina
later video, I argued that if market-rate housing was
abundant enough, government-subsidized affordable housing
might actually be easier to build, for two reasons.® First, if
private housing is abundant enough to reduce demand for
affordable housing, cities would be able to spend less money

) -' igant

%%ee Michael Lewyn, Video 6a—a less scholarly version of Video 6, at

hitps://www.youtube.com/wateh?v=EHM7{frRvi9k. This video received only

11 views; thus, it appears that the “shorter video” idea was not successful
in increasing public interest in my :work. Vw1
%See Devon Thorsby, What is Affordable Housing?, U.S. News &

World Report, Sept., 13, 2022, at https:/realestate.usnews.com/real-estate/
articles/what-is-affordable-housing (term is “colloquially used as a general

term to refer to housing aggistance for low-income individuals . . .").
”See Michael Lewyn, Video 7—explaining why new: housing holds

down rents even if it is expensive, at https/www.youtube.com/watch?v=d0
ThOY4Cs88 (“Video 7). oy ' 5 i

1. (at 2:03),
P14, (at 3:43).
014, (at 6:27). ,

$'See Michael Lewyn, Video 17—what:about public housing?, at
https://www.youtube.com/wateh?v=3XhAR027Bul (“Video 177).
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ZoNING.AND LAND: USE PLANNING

on the latter® Second, private construction means more tax
revenue for the city!1 and thus more of a tax base to support
affordable housing.” ;

Sometimes, newhousing requires taller buildings, which
in turn leads to claims that taller buildings reduce sunlight
available to city-dwellers.* I made two videos in response to
this argument, The first defended tall buildings generally,
pointing out that even my neighborhood in Midtown Manhat-
tan, which has numerous tall buildings, seems to have a
decent amount of sunlight.® I also noted that as tempera-
tures increase due to global warming, shade will become
more necessary than in the op.‘auai:,' and thus justifies shade-
producing taller buildings.* A second video focused more
narrowly on one sunlight-related problem: the effect of tall
buildings on nearby small parks.*” One of my opponents had
suggested that tall buildings might reduce sunlight in Madi-
son Square Park in Manhattan,* so I visited that park and
shot a video on location, walking through the park to. show
that it was not starved of sunlight.® . -

A common argument against more permissive zoning is
that upzoning leads to gentrification, which leads to higher

14! at 1:10), | wid dad

B (at 1:19). I'also questioned whether voters had any appetite for
the:type of tax increases that might be mecessary to support huge amounts
of new public housing. Id. (at 2:05).

34See, e.g., Henry Grabar, Welcome to the %ermanent dusk: sunlight

in cities is an endangered species, Salon, April 20, 2014 at https://www.sal

on.com/2014/04/ come_to the permanent dusk sunlight_in_cities i

s_an_endangered species/ (“As American cities grow taller and denser
. . natural light becomes a more precious commodity”).

%See Michael Lewyn, Video 10—the case for shade (starring Bella
the Parrot), at https:/www.youtube.com/watch?v=WaKMx0HN164 (at
0:33). Interestingly, this was my only video to get over 100 views; among
the earlier videos, only. my first video got over 80. + . .. - 8 T gl

%1d. (at 1:38). - ' !

¥See Michael Lewyn, video 10a—tall buildings and small parfcs, at
https:/fwww.youtube.com/wateh?v=MOV-mF8iSSk (“Video 10a”), = '
See MNN NYC, Decision NYC: Manhattan Borough President Gen-

eral Election Debate, at https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=UREDY0iK
aKkY (issue raised at 23:20),

®See Video 10a, supra note 37,
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rents.® For example, it could be argued that the new hous-
ing created by upzoning induces demand for that housing
and even nearby houging, thus increasing rents.*' My video
on this argument began by noting that if more housing led
to higher rents, the law of supply and demand would be the
opposite of empirical reality—that is, rents would go up when
supply increased.*® Obviously, this is not the case. As I
pointed out, cities that have allowed more housing than New
York City generally have lower rents.* Moreover, if upzoning
increased rents, cities that downzoned (that is, reduced the
amount of allowable housing in the city) would have
experienced reduced rents. But this was not the case; New
York and Los Angeles downzoned in the late 20" century,
and yet rents rose significantly.* For example, before New
York’s 1961 zoning amendments, the city was zoned to
permit-housing'for 60 million people—five times the city’s
capacity after the amendments.* -
I added that although some New York neighborhoods
upzoned and became more expensive in the'early 21" cen-
tury,”® these upzonings were accompanied by downzonings,
often just a few blocks away from the upzoned blocks."
Furthermore, areas that have not upzoned have also became
more expensive; New York's West Village neighborhood has
been repeatedly downzoned in recent decades, and yet is one

- Y990 Michael Lewyn, Video 11-—responding fo the common claim
that new houging creates higher rents and gentrification, at https:/ ;

outube.com/watch?v=8bNYBPMI{0s (discussing argument at 0:36) (“Video
117).

Y14, (at 12:10). ,
“1d. (at 1:07). .

Ba, (at 1:07 and 12:10). T added that high-cost cities such as New
York, Boston and San Francisco added fewer housing units per metro area
job than less expengive cities, Id. (at 4:18).

: 44Id.v (at 5:58). See also Land Costs, supra note 4, at 698-99 (New
York and Los Angeles are among nation’s most costly cities).

“S_ee Video 11, supra note 40, I algo listed numerous relevant studies
in a Power Point slide, adding links to each study. Id. (at 7:36),

%14, (at 8:02).
14,
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ZoNING AND LanD Use PLANNING

of the city’s most expensive areas.® On a more theoretical
matter, I added' that even if new housing did lead to
increased demand for one neighborhood, it need not lead to
increased demand citywide: instead, demand might shift
from one area to another, reducing rents in less fashionable
areas.* '

In my video on gentrification, T also addressed the “rent
gap” theory: the idea that there is a gap between the rates
landlords actually change and the highest possible rate they
can charge, and that new housing will cause landlords to
learn what the highest possible rent is and raise their rents
accordingly.® I pointed out that the rent gap theory overlooks
one question: what makes market rents so high in the first
place?™ I answered this question by suggesting that restric-
tions on housing supply actually create rent gaps by creating
high market-rate rents.” , )

My next video addressed the issue of “financialization”®—
a vague term that is often blamed for high rents.® I began
by trying to define that word, suggesting that the term might
refer to wealthy investors’ decisions to purchase real estate,

*1d. (at 10:20).
14, (at 12:10).
*1d. (at 17:40).
*'1d.

gzld. I also made two short, Power-Point free videos on the gentrifica-
tion issue; one briefly summarizing the longer gentrification video, and
another suggesting that zoning actually causes gentrification by causing
people priced out of rich areas to move into less affluent areas. See Mi-
chael Lewyn, video 11a on gentrification and displacement; at https:/ww
w.youtube.com/watch?v=KNwFSt7-zqY; Michael Lewyn, video 12—how

zoning actually causes gentrification, at https//www.youtube.com/shorts/u
BApuESFAPQ,

%See Michael Lewyn, video 13—is findancialization the real cause of
high housing costs?, at hitps://www,youtube.com/wateh?v=DZvNdfoillk&
t=1s (“Video 13"),

“See, e.g.,, Dr. Charles J. Reid, Jr.,, Pandemic of Inequality: An
Introduction to Inequality of Race, Wealth and Class, Equality of
Opportunity, 14 U, 8t. Thomas J.L. & Public Policy 1, 81 (2020) (blaming
rising rents on “financialization”); Shannon Price, Stay at Home: Rethink-
ing Rental Housing Law in an Era of Pandemic, 28 Geo, J. L. & Pub.
Policy 1, 7 (2020). '
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driving up demand and prices.” I.then explained that blam-
ing investors for high rents confuses cause and effect,*
because if rents and housing prices were not rising, it would
make no sense to invest in real estate.” It logically follows
that if zoning deregulation stopped rents from. rising, this
sort of financialization would be far less common.*

A related argument is that because the number of vacant
apartments exceeds the number of homeless people, there is
no need for new housing, In another video, I critiqued this
argument on a variety of grounds.” First, the argument is
based on the assumption that the only people who suffer
from high rents are homeless people.” But this assumption
is transparently false: even non-homeless people suffer from
high rents, because they may have to live with roommates or
leave a neighborhood to get housing.*' Second, vacancies are
normal in a free market; apartments are often vacant while
they are being renovated or while they are up for rent.* In
fact, cities with low vacancy rates are usually more expensive
than cities with high vacancy rates.” |
' Another vacancy-related argument is the claim that new
market-rate apartments will not reduce rents, because they
are likely to be purchased by investors who will use them as
second homes (or not even use them at all) rather than rent-
ing them out to local residents.* I made a separate video as-
serting that this argument is meritless, for several reasons.
First, even the most expensive new condominium buildings

“Sae Vi’_deo 18, supra note 53 (suggesting that some commentators
think of “financialization” as the purchase of housing by wealthy inves-
tors, which drives up, costs).

© *1d; (at 0:68),
' VHd, (at 1:19).
- "Id, (at 1:47),

% See Michael Lewyn, Video 14—the vacancy myth, at htps:/www.yo
2,00 atchfvs= rCQ6yM., Ly

*14. (at 0:34).
*11d. (at 0:43).
oI, (at 1:18) 8T
214, (at 1:50), ok !
%gee Michael Lewyn, Video 16—in defense of supertalls, at https://w
ww.youtube.com/wateh?v=vLennGo_azE (at 1:30). i
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in New York City have units that were likely to be affordable
to local residents such as law. firm partners,®® and most new
for-sale apartments were far less expensive than the most
expensiye buildings.” Second, there is little evidence that
high-end condo units were in fact not used by local residents;
although no relevant studies come from the United States,
one study from London showed that 70 percent of foreign-
owned units in new luxury buildings were rented to local
residents.” Third, even if new condos were in fact purchased
by billionaires and left empty, they still might reduce hous-
ing costs by reducing demand for existing buildings.* Finally,
even if the argument made sense as opposed to for-sale con-
dominium units, it would be irrelevant to rental units, and
thus would not justify restrictions on rental apartment
buildings, . [0, v .

In my next video, I responded to an anti-housing argu-
ment unrelated to housing costs: the claim that new hous-
ing, by attracting new residents, creates overcrowding and
overburdens local infrastructure and is thus undesirable
even if it brings rents down.*” I responded that high housing
costs actually cause overcrowding, by increasing homeless-
negs (which causes people to crowd sidewalks by living on
them)™ and forcing people to live with roommates in order to
survive financially.”' I added that the homelessness and over-
crowding caused by high rents actually burdens infrastruc-
ture rather than reducing infrastructure expenses; for
example, a homeless person who sleeps on the street is
burdening that street by creating less space for pedestrians.”
I also noted that to the extent zoning succeed in excluding
people from:the most desirable neighborhoods, it still
increases infrastructure costs somewhere. For example, if

%14, (at 2:00),
%14,
14, (at 5:16).
*®1d. (at 7:49),

*¥See Michael Lewyn, Video 16—housing and overcrowding and
infrastructure, oh my!, at httpsy/www.yo ] PvEmy. i

1, (at 0:59),
"'1d. (at 1:48).
1d. (at 4:36).
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high rents exclude a few thousand people from Manhattan
and they move to Brooklyn instead, those people burden the
infrastructure of Brooklyn instead of Manhattan.”™

Shortly thereafter, I made a video addressing one of the
more sophisticated anti-housing arguments: the claim that
more permissive zoning increases land costs and thus makes
housing more expensive.’* I rejected this'argument on two
grounds. First, higher land costs need not lead to higher
rents; for example, even if the cost of a landlord’s land
doubles due to an upzoning, the landowner can still profit-
ably charge less rent per unit as long as it can build more
than twice as many apartments.” Second, this argument
proves too much: if upzoning increased rents, it would logi-
cally follow that downzoning prevented rent increases—and
yet, when New York and Los Angeles downzoned in the late
20" century, rents continued to grow.” And in both metro ar-
eas, land costs have risen as ‘well.”” On the other hand, in
more permissive cities, housing costs are far lower than in
New York and Los Angeles.™

I then addressed a non-economic argument for zoning: the
idea that zoning is more democratic than free markets.” One
might argue that because neighborhoods are closer to the
public than city or state governments, neighborhood leaders
should decide what gets built where.” I responded that an
individual landowner is the lowest pogsible level of decision-
making, and is thus even more democratic than rule by

. Id. (at 3:54). :
™See Michael Lewyn, Video '18—Land Costs, at httpsi//www.youtube,
‘com/watch?v=2sZ172Bo0XL. ¥ i T

*1d. (at 1:09) (giving example of a landowner who rents 10 houses for
$1000 each, while before upzoning it could rent two houses for $2000
each; in this situation, landowner makes profit even ‘if land costs rise
somewhat). A

1d. (at 3:41).
14, (at 5:13).

™1d. (at 5:30). I later wrote an article in this journal; addressing the
land costs argument in more detail. See Land Costs, supra note 4. ‘

®See Michael Lewyn, Video 19—Is zoning more democratic than free
markets?, at https://www.youtube,com/watch?v=mESMweV_BFg&l=1s.

8014, (at 0:30).
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neighborhood.*” Thus, zoning is less democratic than
deregulation. Moreover, just as individuals should not be
able to harm other individuals with impunity, neighborhoods
should not be able to harm other neighborhoods with
impunity either—and when neighborhoods “proteet” them-
selves by using'zoning tolimit the housing supply and thus
increase regionwide housing costs, they harm other neighbor-
hoods in the region.® - ,

IV. The End: Closing Statements Y :

In the last few weeks of the campaign, I made two videos
which responded directly to my opponents and made the
final case for my campaign. In the first of these videos, I
discussed two debates between myself and the other two
candidates (a Democrat and a Republican).® I said that my
two Democratic and Republican opponents weren’t necegsar-
ily anti-housing, but were more willing than I was to bal-
ance the public interest in new housing against neighbor-
hood interests.* By contrast, I believe that because of New
York City’s dire housing crisis, the public interest in reduc-
ing housing costs took priority over the interests of people
who were privileged enough to have stable housing.® I added
that high rents were not just an evil in themselves, but also
had negative side effects such as increased homelessness, a
loss of talent as would-be New Yorkers were priced out of the
city, and increased pollution from people who cannot afford
to live in the most walkable areas and instead move to
suburbs where car ownership is universal.®® T also reitérated
my view that market-rate housing was just as important as

914, (at 0:44),

_ %1d. (at '1:56). See, 6.4., supra note 73 and accompanying text (when
people priced out of one neighborhood move to another, they burden new
neighborhood infrastructure), :

Gee Michael Lewyn, Video 20-—responding to Imy Opponenta. and
learning from the debates, at hitps//www.youtube com/watch?v=HBuwK®Q
Glabe. - | i

%1d: (at 1:183). -
%14. ‘ ’ ‘
*1d. (at 3:36). ; ;
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lower-income housing, for the reasons stated in my v1deos on
affordable housing and public housing.?’

My final video, two days before the electmn, was es-
sentmlly a closing statement summarizing my views.® I
pointed out that there were three big ideas underlying my
campaign: (1) that the law of supply and demand applies to
houging;® (2) therefore, building more supply would stabilize
rents;® and (3) reducing rents was so important that it was
worth inconveniencing New Yorkers who already own
housing.” I added that even though I was unlikely to win, I

hoped that if I received a decent number'of votes, the

ultimate winner of the election would be more pro-housmg
than his predecessor.®? ' ! ‘ Sk =i

V. Did It Work? N,

I had hoped that my videos would attract pubhc attentmn
to my campaign. However only one of my videos received
over 100 page views,*” and if my wdeos recewed any mecha
atténtion, I am unaware of it, '

Nevertheless, I think my videos were useful for an entu'ely
different reason: because my video project forced me to speak
about' my views and about arguments against. those views,
the videos forced me to clarify my thmkmg and to consider
opposing arguments more carefully As a result I have been

i B |

Id (at 5:18), See also Video 7 supra; ,Video 17 supra
®See M1chaal Lewyn, Video 21-—my cluamg statement at t_tpg./f

outube.com/watch?v= C8&t=t i
. (@ 022), ' |
%1d, (at 0:45).

14, (at 1:10).

14, (at 1; 168), I use the word “his” because all threa cand1dates in
this election were men, See Lewyn Ballotpedia, supra note 4. I received
1.9 percent of the vote, significantly more than the 2017 Libértarian
candidate for Manhattan Borough Pregident. See Board of Elections of the
City of New York, Election Results Summary 2017, at https://vote nyc/pag

‘aléction-resultg-sum -2017 (Libertarian nominee Brian Waddell
received 3,430 votes as a Libertarian, or just over 1.3 percent of the
253,430 votes cast; in addition, he received just over 1,200 votes on an-
other party’s ballot line).

®See Michael Lewyn, Videos, at https: w.youtube.c Zmichaelle
wyn4099/videos (Video 10 on shade received 122 views, and the second
most popular video received 85).
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ZoNmG AND LAND Use PLANNING

able to address issues related to zomng and housing costs
more deeply in my scholarshm.

*Including one in this journal. See Land Costs, sipra ndtetd, .
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