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SPECIAL MEETING OF 10th BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES
CONCERNING THE REPORT OF THE NINTH CHARTER

HEVISION COMMISSION - APRIL 14, 1969

A Speclal Meeting of the 10th Board of Representatives of the City of
Stamford was held on Monday, April 14, 1969 at 8.15 P.M. in the
Board's meeting rooms, Municipal Office Building, 429 Atlantic Street,
Stamford, Connecticut, in response to a "Call" issued by the President
John C. Fusaro mailed to all Board Members on April 8, 1969.

In the absence of the President, Mr. Frank A. Coperine, Clerk, called
the meeting to order at 8,15 P.M,

ELECTION OF TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN:

In accordance with the Rules of Order, Mr., Coperine called for nomina=-
tions for Temporary Chairman.

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI nominated HOWARD KAPLAN as Temporary Chairman. There

being no further nominations, Mr., Keplan was elected as ?amporary Chair-

man.

MR. KAPLAN took the Chair.

ROLL CALL was teken by the Clerk. There were 27 present and 13 absent
at the calling of the roll, However, several members arrived shortly
thereafter, changing the roll call to 33 present and 7 absent. The
absent members were!

Paul Kuczo, Sr. (D) lst District
Edward Dombroski (D) 3rd District
Robert Durso (D) 5th District
Theodore Bocecuzzi (D) 9th District
John Fusaro (D) 10th District
Richard Colhoun (R) 18th District
Watson Horner (R) 19th District

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FLAG: The Chairman led the members in the Pledge

of Allegiance to the Flag.
THE CHAIRMAN read the following "Call"™ of the meeting:

BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES
MUNICIPAL OFFICE BUILDING
429 Atlantic Street
Stamford, Connecticut

April 8, 1969

TO: ALL MEMBERS OF 10th BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES
SUBJECT s SFECIAL BOARD MEETING ON REPORT OF CHARTER REVISION
COMMISSION, SUBMITTED TO BOARD ON MARCH 3, 1969

I, JOHN C. FUSARO, President of the Board of Representatives

of the City of Stamford, Comnecticut, pursuant to Section 202 of the
Stamford Charter and Sec, 7;191 of the General Statutes of the State
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of Connecticut, 1967 Rev., do hereby call a SPECIAL MEETING
of said Board of Representatives, for
MONDAY, APRIL 14, 1969
In the Board of Representatives' Meeting Room

MUNICIPAL OFFICE BUILDING
at 8.00 P.M,

for the following purpose:

To consider and act upon the REPORT OF THE 9th
CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION and the recommendations
of the Charter Revision Committee, and to act upon
proposed Charter amendmenta to be submitted to
Referendum, or referred back to the Commission for
such changes as it may deem desirable,

JOHN C, FUSARO
John C, Fusaro, President
10th Board of Representatives

JCF ivf

In answer to a question from Mr. Heinzer, the Chairman said any matter
vhich we do nct move to send back to the Charter Revision Commission
with modifications, 1s automatically approved by our silence,

MR. HEINZER addressed the Chair with a questlon at thie time, but as he
falled to turn on his "mike" his remarks could not be heard.

THE CHAIRMAN answered him, He quoted the following from the Home Rule
Act:

STEP 6. (Sec. 7-191_

Appointing Authority has 15 days after final hearing to recom-

mend changes. If no change is recommended, draft is final after
15 days.

He explained that our April lat meeting when the Public Hearing was held
marks the date from which this is recikoned., He said if we don't recommend
any changes tonight, then the draft of the Charter Revision Commission is
finel ard of course, this Doard has another vote coming up under Step 8.

¥R. HEINZER asked another question which alse could not be heard,
THE CHAIRMAN said he would say that any matter which we feel should be

studled further, we will have to refer it back to the Charter Revision
Commission,

THS CHAIRMAN ennounced the "ground rules”, He sald he will call out the
number of “he Propnsals ment to this Board by the Charter Revision Com-
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mission, and will ask the Committee (of this Board) to give

their recommendation and then if anyons wishes to speak of make a
motion on the Proposal, it will then be in order., He sald if no=
body moves to modify the recommendatlons of the Committes, we will
then go on to the next Proposal submitted by the Charter Revision
Commission, the Propoesl as submitted to us will then be conasidered
approved by this Board.,

He explained that this Board does not have the right under the Homs
Rule Act to compal the Charter Revislon to accept anything whlch
they have rejected.

MR. RUSSKLL, informed the Chair that we can ask the Charter Revision
Comnission to reconsider anything which they have rejected; which

does not compal the Commission to take further action if they do not
wish to do so,

PROPOSAL NO
DESCRIPTION

of land 1ﬁ;9 not _more than ngrlgha'ghgg-g ﬂgﬂ gﬁzget ip net required.

MR. GECRGOULIS, Chairman of the Charter Revision Committee, presented

the recommendatlions of his Committee at this time. He said the Committee
met on April 10 and present were: Richard Griear, Otto Calder, Charles
Heinzer, George Russell and himself, ths Chairman,

Congerning ebove Proposal No. 2, he sald the Commlttee agreed to re-
turn this to the Commisaion for further study and asked that referencs
be made to Proposal No. 20 which wae approved by the Commission and to
Proposel No. 1 which wae rejected by the Commission, He said the
Committes feels that No, 2 tied in with No, 20 and No. 1 should all be

reviswed and a new Proposal pubmitted. HE SO MOVED., Seconded and
CAHRIED,

PROPOSAL NO. 4

ESCRIPTION:
3 110 an t - bo the B Selectme

MR. GEORGOULIS sald the Committee agrsed that no action was reguired on
this.

MR, MILLER asked what ip meant by "no action 18 required"?

THE CHAIRMAN explained that this means that the Committee was in faver
this this proposel as ststed by the Charter Revision Cemmission. He
explained that the Proposal 1s approved unless changed or modified by

our Board, in which cass it must be returmed to the Commission for re-
conalderation,

MR, GECRGOULIS mald he will lsave this up to the Board to decide whether
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whether or not to accept the recommendation of the Charter Revision
Commieeion,

MR, MILLER paild he thinks the Board of Selectmen are placed in e&n
awkward position, becsuse 1f they say enything, it looks as 1f they
are trying to protect their own jobs., HE MOVED this be sent back

to the Charter Revision Commission. Seconded by Mr. Rybnick, MOTION
FAILED TO CARRY. »

PROPOSAL, NO, 5

DESCAIPTION ¢
S A to ize City t a g for T g |

MR. CGEOHCOULIS said the Committee decided to REJECT this proposal and |
to delete Sec, 574 and recommend paesage of an Ordinance to authorize [
the City to make a charge for Tax Books and aleso for aerlasl maps as .
outlined under Proposal Mo. 135 (to be voted on later), and HE SO MOVED,
Seconded by Mr, Heinzer who sald the Committes felt this would be better
as an Ordinance and does not beleng in the Charter, J
(3 *
THE CHAIRMAN said as he understanda it, then,the recommendation of ths J
Committee is that this entire Sec. 574 of the Charter be abolished and |
that this be handled by the passage of an Ordinance, He asked if this- g
is corract. |

MR, GECRGOULIS paid this is correct and that it also ties in with j
Propnesal No, 135 = to enable the City to charge for aeriel maps,

After considerable further discussion a VOTE wyas taken on the motion to
return this to the Charter Revisilon Commisslon for modification, CARRIED
unanimously, i

PROPOSAL NO. 6 . |

Concerning Chapter 5/ srd Chsprey 59 tm vonsolidata the Board of Reéreg—
tion and the Park Commigaion,

MR, GEORGOULIS said his Commlttee recommends that Mr. Counell's sugges-
tions conteined in his letter of April 1, 1969 be adopted and referred
back to the Commiasion, He said prior to this evening's mesting, many

of the Board Members were contacted and there appears to be somé discrep-
ancy. He sald he cen only recommend what transpired et the meeting of
his Committee, Therefore, he sald hip Committee recommends that the sug-
geetions in the above letter from Mr. Connell be adopted and referred back
to the Commission with those recommendations. Seconded.

MR. HEINZER suid Mr. Connell wanted (in his letter) for the Commisaion
on Parkes & Recreation to have the wording changed to read: "The Parks

and Recreation Commisslon" and he also felt that November 30th was not
‘ihe right date for this change, but ought to be July lat, so as to be

in 1ine with the fiscel year.,
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vhether or not to accept the recommendation of the Charter Revision
Commisaion,

MR, MILLER gaid he thinks the Board of Selectmen are placed in un
awkward position, because if they say enythlng, it looks as if they
are trying to protect their own jobe, HE MOVED this be sent back

to the Charter Revision Commission, Seccnded by Mr. Rybnick, MOTION
FAILED TO CARRY,

PROPOSAL NO, 5
DESCRIPTION 3

a At orize City to a ¢ T bo

MR. CGEORGOULIS pald the Committee decided to REJECT this propossl and

to delete Sec. 574 and recommend passage of an Ordinance to authorize
the City to make a charge for Tax Books and mlso for aerial maps as
outlined under Proposal No. 135 (to he voted on later), and HE SO MOVED,
Seconded by Mr, Heinzer who sald the Committee felt this would be better
as an Ordinance and does not belong in the Charter.

THE CHAIRMAN said as he understands it, then,the recommendation of ths
Committee is that this entire Sec., 574 of the Charter be abolished and
that this be hendled by the passage of an Ordinance. He asked if this
is correct.

MR. GEORGOULIS said thie is correct and that it also ties in with
Proposal No. 135 = to enable the City to charge for merial maps.

After considerable further discussion a VOTE was taken on the motion %o
return this to the Charter Revision Commission for modification, CARRIED
unanimously.

PROPOSAL NO. 6

DESCRIPTION:
Concerning Chapter 54 and Ch tn congolidate the B-oa=d of Recrea-

iion and tke Park Commis=ion,

MR, GEORGOULIS said his Committee recommends that Mr. Connell's sugges-
tions contained in hia letter of April 1, 1969 be adopted and referred
back to the Commission, He eaid prior to this evening's meeting, many

of the Board Members were contacted and there appears to be some discrep-
ancy, He sald he can only recommend what transpired at the mseting of
his Committee, Therefore, he sald his Committee recommends that the sug-
gestions in the abave letter from Mr, Coanell bs adopted and referred back
to the Commission with those recommendations, Seconded,

MR. HEINZER said Mr, Connell wanted (in his letter) for the Commisaion
on Parks & Recreatlon to have the wording changed to read: ®"The Parks
and Recreation Commissiun” and he also felt that November 30th was not
the right date for thie change, but ought to be July lst, 20 as to be
in 1line with the fiacal year.
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MR. MILLER paid with all due reapect to Mr. Connell, he thinka the
ideas of Mr., Hunt on thie iseue should also be conmldered., He said

as he undarstands it, the Recrestion Board ie not opposed to having
one Commission for both Parks and Recreation, However, they are not
in favor of eliminating the position of Supsrintendent of Recreatlon.
He sald it would seem logical to have toth under the one Commlasion - a
Supt. of Parks and also a Supts of Recreation, with both of them work
ing under a Director, HE MOVED this be sent back to the Charter
Revision Commission,

THE CHAIRMAN said the motion is out of prder for the remson that there
now is the exact same motion on the floor. He seld the speaker is jJust

giving an additional reason for sending this back, so he agrees with
Mr. Georgoulls' motion,

MR. MILLER said he agrees this 1a true.

MR, COPERINE gaid it seems that this was the intent of this Proposal,-
to have both a Supt., of Parks and also a Supt. of Recreation, Scmewhere
along the 1ine this got changed. He sald after asking several people

a8 to why this wae changed and not being able to £ind out the reason,

ha also is in favor of sending this back to the Commission.

THE CHAIRMAN asked if therse is anyone who 1u'againat referring this
back to the Charter Revision Commission.

B .
MR. DEUTSCH said he feels we should be sure to let the Commission know
the reasons why this 1s being sent back to them. He sald if this is

an opportunity to eliminate a position, we should glve it aerioua con~
gideration,

MA. KELLY seid both the Board of Recreation and the Park Commisaion
agreed to something very different since that time, this thing has trane-
pired, which he feels is wrong = to place a man in Jeopardy who has

spent some 40 years working for the City.

MR, HEINZER said he feels that those who have objectiona should voice
them when this 1s sent back to the Cormission and not Just make thess
remarks on the floor of this Board.

MR. RUSSELL said individuals should not go to the Commisasion and voice
thelr objections and that these recommendations are being made as coming
from the entire Board, which i1s the correct method.

MR. GEORGOULIS said Mr. Connell came before the Committes at the public
hearing held April 1lst et which time all he aaid was that he would sug-
gest the name he changed to Parks and Recreation Commission rather than
the other way arounds: Commigsion on Parke & Recreation, which confornms
to normal usage snd good language.

MR. CONNORS said presuming that we appro%e this « which takes over =
Parks or Recreation - which one?

MR. GEORGOULIS paid he can't answer this - all he knows 1s that the sug=
gestion reads to put the word Commission at the end rather than at the
beginning, ao he would assume that the first one named, being Parks,
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MR, MILLFR said with all due respect to Mr. Connell, he thinka the
ideas of Mr. Hunt on this issue should also be considered. He said

a8 he understands it, the Recreation Board is not opposed to having
one Commission for both Parks and Recreation. However, they are not
in favor of eliminating the position of Superintendent of Recreation.
He seid it would seem logical to have toth under the one Commission - a
Supt. of Parke and also a Supt. of Recreation, with both of them work-
ing under a Director, HE MOVED this be sent back to the Charter
Reviplon Commission,

THE CHAIRMAN saild the motion is out of prder for the reason that there
now is the exact mame motion on the floor. He sald the speaker is juat

glving an ndditional reason for sending this back, so he agrees with
Mr, Georgoulis' motion,

MR, MILLER said he agrees this 1s true.

MR, COPERINE sald it seems that thie was the intent of this Proposal,

to have both a Supt, of Parks and also a Supt. of Recreation. Somewhere
along the line this got chenged. He eaid after asking several people

as to why this was changed and not being able to find out the reason,

he also is in favor of sending this back to the Commission.

THE CHAIRMAN asked 1f there is anyone who is against referring this
back to the Charter Revision Commiasion.

MR. DEUTSCH said he feels we should be sure to let the Commission know
the reasons why this is being sent back to thems He sald Af this is

an opportunity to eliminate a position, we should give it serious con-
gideration.

MR. KELLY said both the Board of Recreation and the Park Commission
agreed to something very different mince that time, this thing has trans=
Pired, which he feels is wrong - to place a man in jeopardy who has

aspent pome 40 years working for the City,

MR. HEINZER pald he feels that those who have objectlons should voice
them when this is sent back to the Commlssion and not just make these
remarks on the floor of this Board.

MR. RUSSELL said individuals should not go to the Commission and volce
their objections and that these recommendations are being made as coming
from the entire Board, which is the correct method.

MR. GEORGOULIS gaid Mr, Connell came before the Committee at the public
hearing held April lst at which time all he sald was that he would sug-
gest the name be changed to Parks and Recreation Commission rather than
the other way around: Commission on Parks & Recreation, which conforms
to normal usage and good language.

MR. CONNORS said presuming that we approve this - which takes over =
Parks or Recresation -~ which one?

MR, GEORGOULIS said he can't answer this -~ all he knows 1s that the aug-
gestion reads to put the word Commission at the end rather than at the
beginning, so he would assume that the first one named, being Parks,
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wvould be considered as heading it up,

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she thought Mr. Connell had mada a point of
vacancles, and if these were approved in Rovember 1767 and a veecaney
ocourred on November 2nd, for instance, in the Board of Recreation -
it says here that neither position should be filled until July 1, 1971,
How could you function properly? This is my first qnestion, and the
second is that he wanted the date changed, which apparently hns been
dene = to July lot, She asked if this does not pertain to the budget
which would mske it easier because the new budget takes effect on that
date and then one would not have to operate undar the budget of the
other.

MR, CEORGOULIS said this 1a true that the change 1s to take effect as

of the start of ths new fiscal year rather than starting ln mld-stream
and then start off as a new Commission., He =aid regarding the vacancies,
when this new Commission has been formed, whoever comes in and fills
those vacancies will be £illing those vacancies under the new name of
the Commission,

MR, MILLER MOVED to amend that we recommend to the Commission that Sec.
595 include provision so that the position of Supt. of Recreatilon will
be retained. Seconded,

MR, SCOFIELD spoke in favor of the amendment. He sald if we just delete
Sec, 595.1 because this ia the section thet the Board of Recreation
objects ta and this would not allow the Board of Recrestion to fil1l a
vacancy before July 1, 1971 and ordinarlly when a person leaves,the
vacancy would be filled as soon as possible,

THE CAATRMAN sald he would prefer it if we only gave the general purpose
of our recommendetions rather than going into apecific langusge. He
sald it is impossible tn try to draft these Charter changes from the
floor tonight and that a recommendaetion as to our intent is enough,

MR. GEORGOULIS said now that the paragraph is mentioned, perhaps this
will enlighten the members - Sec. 596 concerns effective date and within
that paragraph Mr, Connell stated that the five members of one Board or
Commisaion and ths four members of the other Board of Commission shall
function independently for the remainder of the fiscal year - 1969-1970
and betwesn December lst and December 15th of 1969, will submlt to the
Mayor and the fiscul Boards a combined department of Parks and Recrea-
tion, operating on the Capital Budget of the fiscal year 1970-1971, and
ona July 1970, the NINE remaining members of the Park Commission and
Board of Recreation will legelly becoms the Park and Recreation Com-
mission snd cearry out the functions of such combined Commission as out-
lined in Sec. 595 which Mr. Scofield mentioned.

MR. RUSSBACH spoke in favor of the amendment,
MR. HEMINGWAY sald it appears that someons in these two departments is

pither heing elevated or downgraded and that 1s not what this Board
wants and that we expect that thsy will sarve out thelr useful terms

e
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as they are now doing. He said he does not favor that soma third person
be employed to "ride herd" over the whole thing, He saild it may come
ultimately when certain changes take place and the years go by, but at
the moment we only want to refer this back te the Charter Revision Com-
mission for re-phrasing to make sure that the intent is that these two
men are not affected one against the other end mlso, from an sconomy
point of view we do not wish to imply that a third fellow is going teo be
on top and thus creating a new position.

After some further discussion a VOIE was taken on Mr. Miller's motion to
amend the original motion and CAPRIED with two "no" votes.

VOTE taken on referring this back to the Charter Revision Commisaion, in~
cluding Mr., Miller's amendment. CARRIED,

PROPOSAL MO, 7
DESCRIPTION:

No action was taken on this Proposal. Approved.

MR. MURPHY brought up the question at this time regarding certain Proposals
that were not approved by the Charter Revision Commiasian and therefore not
before the Board, and MOVED they be sent back.

PROPOSALS NOS. 8 - 9 = 10 = 1]

DESCRIPTION:

gentsa t. 8 Cal
of Egﬂcgtiog to 6 vear term.

THE CHAIRMAN explasined that these have been REJECTED by the Charter Revision

Commission., lowever, he sald, we CAN ask them to reconsider them but they
do not have to do so,

MR. GEORGO!LIS said his Committee decided that any Proposal that was re-
Jectad, we would not concern ourselves with, because they had been rejected
and therefore were not referred to this Board.

MR. HEINZER said since they have besn rejected, he falls to see how we can

now consider them, so is going to ask for a vote and asid ‘HE MOVED that a
vote be taken.

THE CHAIRMAN asked the speaker if he is MOVING THE QUESTION,

MR. HEINZER replied yes - that he is moving the queation. SECONDED and
CARRIED.
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THE CHATRMAN asked the members to vote on the question of sending

these Propossls BACGK to the Charter Revislon Commlssion for recon-
sideration, LOST.

PROPOSAL NO. 12

e By

DESCRIPTION :
Seg, 921,31 (Mo o establish proyisions fo blic Referendum

MR. GEORGOULIS sald this was reviewed by his Commlttes and REJECTED,

He said it aleo refers to Propesal No, 113 which waes approved by the .
Charter Reviaion Commismsion,

MR, GEORGOYLIS maid this was REJECTED by the Committee by & vote of 3
to 1. He said HE MOVES this be REJECTED.

MR. GUROTAN reed an editorial from the STAMFORD ADVOCATE at this time
and spoke on the merits of the right of referendum.

MR. GEORGOULIS paild in regard to a referendum, he feels that the voters
elect a 40 member Board cf Representatives who are supposed to repre-
sent those who elected them and if he wanted to shirk his duty, he

would submit it to referendum. He sald he feels the members should take
the responsibility of voting on lssues and not hide behind a referendum.

MR. RICH said he agrees with Mr, Georgoulis and that this Proposal in-
dicates a lack of trust in the representative form of govermment, He
sald our legislative body ia the largest throughout the country and this
Proposal would suggest that it even ba larger and we just finished vot-
ing down the suggestion that it might be reduced. He said the Proposal
would make decieions snd deliberations of this bhody meaningiess, He seid
it has been sald that this is a Republic and not e Democracy and a true
Democracy is m refersndum on every issue, He sald another thing 1s if
a smwall group of voters do not like the action of one of the City Boards,
they can fourm themselvesm lnto a smell pressure group and "away we go",

MR. MURPHY spoke in favor of the Proposal and aald it is his understand-
ing thet this is being referred back to the Charter Revislon Commission,

HE MOVED to changs this from 0% of the voters required, to 20%, Seconded
and CARRIED.

MR. GRISAR maid he does not think the motion is realiy in order for the
reason that the Committee rejected this Proposal and is sending it back
to the Commission, and you cannot amend a rejection,

THE CHATRMAN said he stande cdrrected and & vote will be taken on the
_Tejection end if the rejection i carried, there will be no further dis-

cusgions 1f the rejection is defeated, we will then have further dis~- .
cussion on this Proposal.

MR. MURPHY paid the Committee has rejected that it be 10% of the voters
and he wants to change 1%,
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THE CHAIRMAN said we will firet vote on the rejection and if that
motion is carried, it won't help - but if it is defeated, we will
then vote on Mr., Murphy's motion.

!R. RUSSRACH saild he strongly supporte the power of referandum. He
gald if this i8 referred back to Commission, there are powerful
forcos that will k11l it off and that would be a shame. lle spoke
in favor of the Proposal.

MR. RUSSELL spoke against a referendum and cited several dangers,
such as it only requires a majority of this 10% to make it law, so

if it is 10% then only 6% of the voters of this City would be dictat-
ing to the rest of the voters. Another point he made is that very
few voters are acquainted with the subject of a referendum and there-
fore do not vote at all on the issus.

THE CHAIRMAN relinquished the Chair, in order to speak to the motion.
He spoke in favor of Mr. Georgoulis' motion to kill referendum. He
said he believes this to be the most incompetently drafted piece of
legislation he has ever seen in tha City of Stamford and deoes not do
eredit to the Charter Revision Commission. He said it fails to say
what the limits of the referendum are, or how it would work in clear
language. As an example, State law, which is higher than our Charter,
provides that we must have either or a Planning Board, Zoning Board, or
a Planning & Zoning Commission, or in addition, s Zoning Board of
Appeale. Ile asked if this referendum gives the right to turn down a
zoning change - to downzone 60 acres of land in the heart of the City,
and does it give the power of moning changes now in the handa of the
Zoning Board, to the people in a referendum and if it does then it is
illegal., Ha said if you read the draft, you can't tell whether it does
or doesn't, He asked if the powsr to appropriate money 1s gliven to' the
peopls in a referendum. He said the Board of Finance and the Mayor
carefully study the eoffect of appropriations on the mill rate and if

in a public referendum they decids ?whether or not they are well in-
formed) to appropriate an extra ten million dollars for a high school,
which the City could not afford under its safe borrowing limits, the
referencdum would enable such an appropriastion to be put through. He
sald sometimes we find that under the law money has to be appropriated,
perhaps it is reimbursable money and money we might be under contract
to appropriate, but if there were a referendum, these issues could not
be carefully explained to each voter and under Buch circumstances the
City might not appropriate money that it is Iegally under obligation

to do.

He pointed out many pitfalls unler referendum thal have not been taken
into consideration that could result in putting the City in a very
impossible position.

MR. MILLER spoke in favor of referendum, He said he does not feel a
leginalative body necessarily is shirking ite duties by favoring a
referendum. He said our form of government is based upon the assump-
tion that man is capable of governing himeelf and in a small socisty it
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is poasible to have a true Democracy where everyone can vote on - ;

every issue and in larger nocieties you must have some sort of rep-
resentative government, He said he sees no danger in allowing for

a referendum, He oald he supports the referendum because it shows i
faith in man's abllity to govern himself,

MR, JOSS spoke in favor of the refaerendum and saild it goes back to
the time of the "Boston Tea Party" and gives the people the right
+o express themselves.

/

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI asked what oppertunity do those who vote in a |
referendum huve to meet with those who can give them the answers to |

some of thg problems and the only place they can get the answers 1a-ﬁL_h_"“H“
from the newspaper erd the radio and somstimes it doesn't always =
come out right. He wanted to know when the referendum would be held
and would you have to walt until & Municipal election each time and
if this is so, would it not hold up projects for over a year and may-
be two years and if not, then would you have a special election
every time 10% of the people decided they didn't like something.

MR. CALDER gaid he believes we have made an excellent case for re-
ferring thie back to the Commission to see if they cen't come up
with a better Proposal.

MR. SCOFIELD maid he feels it incumbent upon the Charter Revision
Commisasion 4o come up with better restrictions in this,

MR. HEMINGWAY gaid the 40 elected representatives have enough trouble
now in getting besic informetion on various issues upon which they
try to make Intelligent decisiona for ihe best interests of the City
and representing thelr Dstricts. He gaid it weuld be impnssible
for a large number of people to get the information they would need.

MR. CHIRIMBES said he ig in favor of the referencum,

MR. HEINZER said that a while ago the Chairman told Mr. Murphy that
Mr, Georgoulis' recommendation to REJECT could not be amonded., He
sald he questions that statement because we can only recomuend and
everyone seems to be talking about sending it back with recommenda-
tions, HE MOVED THE QUESTION in order to vote on the REJECTION es
moved by Mr, Georgoulis.

THE CHATRMAN saild he would permit the motion, although there are two
people who atill wish to spesk on the motion - Mr. Plotnick and

Mr, Alsuanger.

MR. PLOTNICK =nd MR. ALSWANGER yielded ou moving the question. Second-
ed and CARRIED,

THE CHAIRMAN explained the issue at hand. He said & motion is on the
flcor to send = recommendation of total rejection tack to the Charter
Revision Commission, He arked for e standing vote,

MR. GUROIAN msksed for a ROLL CALL VOTE, There bsing enough members
(1/5th) regquanting thls, a roll call vote was ordered taken,
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THE CHAIRMAN explainedsthat a vote of "yes" is against referendum -
to kill it, and a vote of "no" is against the Committee report of
Mr. Georgoulis., He eaid this i1s a motion to accept hism Committee
roport, which rejects referendum. He said, therefore, if you are

against referendum you vote "yea" and if you are for referendum, you
vote "no",

The following ROLL CALL VOTE waas takem at this time. LOST by a
vote of 16 in favor and 17 opposed:

THOSE VOTING 1N FAVORs

ALSWANGER, Herman (D)
BOCCUZ2I, John (D)
CONNORS, George (D)
DEUTSCH, Chester (D)
FEDAK, Robert (D)
GEORGOULIS, George (D)
GRISAR, Richard (D)
HEMINGWAY, Booth (R)
KAPLAN, Howard (D;
KELLY, Stephen (D
PALMER, Jack (R)
PENSI®RO, Joseph (D)
PLOTNICK, Paul (D)
RICH, John (R)
RUSSELL, George (R)
TRUGLIA, Anthony (D)

THOSE VOTING IN OPFOSITION:

BROMIEY, Robert (R)
CALDER, Otto (D)
CAPORIZZO, William (R)
CHIRIMBES, Peter (R)
COPERINE, Frank (D)
DIXON, Handy (D)
GUROIAN, Armen (D)
HEINZER, Charles (R)
J0SS, James (D)
LONGO, Carmine (D)
MILLER, Frederick (D)
MORRIS, Thomas (R)
MURFHY, William (D)
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R)
RUSSBACH, Daniel (R)
RYBNICK, Gerald (D)
SCOFIELD, Edward (R)

MR. BROMLEY sald he would like to ask that Mr. Murphy's motion be re-

instated. He sald his vote of "no"” on this was really in order to con-
sider this further. He said he thinks that the Board of Repressentatives
is not infallible, and unfortunately, sometimes we do make mistakes and

there should be given the right to the public to overrule us and bring
the public wishes ‘to'bear in’a direct way,

MR. BROMLEY said he does not feel that 10% is enough and favors

Mr. Murphy's 20%., lle said, assuming that you are talking ebout regis-
tered voters - if 10,000 voters made their presence felt, either for or
againat some particular issue, thet ought to "speak to us" and the rest
of the electorate then ought to have the chance to consider the propossal.
He sald he is therefors speaking in favor of Mr. Murphy's motion, and
also agrese that the whole thing has to be re-written as it im not in
very good shape now. i

THE CHAIRMAN paid Mr., Murphy's motion is now in order. lle said although
we cannot draft the language of the Charter at this meeting tonight, we
can convey our thoughte. Ile said if we fesl that the subjects covered
by referendum should be limited and restricted, we should put that in

and if we feel that the nurber of voters should be limited, then we
ghould put that in.

T T T rpm—
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MR. HEINZER MOVED this be sent back to the Charter Revision Commisnion
with the recommendetions of thie Boaerd.

MR. BROMLEY rose on a POINT OF ORDER, He said he believes that
Mr. Murphy did make a motion before and he spoke to that motion and
unless he withdraws that motion, this discussion is out of order.

MR, KAPLAN said with all due respect to the Board Wembers, he is un—
able to tell what the motion is. He asked Mr, Murphy if his motion

is a motion thet it be limited to 20% of what = the registered voters or
thoss actually voting?

MR, MURPHY said his motion was to change the Proposal from 10% to 20%.

MR, BROMLEY said if he can be permitted to explain Mr. Murphy's motion -
what he means is that the forms should bear the aignatures of a minimum
of TWENTY (20) PERCENT of the voters of the City at the last municipal
election, He sald am far am the other specifics of the Proposal, that
they be reconsidered and ohanges made by the Charter Revision Commission,
Hle sald that is the motion he spoke to and he seconds that motion.

MR, HEINZER said if that's Mr, Murphy’s motion, he will also second it.

THE CHAIRMAN said he will re-state the motion in his own lenguage,
which is as follows:

"We re-commit the entire Proposal to the Charter Revision Commission
for changes in the entirety of the Proposal, including, without
limitation, the percentage of voters that has to vote, the subject

matters, to be subject to the Referendum, and the detaila of the
Referendum,”®

MR. BROMLEY added:",,eeesss from 10% to 20%",

THE CHAIRMAN said this is correct - to change the amount of votere needed
from 10% to 20%, He asked if there is a seconder to that motion.

MR. HEINZER and Mr, Bromley said they seconded that motion,

MR. BOCCUZZI said he thinks the figure of whether it is 10% or 20%
should be left up to Mr. Georgoulis' Committee,

THE CHAIRMAN pasid that 1s the motion as he just stated it.

MR. CONNORS said we are trying to vote on something and we don't even
Imow what we are voting on and that's the point that Mr. Murphy is try-
ing to drive home. He said if we send this back to the Charter Revision
Commiesion and let them come out and explain to us what they are think-
ing, maybe we'll not be so confused.

MR. RYBNICK asked if there is eny way that we might be able to amend
this particular motion so that a referendum can't be held for any little
item that might come up, but would have to be a major item before we
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have a referendum.

THE CHAIRMAN said he believes this is included in the motion to have
a TOTAL reconsideration of each and every provision of this referen-
dum, including, without limiting it to thia change from 10% to 20%,
limiting the subject matters and restricting the manner of taking
the vote, He said this 1s possible.

MR. MORRI3 MOVED THE QUESTION. Seconded and CARRIED with a few "no"
votes.

THE CHAIRMAN ¢alled for a vote on the motion on the floor. CARRIED
unanimously.

PROPOSAL NO, 13

DESCRIPTION:

MR, GEORGOULIS explained that the Committee felt this nullified the
effect of the Board of Ethice and that it was poorly oconstructed to
begin withs !e Bnid his Committee recommends under No. 1 to eliminate

the wordingt "unless through competitive blddinge.., fulfilled in any
other manner,”

THE CHAIRMAN stepped down from the Chair in order to speak to thias
Proposals Mr. Coperine (Clerk) took the Chair at this time.

MR. HEINZER asked Af there is & motion on the floor.

MR. KAPLAN MOVED this be re-committed (Sec. 708) back to the Charter
Revision Commission for strengthening of Sec. 708 rather than weak-
ening as 1t presently is here. He said he has written out a draft,
but he does not have his copy and neither does Mr. Morris, who had a
copy, or else he would read it aloud, which im adding to the strength
of Sec, 708 appreciably, rather than the Proposal from the Charter
Revision Commission, which really takes away all of 708's powers and
ruins the Ethics Board as he conceived of it. He said his motion 1s
that this Proposal 13 be re-committed to the Charter Revision Com-
mission with instructions to re-write it so as to strengthen 708
rather than weaken it. Seconded by several,

MR. RUSSBACH said he supports both the Committee recommendation and

Mr, Kaplan's recommendation. He sald as we ars all aware the intent

of the current version of Secs 708 which to him im quite clesr, is
vioclated consistently every day with impunity. He sald the proposed re-
vislon of 708 would, in his opinion, legitimize conflict of interest.
He said "no elected or appointed City employee" should be allowed to
bid, provide service to or contract in any way with the City. He

said 1f we enforce what 1s already on the bocks as it is written, in-
stead of interpreting it as we want to, we cen take. the profit out of
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belng in politics and we're supposed to be in politice for the gain
of our conatituents = not ourselves,

MR. BROMLEY said he was the Chairman of a special committee that was
empowered by this Board, last term, to look into the whole question

of Sec, 708 and the Committee spent several months on this and came up
with a recommendation, He said it was hie understanding that this reo-
ommendation was forwarded to the Charter Revislion Commission and he -
understands that it waas,

He sald in the Committee report, which was conteined in the Minutes

of February 6, 1967 - s meeting of this Board - we included a draft of
proposed changea, which, in effect, was a revision of Sec. 708. He

sald the revision that has come out of the Charter Revision Commission
bears some resemblance to what our proposed changes were, but it differs
quite markedly in other aress. Omne of the questions that has come up,
which Mr, Russbach has ralsed, would make it possible for some of the
City employees or persons on the payroll, to bid for public contracts,
which would present the anomalous situation of say, perhaps the Purchas-
ing Agent bidding for contracts which he could then award to himself,

He sald this was never a part of their proposed change to Sec., 708,

but somehow it has gotten re-worded in the wrong way. He said he is
ageinst that,

In general, he said, as Sec, 708 now stands, 1s perhaps a bit too strict,
and is violated quite a bit - at least many of the Board Members feel
that the intent of it is viocleted. He said he thinks the question is
what are the violations? And is it bad for a member of an appointive
board of the City of Stamford, whe might have business dealings with the
City, to have to resign from a Board or Commigsion because he has sub-
mitted bids and been awarded a contract on a phase of work that he could
not poasibly vote on alther money for himself, or use hls persuasion to
get his own contracts, He said he feels that public bidding is enocugh
protection for the City of Stamford -~ and if it goes through the com-
petitive bidding process, then a person on an appointive board might well
have the right to bid on tontreacts with the City,

He said if a man happene to be on the Park Commission and it involves the
question of bidding on paerk services, then, that would be a violation

and in conflict of interest, However, he said, with such a tremendous
proliferation of appeintive Boards in this City, thie involves a great
many citizens end to make a man who is bidding on something which has
nothing to do with the Board upon which he gerves at sll is a bit punitive,
He paid if you wish to not allow any elective officer to bid on City
contracts, he could go along with that, but drawa the line on appointive

officers being allowed to bid, IF they go through the competitive bidding
process,

THE CHAIRMAN apked the speaker if he i1s speaking in favor of returning
this Proposal to the Commission,

MR. BROMLEY said "yea" tasically he is, but ha wanted to put that in the
record,
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MR. GUROIAN gaid it has been brought to his attention that Sections 1
and 2 are the game as sent to the Charter Revision Commisaion.

MR. RUSSBACH said he begs to differ = that it is NOT the same as was
proposed by the Board of Representatives. He saild in that version
there was no mention made of City employees bidding, and also, the
other point that the Committee did recommend - in came of professional
services "with prior written consent of the Mayor" and this was one of
the Committee's originel recommendations to the Charter Reviaion Com=-
miesion at that time. He said Mr, Gluss said that it is the view of
the Commissioner of Finance, the Corporation Counsel and the heads of
Purchasing and Personnel that the system aes it existed and has existed
for many years, rather than the interpretation of Sec. 708 treld by
the Committee is a "good and workable™ system.

MR. HEINZER said the recommendationas as sent by the Board of Repre-
sentatives at that time (and he spent some time listening to the
records of that meeting) the Committee made it very olear that night
that they were merely assigned the task of finding out how Sec. 708
wea being used and they were reporting back on that, He said they had
gotten a recormendation together which would be in line with the way-
Sec. 708 was at that time being used. He said no vote was taken that
night and the President at that time (George Russell) discharged the
Committee, but it was NOT the feeling of the Board of Representatives
that those recommendations go to the Charter Reviesion Commission, but
wag merely part of a report of a Committee.

He said he also wished to spesk about a remark that Mr. Bromley made
about not thinking there was anything wrong 1f a man were on an appoint-
ive Board and the contract had nothing to do with his job on that Board.
He saild he thinke he is forgetting that if a man 1s appointed in this
City by the Mayor and by the Board of Representatives, he IS politically
involved and as long as he is politically involved, he can exert some kind

of political pressure and therefore should NOT be involved in contracts
with the City. )

THE CHAIRMAN called for a vote on the motion as presented by Mr. Kaplan.
CARRIED unanimously.

PROPOSAL 17,3

DESCRIPTION ¢
Se 02 - To

MR. GEORGOULIS paid his Committee felt that no eotion was needed on thia.
APPROVED,

FROPOSAL 20
DESCRIPTION:
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PROPOSAL 20 (CONTINUED)
DESCRIPTION

tlons or zone bo Plan Board, ' =
MR. GECRGOULIS said his Committee recommends this be returned to the
Cherter Revision Commisesion for study and also refers to No. 2 which
was approved and No, 1 which was rejected. Hs said in light of the

State Statute 83-A as discussed by Mra. Eve Paul at the Public Hear=—
ing,

MR, GEORGOULIS SO MOVED, Seconded,

MR. HEINZER sedid Mrs, Eve Paul ssemed to be very well informed on this
gubject and she said that this recommendation for a Charter Revieion
wag in DIRECT conflict with State Statutes 83-a as Mr. Georgoulis has
said. For thia reason he feltithis should be sent back to the Charter,

Revision Commiasion ~ at least to clarify that point if for no other
reaBon,

THE CHAIRMAN said he does not belisve Mrs, Paul said it was in direct |
conflict, but that it appeared to be in conflict, but that there had
been a decision in a case called LUREY vs, THE ZDNING BOARD OF APPEALS

“which reconciled them and made-Stamford unique in the State in having it.

‘MR. RUSSBACH MDVED to AMEND the Committes'!s recommendations in that =
down on the bottom in the last paragraph (of the new Section) where it
now reads:

"..sA proposal disapproved by the Planning Board may be

adopted by the Zoning Board by e msjority vote of the
Zoning Board."

thsﬁ this be amended to read: "two~thirds wvote™ instead of "majority vote"
as it now states. Seconded by Mr, Joss.

MR. RUSSBACH sald we had a classic example of this last month in the
Bonglorno Appeal which was passed by the Zoning Board 4 -~ O, He said

he feels that the two-thirds vote is absolutely essentisl on issues such
as wa had at our last meeting,

VOTE taken on above amendment, CARRIED unanimously.

VOTE on Mr., Georgoulis' motion to return this to the Charter Revision
Commission for further study, as amended, CARRIED unanimously.

PROPOSAL 21

DESCRIPTION : !

Sec, 552,1 = To b % no 8. A ney one to be inserted. ;
Sec, 553.1 - To be deleted, as it now appears, A ney ons to be inserted. ]

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee recommends the elimination of the werd-
ing in Sec., 552.1: ",,. be required to." Also, to elimirate the wording
in Sec. 553.,1: ",..be required to." He said that is where you have the
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underlined area which states: ".,..The Zoning Board shall be required

o n n

He sald the Committes recommends that we eliminate the words: “..; be
required to sesse® Seconded.

MR. HEINZER sald as i1t is now written it says that the Zoning shall
not be required to hear an application, etec." and what we want to

strengthen is to say that the ".,.Zoning Board shall NOT HEAR an
application.”

THE CHAIRMAN called for a VOTE on Mr. Georgoulis'! Committes's recom-
mendations. Seconded and CARRIED with one "no" vote.

FROPOSAL 23

DESCRIPTION

MR. GEORGOULIS said hie Committee recommends this be REJECTED and recom-
mends the passage of an Ordinance to extend medical and hospitalization
to full-time City Officiels, and S0 MOVED, Seconded and CARRIED.

PROPOSAL 23,1
DESCRIPTION:

Sec. 401.3 (new) — To sstablish the Registrars of Voters as full time
officers

MR. GEORGOULIS gaid his Committee approved this Proposal and therefore
feels no action is needed.

PROPOSAL 26
DESCRIPTION &

Sec, 577 to be deleted dn dits entdrety.

MR. GEORGOULI3 said his Committes approved this Proposal, Nec aotion re-
quired.

FROPOSAL 27
DESCRIFPTION $

MR. GEORGOULIS eaid his Committee approved this Proposal. No action

required,

e w h dta = s = B
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PROPOZAL 28
DESCRIPTION s
Sec 6, ~ Delste the word "A onf that it will now rTead:

"Clasaified Employses” stead of "Clsapified Emplovees Association”

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee approved this Proposal. No action
required,

PROPOSAL 29
DESCRTPTION :

Sec ey) = Scho 00 ¥ eni .

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee recommends this be referred back to
the Charter Revision Commission for further study, in view of the

Nurses' testimonyat our Public Heering on April 1, 1969 and SO MOVED,
Seconded and CARRIED,

PROPOSAL 35

Sec - Concerning Health D tor,

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee REJECTED paragraph No, 2, thereby
keaping all reference to the "Director of Health", He sald they alaso
REJECTED the Health Commiesion's recommendations that the Dirsctor
shall be appointed by the Mayor upon recommendation of a majority of
the Health Commission and epproval by the Board of Representatives, for
a term of five years, end S0 MOVED, Seconded.

MR. HEINZER said at the last Charter Revision we changed the title of

the Health Commissioner to that of "Dirsctor of Health" so that he
wouldn't be confused with the Members of the Health Commisaion and for
some reason or other the Charter Revision Commission decided to change

it back this time and he believes this wes an error on their part, On
the other part of the issue, he sald, the Health Commission's recommenda=-
tion was that the Director should be appointed by the Mayor, upon the
recommendation of a majority of the members of the Health Commission and
we felt that eny Mayor would naturally ask for the recommendations of the
Health Commission, but that we gught not to limit the Mayor's powers in
making appointmente by saylng that he could only make appointments with
prior approval of a Commission. He sald they felt this could just as
easlly apply to other Commissions and Boards of the City,

THE CHAIRMAN said we do not have to vote upon the recommendations of the
Health Commission;, but only have to vote upon the recommendations of the
Charter Revislon Commission. He sald as he understands i1t, the only
motion that is bteing made is to substitute the werds "Director of Health”
in place of "Health Commissioner”,

MR. HEINZER gaid it is his understanding that thie was embodied in
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Proposal 35.

MR. GEORGOULIS said the Committee removed where it says: "the order of
) the Health Commissioner”,

i THE CHAIRMAN said we are just changing the wordes and the Charter

N Revision Commimsion did not recommend thias = it was a recommendation of
. the Health Commiselon. He said the only extent of this proposal is to
; substitute the wordss "Director of Health" for "Health Commimmioner®h,
He called for a VOTE on thism. CARRIED unanimously,

] PROPOSAL 40
: DESCRIPTION:

MR. GEORGOULIS said no action 1s needed on this., Approved,

PROPOSAL 43
DESCRIPTION:

Sec

-
S
E

MR. GEORGOULIS said mo action is needed on this. Approved.

PROPOSAL 48
DESCRIPTION:

oS R e ot i a

MR. GEORGOULIS said no action im needed on thiss Approved.

PROPOSAL 53
DESCRIPTION s

MR. GEORGOULIS sasid no action is nesded on thim. Approved,
PROPOSAL 54
DESCRIPTIONt

i P T |
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MR. GEORGOULIS said no action is needed on this, Approved.
PROPOSAL 55 7
DESCRIPTION
Se = To re t blic hearl Bo
MR. GEORGOULIS emid no action is needed on this. Approved,

PROPOSAL 56
DESCRIPTION

‘the Zoning Regulations.

MR. GEQORGOULIS sald no actlon ie needed on this, Approved.

" PROPOSAL 57

DESCRIPTION :

Se - T

of declsions mggé'hi.Z;niﬁg Bgé:ﬁ.
MR. GEORGOULIS said no action is needed on this, Approved.
PROPOSAL 59

DESCRIPTION:

Sae 2,1 to b nd npew Sectilo e larify lan
concerning amendmen Lg to Zoning Map after a:gact ve dg e of the Mggg__
Plan

MR, GECRGOULIS said no action 1s needed on this. Approved.
PROPOSAL 78

DESCRIPTION:
Chapte [o) 0 - To provide job security for Munic
Emplovee a bit t. ersg.

MR. GEORGOULIS said this was REJECTED by the Committee, as it does not
balong in the Charter and S0 MOVED, Seconded by Mr, Heinzer and CARRIED
with cne abstention. (Mr, XKaplan),

PROPOSAL BO

DESCHIPTION:

e —— e S e s
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PROPOSAL 80 (CONTINUED)
8 62 - T Teax D

MR. GEORGOULIS said this was REJECTED by the Committee, bacause of
error in plans and it was felt 1t wes not needed. He sald the
Comnittees also felt that it would establish a bad precedent of ex—

tending tax districts to incorporate new businesses locating within
said lines and SO MOVED, Seconded by Mr. Heinzer.

MR. MURFHY gaid this Proposal was seemingly changed quite a bit from
the original one that was submitted. He sald he thought it could
have been used as a vehicle to equalize the Psrsonal Property Tax for
cars, boats, ste., which couid be cilty-wlde and have a standard taex,
instead of the way it now is, with perhaps someons on Cove Islend
having their boat taxed at a different rate than someona up in the

Ridges with the pame kind of boat, with each one having a different
tax,

TEE CHAIRMAN sald as he understands this Proposal, it 1 very limited,
He stepped down from the Chair at this point and spoke to the motion,

MR. KAPLAN said Propossl B0 is only to extend the "AM District into a
certain area of his District (14th) and 1s etrictly intended to extend
the "A" Tax Distriect to Lord & Taylor's,; leneral Eleotrio and Olin
Mathiesons He said it has bean estimated that this would mean addi~
tlonal tax revenues to the City each year in the sstimatsd amount of
some $300,000, He eaid it strikes him that by one stroke of our pen,
we could take some of the most precious buildings in Stamford and place
them in a high tax district. He said it aleo mekee sense becausse these
businesses would need trash servicea and alse need City fire protection,
He paid Mr. Brennan felt that he agrees with him, that this is a very
easy way for the City to raise additional revenues and will not hinder
growth and our taxes are a lot lower than these businesses would find
elsewhera, especlally in New York State. He said to extend the "A"

District to them would just be a way of helping our City's financial
problems.,

MR. MURPHY said when this was first proposed i1t was the intention of
bringing the entire City intc one tax distrlet - that was the original

intention of this Proposal which was changed all over the place by the
Charter Revision Commission.

MR. HEINZER spoke in favor of REJECTING this proposal, first of all
because it is in error and therefore it muast be returned to the Charter
Revision Commisaion because they didn't draw the lines properly. In
regard to Mr, Kaplan's remarks, he sald it would be a VERY dangerous
thing to immediately change the tax distrlots on three new businesaes
in Stamford. He paid we have e problem in trying to get people to
locate here and he doea not want Stamford to have that reputation -
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that as soon as you get there, fellows, they're going to change your
tax distriet and hit you with it. He said this definitely would not
help us to get new busineasses to locate here,

MR. HEMINGWAY sald he strongly seconds that moral approach and thinks
1t would be incredibly stupld to think that the minute somebody moves
into some sections of the City that we can re-juggle the lines and
catch them with a new tax rate, He said nobody would like to mee more
tax revenne than he, and furthermore, the expenses that would follow
this new tax district would probably more than eat up the $300,000
revenue we would receive = in the sense of a new Fire Statlon, a new
complement of firemen and new equipment =~ and garbage.

MR. RUSSELL pasld he agrees with the sentiments of the previous two
speakers because 1f you are going to stop there, why not go a little
further up the line and catch High Ridge Park which is also a very
Jjuicy morsel, He said he also might suggest that the City's trash col~
lections are not exactly the best in the world in elther the cost to
the City or the quality of it, He sald presently newcomers to
Stamford are getting high quality fire protectlon by being very close
to it and are also getting high quality trash collection, He said we
are better off leaving them where they are,

MR. FEDAK sald the people are worrying about the high taxes and sald
he wants to go on record as favoring this inclusion of these three
buslnesases,

MR. PLOTNICK mpoke in favor of Proposal BO., He sald since Lord & Taylor
have opened he notices four or five Police Officers and various City
vehicles stationed in the vicinity at various intersections surrounding
the Lord & Taeylor area. He said he wanta to know if this 1s going to be
something permanent, or if this is only on a temporary basis, He =sald
he has nothing against the expansion of Stamford, and has seen 1t grow
from a small New England commnity into a large City which it now is and
can "roll wlth the punch" but, on the other hand, if these new businesses
are going to come in here and use our services, they are going to be =
drain on our tax dollars and he thinks they should pay for the privilegs.

MR. HEINZER rose on a POINT OF INFORMATION. He asked if anyone knows
whether or not Lord & Taylor hae paid for signal lights up there and
whether, when it's completed, and installed, that those policemen will be
relleved of thelr dutles?

THE CHATRMAN said he does not kmow the anewer to the question and does
not think it 1s e valid polnt of information.

MR. PLOTNICK sald he wants to answer that question. He sald there is a

slgnasl already in operation at the driveway intersectlon of Lord & Taylor
becauss he had to stop there tonight.

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI eaid he wanta to go on record as being against taxing
a new business as soon as they come intoc town and sald he does not think
this 1s fair. He sald when they first decide to locate here they lock
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into all these thinge and then after they get their building built, you
come in and sayt "Well, all right, now we're going to change the dis-
trict and hit you with a few more tex dollars." He sald he does not
think this is fair to the company putting up the building and tha new
company coming into the Clty. He said he also would 1ike to go on
rocord as being in favor of Mr. Murphy's suggestlon thet all cars and
boats be taxod at the same mill rate, regardless of whers they ars. He
said he thinks it should not make any difference whers you live, that
vhen you drive a ‘car you use the City's streets and if you own & boat,
you should pay the same tax, regardleass of what distrioct you live in,

As far se the policemen located up at Lord & Taylor, he sald he thinks

Lord & Taylor is paying them for their services and it 1ls not charged to
the City. :

MR. GUROIAN said Proposal B0 was his proposal and as it now appears
before him, i1t has besn butchered beyond all recognition. He Baid the
original intent has been stated by Mr, Murphy; however, he feels that
half a loaf is better than none and if we can't get our tex doellars from
Horth Stamford and we have these wealthy businesses whioch are coming
into the City who aren't by any means paupers and to ralse their taxes
is no more a sin than to raise tha taxes of the people of his distriot,
or any district. He gald he feele no sympathy for Lord & Taylor and
feels no sympathy for any of these large complexes that have moved into
the City, because they are using the services of the City.

MRS, PONT-BRIANT said she is against Proposal BO as it now stands, because
she does not feel it is fair to have a firm come in and mettle here in
good faith and then says "0,K., glve us mora money", She said perhaps

it 18 all right to ask for legitimate fees, if the garbage and trash
collection and other facllities are going to be overtaxed, then perhaps
Lord & Taylor would also agree to this. Also, she sald she does not

want to get into a running debate with Mr, Guroian, as she is from North
Stamford, but if services were given North Stamford, such as in other
sections, perhaps the people would not object to paying taxes, but they
are high and you can't svaluate things on a one bass standard for all,

MR. GEORGOULIS sald the areas in questlon are all in his distriot. He
sald the Board of Repressntatives 1s the third largest City Counoil in
the United States ~ the first 1s Chicago, Illincis, and the pecond is
Lincoln, Nebraska. He said we talk about referendum and if we can't get
things straight here emong forty of us, how can you expsct to get any-
thing done through referendum? He sald the word will leak out that we
are pulling in high clags stores and if you want to go there and spend
Your money, you go and nobody 1s asklng you to go and now that they are
here, it's. a credit to the City of Stamford to be able to attract this
type of business, He said i{f you turn mround ‘and start to impose higher
taxes on these corporations you ars causing a destruction that will affect
the City. SHecondly, how about the individual home owners who live in the
same district as Lord & Taylor? If they can get away with inoreasing
the taxes of these corporations, they certainly will also sneak into the
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humn ownera' property which is Tow in Cless "B" and raise thelr taxes too
uider the pretense that sowers will be coming., He saild he thinks this
whole thing is a big farce and he hopes that Lord & Taylor, Olin Mathiesogh“
and General Elsctric - the concerns that were mentioned tonight, will v
excuse us for expressing the opinion about lncreasing taxes.

MR. CALDER said he thought the basis for determining the tax rates for
Districts "A, "B" and "C" were the services that you received, He said

" either this partlicular district qualifies under services received as

Disirict "A or 1t doesn't. He saild if it does qualify, then he can see
no moral obligatlon to classify it as being in the proper tax district
where 1t belongs just because it happens to bs a new store that has just
settled hers., He sald 1f they recelve the same services which he recelves
in his District, which is "A", tben 1t should be put in that district.

MR. FEDAK paid the major opposition as he sees it 1a that these three
major companles have just located here and are now being subjected to a
new tax. He sald he thinks it should be brought out that it 1s not these
three companies that are being taxed, but the taxes are being imposed on

the ones who own the land on which they are located, because they are NOT
one and the same.

MR. JOSS sald he agrees with Mr, Calder and he sees that Mr. Georgoulis
complaint is for the poor home owner again, who finds himself staggering
under the taxes for "B" District and then finde himself “in:another tax
district before he knew what happened and without the services that go slong
with i1t., He sald 1t may be another five years or so befors the Clty gets
around to giving them the services that go with the taxes they ars being

\ asked to pay.

MRS. PONT--BRIANT ssld, ae an accountant, she begs to differ with Mr, Fedak
on the tax structure. ©She sald inventories of retall stores in this City
are taxed, so therefore Lord & Taylor, per se would be taxed on inventories,
furniture and equipment and, in addition to the bullding, which happens to
be in their name. She sald she would also like to ask about home owners in
this immediate area which you propose to change - would they not, also, be

- placed In a_higher taxing district? Also, she said, if the taxes had been

higher, perhaps Lord & Taylor would not have wanted to come here in the _ |
first place, and you are getting taxes from them on inventory, buildings, f
stock, furniture and fixtures, which you would not get if these three com-/
panies did not come to Stamford.

MR, MURPHY said he thinks the Members of the 7th District are right in want-
ing to have the Personal Property Tax be put into one district.

MR. ALSWANGER spoke against Proposal BO for the reason that he does not
possess the knowledge of what all these changes will cost and while we
think we might get a lot more money in tax revenues and it might coet us a
lot more to glve the services than we will get back in taxes for these
services., He said some day it might pey the City to do this, but without

the facts and knowledge of what all this will cost we had better walt until~—1o.
we know more about 1t.
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MR, SGCOFIELD said the Master Plan is currently under study for bring-

ing it up to date and all this discussion at thie point is way out of
order.

MR. HEINZER said he only relterates what he sald befors 1n reference
to Mr. Fedak's remarks. In the first place, he said, 1t 1p the com-
pany that pays the tax and not the owner, becauss 1t is reflected in
the rental, He sald he is moet worried about the reputation that
Stamford is going to get for doing this kind of thing when 1t comes
to us trying to get other industry and other atores to locate here.

MR. GEORGOULIS MOVED THE QUESTION, Seconded. CARRIED.

THE CHAIRMAN said the question is on Mr. Georgoulis'! committees'
recommendation that Proposal B0 be REJECTED., He sald the vote on the
Committee’s report is CARRIED.

MR, JOSS MOVED that Proposal B0 be sent back to the Charter Revision
Comnission that all cars and personal boats and personal preperty would
be claseifled as one tax district.

THE CHAIRMAN asked Mr. Joms if he is referring to inventory.
MR. JOSS said "no? — just cars and boats, period. Seconded.

MR. HEMINGWAY paid he wants more information bérore he votes on this,
He asked If we are starting something unique, or is this common prac-
tice in the State of Connscticut. :

MR. GEORGOULIS said he can answer that question,’ becausa about eight

or ten years ago the Board of Representatives had a similar situation.

A proposal was made at that tims to make one tax structure for ALL
automoblles and boats and at that time the Board found out thet we could
not do it. lle suggested that this be reinvestigated, because we will
probably get the same answer. He sald as he recalls, it 1s something
to do with the way the tax structure 1s set up which made it impoesible
to put the cars and.boats under cne tax district. He suggested going
to the Tax Assessor's Office and they can probably give us the answer.

MR. RYENICK said the simple reason why it could not be done, is because
it 1s governed by the State Statutes and can't be changed except by
the Home Rule Act and by referendum.

MR. BOCCUZZI suggested that perhaps by going to the State we might be
eble to bring the cars and boats under one taxing district,

THE CHAIRMAN gaid ae far as thle proposal is concerned, we haven't
got the time to do all this - tomorrow is the deadline to gst this baock
to the Charter Revision Commission.

MR. GRISAR said he thinks the Proposal is fair - that a Cadillac owned
in "A" District is the mame as a Cadillac owned in "C" District,
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THE CHAIRMAN asked the man who made the motion (Mr. Josa) if he
would accept letting the Charter Revision Commimsion look into the
legality of extending the same mill rate for boats and cars,

MR, RUSSELL said in order to simplify things - this was brought up
by Representative Iaccvo in a past Charter Revislon Commission and
all we have to do is look up the records at that time and 1t will
probably tell the legal reasons why it could not be done.

MR. HEINZER suggested the Board go carefully here, because this will
mean almost double work for the Tax Asgessor's Office and instead

of having everything listed under one tax rate, separste bills will
have to be made out for people who may have a house in "CM District
and whose boat or car is under the "A" Diastrict -~ separats tax rates
will have to be figured on each one of those items, He said he 1s
sure you will find out that this will just about double thelr work
and may even result in a net loss to the City when it 1s all over,

MR. GRISAR said he does not believe that if this 1is all computerized,
which 1s his business, that the work would amount to very much,

MR. RYBNICK seld now that we have Home Rule, we are able to do this.
MR. MURPHY said if this 1s true and we can change the whole tax system
just be going to referendum under Home Ruls, he can't see why we then
can't change it.

THE CHAIRMAN called for a vote on the motion. CARRIED,

PROPOSAL 85

DESCRIPTION:

Sac, 500,, 501, 03,1, 503,2: C e tle of Chapter 58 from "Boa
f Public Safety"™ to "Palica Commigsion® esnd "Fire Commisgion™ and to

delete Sac, 580 and add a new Section In place; also add ney Sec,580.]
and eliminate all refatvence to "Ba Pub. Safety" in Charter.

MR. GEORGOULIS said no action is needed on this. Approved.
PROPOSAL 92

DESCRIPTION:
ec, 40, ite B8 t line lete "Eithsr, or®™ and "Without" whi
will then read: ",. work here uthorize in the icipality",

To clarify to right of eminent domain

MR, GEORGOULIS said no action is needed on this. Approved.
PROPOSAL 98

DESCRIPTION:

Sec, 120 to delate "except msmbers of the Board of Financs", The first
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entenc t: 0 lective officer may be
7 a0 B 9 7e [ e q s of he

MR. GEORGOULIS said no action is needed on this. Approved.
PROPOSAL 101
DESCRIPTION:

gating “committea,

MR. GEORGOULIS said no action is needed on this. Approved.
PROPOSA
DESCRIPTIONS

MR. GEORGOULIS said no amction im needed on this, Approved.
FROPOSAL 108
DESCRIPTION

MR, GEORGOULIS asaid no action is needed on this, Approved.
PROPOSAL 113

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee REJECTED this am 1t is tied diresctly

to No. 12 which was sent back to the Charter Revision Commission. Second=-
ed,

After some discussion, THE CHAIRMAN asked Mr. Oeorgoulis if he would

accept referring Proposal 113 back to the Commisasion along with Proposal
12, Seconded and CARRIED,

PROPOSAL 115

DESCRIPTION
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MR. GEORGOULIS seid no action is needed on this, Approved.
PROPOSAL 120

DESCRIPTION:
Sec, 7142 ~ At end adds ".,, unless otherwise provided in Sec, 714" .

{lo_clarify retirement of Police and Firemen)

MR, CRORGOULIS sald no action 1s needsd on this. Approved,
PROPOSAL 123

DESCRIPTION

Sec 2 and ariry
Common Ple Cene Stat B-

MR, GEORGOULIS gald no action 1s needed on this, Approved.

PROPOSAL 125
DESCRIPTION:

Sec 1, and S - To ta_the rement thet Members o
Police end Fire Department bes alactorg of the C '

MR, GEORGOULIS seid no maction is nesded on this. Approved.

PROPOSAL 135° (See action taken under Proposal 5)
DESCRIPTION:

Sec, 574,1 ow) = To ct the City ¢ a erial

MR. CEQORGOULIS sald his Committes REJECTED thls and recommends it be

included as an Ordinance ~ same actlon as taken under Proposal 5. HE
50 MOVED, Seconded and CARRIED.

CONCERNING PROPOSALS REJECTED BY CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION -~ (See
Page 26 of their report to the Board, dated March 3, 1969)

REJECTED PROPOSAL 1

DESCRIPTION:

Sec, 553,11 (new) — To require that 1lications for nges to
Zonineg Mep be referred to the Planning Board for s report s presently
regquired in the case of spplications to amend the text of Zoning

Regulstions,

MR. GEORCGCULIS sald his Committee feels this should be returned to the
Charter Revision Commission for study and S0 MOVED. Seconded.
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MR. HEINZER said the Committee wants this returned to the Commission
1 for study with reference to Proposal No. 20 and Proposal No. 1. He
said he believes this has already been taken care of when we asked
the Commiseion to consider this under Froposal No. 2 when they asked
that a new Proposel be submitted.

THE CHAIRMAN agreed that action is superfluous as it has already been
taken.

REJECTED PROPOSAL 8
DESCRIPTION®

PR AT UL TR WL TEr - - e = e

MR. GEORGOULIS said the Committee felt REJECTION should bes continued.
REJECTED PROPOSAL 132 .

DESCRIPTION :
6~3, 26~4 an - T
r Co; ion.
£ . % MR, GEORGOULIS saild his Committee unanimously felt that rejection of

this Proposal is warranted.

MR. SCOFIELD said his Proposal would strengthen the authority of the

k Sewer Commission and 1s in accord with the General Statute 7-247 which

3 does not reflect its concern on duplicatlon and cost. He said the Charter
q. Revision Committee seems to imply that this Propossl would cause increased
cost, which is foolishness, With the growing concern over harbor pollu-
tion in Stamford, he said it seems inconceivable to allow the record to
show that monles were appropriated for the planning of a new sewage treat=—
ment plant back in 1964 which took us three years to pick engineers who
were never approved by the Sewer Commission. He said it took us 16 montha
in the planning stage with more months still to go before construoction

can start. He paid the cost of this proorastination will double the oost
6f this project. He sald the Sewer Commission MUST be given the final
authority over the City's sewers system. He paid the Charter as it is
preasently written does not even allow the Sewer Commiseion to check the
heavy infiltration of storm water run-off in sewers construoted before 1951,
He said he wants to point out that the Public Works Commissioner cannot
poseibly devote the time necessary to this complex problem as one agency
such as the Sewer Commission can, He said all he asks is that the experts
in this field be allowed to speak before tha Charter Revision Committee

of this Board and"not to throw this sway aa it is a very worthy proposal.
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THE CHATRMAN pointed out to the speaker that this Proposal has been re-
Jected by the Charter Revision Commission, so the only thing this Board
can do now is to ask them to reconsider it, He said the Committee (of
the Board of Representatives) has refused to do this and therefore the
Commlttee's recommendstion is for this NOT to go beck to the Charter
Revision Commission, so therefors the speaker (Mr, Scofield) is speeking
AGAINST the recommendation of the Committee and asking people to vote
"no" on the vote that will come up,

MR, SCOFIELD ssid that is correct,.

MR. RUSSELL sasid there may be another reason why the Committee mcted in
this manner and it could be that it was not clear just what was the
posltion of the Sewer Commlesion was in this matter ~ such as engineer~
ing advice., He said there has to be some clarification 28 to how this
highly technical and involved information and recommendations from an
engineering standpolnt, how this would get through to the Sewer
Commission., He said there is a point of confusion in this area that
&oes beyond just giving them the power and has to be clarified.

MR. GEORGOULIS reminded the Members that we tried to include the Sewer
Commission in one of the Ordinances and it was defeated, and spparently
the Charter Revision Commission felt the same way as our Commlttee felt,

MR. SCOFIELD said he spoke to the sub-committee on Charter Revigions and
they did not have anyone testify before them and went over it very hurried-
ly and he thinks on a second go-round that they could be easily convinced
that this is worthy of their consideration.

MR. GECRGOULIS said he is referring to the Board of Representatives who
defeated it.

MR. PLOTNICK spoke in favor and said it might be a good thing and he will
go along with Mr, Scofield on it.

VOTE taken on MOVING THE QUESTION, Seconded and CARRIED.

THE CHAIRMAM. sald the question is now on the recommendastion of the Charter
Revision Committee that we approve the action of the Charter Revision

Commission in rejecting Proposal 132, LOST. The Committee's report was
rejected.

MR. SCOFIELD MOVED that the Proposal (No. 132) be recommitted to the
Charter Revision Commission for reconsideration and ask them to receive

testimony from experts before making their finel decision. Seconded and
CARRIED,

MR. KAPLAN thanked the Committee for doing an excellent job,

MR. COPERINE thanked Mr, Kaplan for f£illing in so ably in the absence of
ths President, Mr., Fusaro.
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ANNOUNCEMENT

MR. MORRIS announced that the President's wife, Mrs., Fusaro, just had
a baby boy. Applause.

ADJOURNMENT s

Upon motion, duly seconded and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned at
11,30 F.M,

Velma Farrell

(Administrative Assistant and
Recording Secretary)

NOTE: This meeting was broadcast
over RADIO STATION WSIC until 11 P.M,
F
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