
o 

o 

o 
I 

The regular meeting of the Board of Representatives held on April 6, 1953 "as 
reconvpned Aoril 13, 1953 at Burdick Junior High School at 8 P.M. by John L. 
Can'eron, Presiden t. 

The Clerk took the roll call~t which time t~e were 30 presen~nd 10 absent. 
The~sent membS's were Paul.E1otKin, Michael.~tti, Cliffo;d WBterb~r~Dr. Peter 
Somma, Joljl! Rubino, John CMnliVan, Willi alii Mur¢l:.', John San.ror, Vi to Lolrflo and 
Edward H01an. Helen BrOlllley and John Co~arrived 'shortly after roll call was 
taken, making the attendance 32 present and 8 absent. 

John Cameron presented Item 119 on the Agenda as the next in order of bllsiness. 
"--t . t, ,,. I .-, 

He5DlutiQn-I~S~nAl~_~il~ '733 - Patrick Ho~an 'stated that the proposed reso
lution woutirnot be iDttbduce inasmuch as this bill was withdrawn and he MOVlm 
that a letter be sent to Senator Benton H. Grant, Representative Madeline Weir and 
Representative Daniel H. Miller asking them to be on the alert 'should a 'similar 
bill be introduced at the last minute, seconded by Stephen Kelly and CARRIED. 

Webster Givens asked for a rlllin~ from the Chair prior to 'submitting his reso
lution to the Board 'stating he wished to 'speak to the resolution before presentin~ 
it for adoption. 

The Chair ruled that the resolution be first SUbmitted and Mr. Givens would be 
permitted to speak i~edi~tel:.' thereafter to the resolution. 

Webster Givens submitted the follo .. in~ resolution: 
"It is reguested that an investigation be conducted to clarify the operation 
and financial trans~ctions between the City of Stamford, Plannin~ Board and 
the so-called Board of Desi~n in the preparation of plans for the new Muni
cipal Building to be located on Hon ~tr",et. 
This investigation shall be o~rticularlv directed to determine the followin~: 
1. Cost of 'said plans to d~t(: . 
2. Person or persons who were en~ap,ed to draft said ulans. 
3. Pa:.'lllents from City of Stamford with dates and amounts for servic~s in 

connection with thp above. 
'I. To determine, if anl' part of th,. charter of the Ci ty of Stamford has been 

violated in the tr~nsactions as disclosed. 
It is further resolved that this investiption 'shall be conducted b)' the fiscal 
cOl1lllli ttep in conj unction with the Le~i'shtive and RUles COlllllli ttee of the Bo,1rd 
of Representatives of the City of Stamford." 

Webster Givens MOVED adoption of 'said resolution, 'seconded by Ralph Nau. 

Speaking to the resolution, Webster Givens questioned the l~gality of the 
appointment to the Planning Board of Lester Tichy if the agreement entered into 
previously contracting-Cor services on the proposed muniCipal building was in 
effect and le~al; he also ~uestioned thp payments of checks made to the Board of 
Design for the ,"ork performed inasl'lIIch as ~Ir. Tichy, one of the members of the 
Board of Design, waS also a member of the Flanning Board at the time of two of the 
payments. Mr. Givens stated that full details were not given to the Board of Reo
resentatives at the time of Mr. Tichy's aopointment to the Plannin~ Bo~rd and that 
the Board is ent i tled to know about such fActs. He further stated' that such infor
mation is not a reflection upon anyone's character, but facts to which the Board 
is entitled. 

In reply to a question by James Mulreed as to whether the intent of the reso
lution was to invoke the powers of th~ Board under Section 2011.2 of the ChartE'r, 
Hr. Givens replied in the affirmativp. 

I 



John Cameron ~sked that Karl Young, Jr. takE< the Chair inaSl1lllch as he wished 
the opportunity to t~lk to this itpm. 

John C:omeron, in opposing the action, r~ferrec\ to the information available 
without resorting to a formal investigation, namely the Hayor's Budget for 1950-
1951, the Mavor's renort for 19~9-1950, thp report of the Planning Hoard to this 
Board dated Novpmber B. 1950, in all of ~hich reference to the $7,000. fee ~as made 
:>u')lich', lie also refrrred to the reoort of the Board ot Design on which' Mr. 
Tich,'s name appeared and Mr. Tichv's appearances, as a member of the Board of 
D~si q n, before this Uoard, all of which occurred before June 1951 when this Board 
approved Nr. Tichy's ,1ppointment to the Flanning Board by a vote ot 36 - o. He 
>. lso read ~ copy of a letter from Hr. Sherman Hoyt, Chairman ot the Flanning Board, 
stating th~t Hr. Tichy had raised the question of the propriety of hi:s sprving on 
thp Pl"nnin~ Board and had been assured in writine on Hay 8. 1951 that serving on 
the 1J0ard of Design would have no bearing on 'serving on the Planning Board, 's11ch 
assur.nc{' having been given by Mr. floyt after vprbal consultation with the Cor
poration Counsel Hanrahan. fie rp.tp.rred to the contract executed in September 1950, 
conies of which had already been furnished to all members by Hr. Givens and pointed 
out that all payments made to the Board of Oesign had been in accordance with the 
terms of this contract entered into long befor~ Hr. Tichy was appointed to the 
Plannig Board, and that the check issupd bE<fore Mr. Tichy was appointed to the 
Plannin~ Board were drawn and endorsed in th,. 'same ~ay as the two issued afte~ard. 
Ill' concluded thn with all this public infomation it w,s evident Hr. Tichy acted 
completely in ~ood faith and that the facts "ere already available without any 
formal investigation. He urged that the motion be defeated. 

Patrick Scarp 11. favored the investigation in order to determine if Section 
708 of the Charter had been violated. 

James Mulreed stated that 'such an investigation always leaves the impression 
that the Board implies 'some degree of ~uilt on the part of the party involved. 
Nothing has been brought forth at this meptin~ that would indicate an investigation 
is n{'c{'ssary, furthermore, if thp Do,ud wishes to use its investigatory powers, it 
may do so in fieldS more important to the taxpayers of Stamford. 

Joseph Carlin MOVED that the debate be clospd, seconded and defeatpd. 

IYilliam Kaminski 'spokl' to the resolution stating that in acting on such 
appointments facts passed by the previous Hoard often are not available to the ne" 
memuprs and said he b .. lieved that most of the members would have Voted differentl)' 
had the true facts been stated . He upheld the procpdure of invl'sti~ation, refer
rinu to the invp.sti~,tion of the City Housin~ Authority. 

IIelen Broml~)' s tated that the bud~ ets and annual report stated several of the 
focts that Hr. Kaminski cl,imed werp unknown to newer Members of the Board. She 
spoke against an investigation under S .. ction ;Z0~.2. 

Leon Staples stated that if there is anythin~ wrong, it is the fault ot the 
BOl'.rd. He did not think the reputation of Mr. Tichy should be at stake. 

Frederick Little"orth stated that an investigation would do mor'! harm than 
~ood. 

Babette Ransohoff stated that on previous occasions clarification ot the 
Charter has \:>p en requested bv a re~ lIlar motion, hut a m,tter of clarification has 
nf'ver been suhmitted in the fonn of a resolution to investigate an individual. 
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HOhert L,~is st,tPu that inasmuch as our Cornoration Counsel John Hanrahan 
h"d ruled th.lt Nr. Tichy mi~ht acc.'pt this post even thou~h he "as a member of lh· 
Uoard of Design and under contract wi th the Ci ty, this specific charre i's com
oletely out of ordp.r and the resolution for an inv~stigatioD should b~ voted 
against. 

James Mulreed 'stated that the only time Section 20~.2 of the Charter "as u5ed 
by the Board ~as durin~ the investigation of the Furchasing Agent shortlY aft~r 
consolidation and, at that time, there were several methods questionable in the 
manner in which that office was bein~ handled. This Board never officially in
vestigated the City Housing Authoritv, but merely checked and reported on the 
housing conditions of Stamford. 

~Ir. P. Wardham Collyer 'stated that it is apparent that Mr. Tichy made a 
consrientious effort to serve these two boards in good faith and in the public 
interest, and requested that the resolution be defeated. 

Joseph Carlin MOVED the qu~stion, seconded by Leon Staples. Debate "as 
closed and the motion on the resolution was defeated Ily a vote of 11 for 19 
oppos~d. 

Patrick Scarella MOVED that :he Corporation Counsel be requested to submit " 
for",al opinion on Section 708 of the Cha~rMld-on the legality of Mr. Tichy 
s~rvin~ on the Doara ot Dpsi~n as well as the Flanning Board, s~cond~d by John 
Cook •. 

William Kaminski amended this motion to read "at the time of his appointment 
and continuously thereafter". P"trick Scarella and John Cook acc~rted th~ amend
ment and the motion was carried by 18 - 10. 

Helen ilroml"y ~IOVED that the Chair appoint a committee of three or five to 
look into the matter of checkin~ on a mt'etin~ phce for the Board of Represent
otives, seconded by Joseph Carlin • 

• Tames Mulreed amended tile motion to include same represent".tives from the 
CovP and ~'a tArsidp. sect ions. 

Amendm,'nt accepted by lIel~n Bromley and 'lotion CARRIE[). 

John Cam~ron appointed the followinp reprcsentath'es to this cOfll11ittee -
Helen Bromley, (jeorge Connors, Helen P~att, Stephen Kelly. 

fL~~~I~~_~_ZQ~I~~_CQMMIIIEE 
Joseoh Zdanowicz refprred to a letter sent by the Planning Bo,rd on new road 

construction through an undeveloped ar~a off Hoyt Street. 

James Mulreed ~IOVED that .1 u~t .li led rerort be submitted by the co:lltl1ittee at 
the Hay meetin~, seconded by W.llter Seely and CARRIED. 

John Cam~ron tll"n procl'I'ded t!:'.J'-!!i!d thUi~ures from th~ Jloard of Financ," to 
the members of the Bo.nu on the Operating and Capital Budgets for the fiscal Year 
July I, 1953 to June 30, 195~. 

Karl Young ~IOVED. seconded b.v IIi 11 iam Kaminski. that the meetin~ be Tece5s~d 
"ntil Monday, April 20. 1953 at 8 f .H. at Uurdick Junior Iligh School. The motion 
"';'S CARHIED and the meetin~ adjourned at 10:30 P.)I. 

Respectfully submitt~d 
Babette Ransohoff 

Clerk 


