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MINUTES OF TUESDAY MAY 3, 1977 SPECTIAL MEETING

MR. HAYS: 1I'd like to AMEND that MOTION by expanding it to also include number 4,
If I may, I want to add there, that they will be responsible for the maintenance of
all City playgrounds and ballfields, in addition to where it says:'public recreation
areas including public beaches", etc.

MR. WIDER: SECOND that AMENDMENT.

MR. MILLER: You accept that MR, LOOMIS? Why don't we take MR. LOOMIS' MOTION. Mr.
LOOMIS is dealing with Subdivision 3, and he wants to add "buildings'"., MR. HAYS is
dealing with Subdivision 4,

MR, LOOMIS: I see nc reason not to accept MR, HAYS' MOTION, but we really didn't
discuss this, Let me just give you the intent.

MR, MILLER: Let's wvote on MR, LOOMIS' MOTION first. We're om MR. LOCMIS' MOTION,
Subdivision 3.

MR. D'AGUSTINO: I would like to speak on the same thing MR, HAYS was about to speak
on, so I'll hold off. If you'd move my name down, please?

MRS, COSENTINI: This question probably pertains to this whole definition of what a
recreation area is. When MR, HAYS' MOTION comes up for discussion it will also pertain,
(I suppose I could talk about it now), to ball parks, that are, for instance, on park
property. Is there 2 question about maintenapce there?

-»all parks that are, for instance, on Board of Zducation property, is tha t a recreation
area?

MR, MILLER: We'll vote on MR, LOOMIS' MOTION.
MR, BLUM: We talk of buildings --

MR, MILLER: That's the MOTION to add the work buildings, Now, are you for or against
that?

MR. BLUM: Just one minute, I want to ask: Where do we stand in the question where now
most of the bulldings come under the Public Works Department?

MR, MILLER: I don't know where we stand, MR, BLUM., You could wvnfe YES or NO on thias
MOTION.

MRS, McINERNEY: I'd like to ask MR, LOOMIS a question., Who shall be responsible for control
and direction of all activities at public recreation arveas, Including public beaches,

ice skating rinks, etec.? I'm assuming that includes hiring the people to maintain the
facilities, including the rest rooms and things like that,

MR. MILLER: We're not talking about that, MRS, McINERNEY. We're on MR, LOOMIS' MOTICN.
All those in favor say AYE, all those opposed NO. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANINOUSLY.
Now we'll get to Subdivision 4, MR, HAYS' MOTION. If you would repeat it MR, HAYS?

. HAYS: Without giving the exact language, I'll give the intent, I wouldv%%%ﬁT;tem 4
to specifically include playground areas and ballfields to elude =0 Mprs, COSENTLNITS



MINUTES QF TUESDAY MAY 3, 1977 SPECTAY MEETING

MR. BAYS: (continued) commentyon see In the later paragraph. They have provided
for school playgrounds whers the Board of Educallon consgents, 7T certainly would
leave that, And it's for maintenance that I'm specifically asking for, in addition
to having the direction of activities at those places.

MR, MILLER: VYou're talking about directlon of activities at playground areas and
ballfields?

MRE. HAYS: I'm asking for them to have the control and direction of activities at those
places as well as baving the responsibility of maintenance,

MR, MILLER: You alse want maiptenmance a4t publlc recreation areas, including public
beaches, lce skatlng rinks, and wherever the Beard of Education consents thereto,
school playgrounds, stadium, school buildings,

MR. HAYS: And ballfields,

MR. MILLER: Yes, ballground areas, ballfields. Is there a SECOND to that MOTTON? All
" in favor say AYE, all opposed NO. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY, 1Is there anything
further on the Board of Recreation? We'll take a DIVISION wsing the machina, The CHATR
declared it UNANIMOUS, Does anybody want to discuss MR, HAYS'® MOTION?

MR, BAXTER: My discuasion om this MOTION is not just to waste time, T think that theve
i8 a temsion, as all of us who have lived in the City, recognizes., A tension between the
Recreation Department and the Park Department 2bout the very issue MR, HAYS just partielly
brought up, sbout who mainfcins the ballfields,

You know, 1f you look at thig Charter that you voted on, I think it rates z little bit
mera discussion than a gummary vote, At least when we vote on it, we understand what
we are doing, I always found that kind of pleasure nics, that we do that,

Chapter 39 of the Park Commission, 595,1, as I understand it, talks about the maintenance
of all parks on which ballfields are now located. When we accept MR, HAYS' recommendation,
we are obviously changing the Intent of the structure of what THEY did. Now, I'm not
going te go into the merits about the recreation and the parks, except to say that the
Charter Revision Commission listened to this emdless thing, just as we 21l have, and

their solution to 1t. And 1t needs a solution,

Thelr solution to it was, both the Board ot Recreation and the Parks Commission are no
longer autonomous Boards., If£f T could characterize what some of the Commission members,
Charter Revision Commissiocn members said is alot of thisz:r '‘childishness'", Y¥ow, I

am sure its not childish to these people in the Parks Department or the Recreation
Deparitment who are persounally fovolved, Alot of that childishmess has to stop.

The way Lt stops is you alect a Mayor, you give bim THE power to be able to resolve
those disputes, and you get 2 coordinated policy of recreation. Now, that's what they
tried to do, That's what these twe provisloans tried to do, and voting for MR. HAYS®
MOTICH changes that, I would suggest that we leave it the way it Is,

MR. BLOIS: I think that I would have to back MR, HAYS up, belng CHAIRMAN of the 'i_/
Parks and Recreation Committee for the past three years, I would say that thera are
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MR, BLOIS: (continued) many faultg with the ballfields, We have many, many, complaints
thatthey*renot kept in a proper coudltlon, Recreation 1s very knowledgeable about
reereation, I don't thiuk Lhe Parks Department 1s qualified for recreation. Therefore,
I think we should bring things into perspective and let the Recreation Department take
care of and maintain the ballfields, because we have thousands of kids and grownups
playing on these ballfields.

We have as many as 6-8-9 games per day played on one ballfield, and they need alot of
supervision. The ballfields need alot of work and I think at this time, the Recreation
Department i3 the only one who could really devote time to it,

MR, D'AGOSTINO: I agree, T think all recreation should belong to the Board of
Recreation, 1Ice Hockey! I can't see it £falling under the Parks, What does Parks
have to do with ice hockey? 1It's a park; it's a sport. All sports should belong
nnder Recreation,

It's confusing Lo Lhe people. You call for a permit for an ice rink; a permit for
a field. Why would you have to call the Parks? TIt's a ball game, You call Recreation,
I would agree with MR, HAYS,

MR. ZIMBLER: I too couldn't agree more. I have been approached by a number of
constituents who are members of some of the organized softball leagues playing in
the City and these people are actively engaged now in circulating petitioms to that
effect, ;

They have found fault down through the years with the way the Parks Department has
maintained the fields, In all cases, those flelds that are currently maintained by tha
Board of Recreation are kept in better shape., They feel, rightly or wrongly, that the
Board of Recreation, since they aras sponsoring the activities in this in keeping the
fields playable, whereas the Parks Department is more concermed with planting flowers
and pruning trees and what not., So I would very much like to go on record as in favor
of this,

MR, BLUM: I guess what I am goling to be saying is a no no anyway, but I'm going to
say it. You know, I'wve heard this about the skating rink being a part of the Parks
Department and I agree that it is a recreatiomn. But, if you go to any other cities
they've coordinated the two together.

They are known as Parks and Recreation Department. The two are omne, But, I don't know what'
with Stamford., We'wve got a Recreation Committee and we'wva got a Parks Commission,

If that remains, some day, ten years into the future we'll think, well, I think we

ought to put 1t together..

MR. HOFFMAN: I think I'm inclined to agree with MR, BAXTER, 1f, for no other reason
then | think that the key to this particular problem would then be a duplication of
effort. The Park Department would be taking care of certain of these recreation areas,
and lo and behold you've got the recreation group coming right along behind them and
taking care of the same areas,

I'd say this, if we do this, it's golng to cost the taxzpayer more money. I would vote
against that proposal for that very reason., I think what should be done is something
perhaps that has never been done, and that is where a Mayor has gotten both of the
departments together and got them working as ome. I think that's probably the key to

the whole thing,
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MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED, All those in favoy say AYE, all those opposed NO,
The MOTION IS CARRIED., We'll proceed to 2 vote on MR. FAYS! MOTION. All those in
favor say AYE, all those opposed NQ. We'll take a DIVISION using the machine, The
MQTION IS CARRIED, 16 YES, 8 NO votes, Anything else on Chapter 54 - Beard of
Recreation?

MR, LOOMIS: Chapter SAA deazls with the Golf Commission. Thexre is an issue that
we have to resolve. However that fssue comes up later in Sectiom 903.2 so we'll
discuss it them., Otherwise there are no changes in this chapter., Chapter 55, the
Zoning Board. We do have a change,

The Comnecticut General Statutes provide that the Zoning Enforcement 0fficer for a
mmmiclipality shall be appointed by the Zoning Board, And, such iz the cadse in most
clties throughout the State., It has been the feeling of the Zoning Board, its
CEAIRMAN and members of the Board who have appeared before us, that zoning regulatiouns
are not hefng adequataly enforced at the currant tima,

And, that information, which requires them to make judgments Is not readily available.
The problem, apparently, is that the building inspactors' office, upor whom the Zoning
Board relies, is not able to respond to the specific complaints and there hasn't been
time to follow up on the request made by the Zoning Board,

In addition, apparently chronic violators, (since there 1s no follow-up) could contimue
to violate zoning regulations without any feay. Consequently we are recommending that
the Zoning Board be empowered to appoint a Zoning Enforcement Officer. Let me conclude
by saying, there 1s some question on part of the CHARTER REVISION COMMISSICN as to
whether it was {n theizr province to permit the Zoning Board to do this,

On March 4th the Corporation Counsels' office ruled that according te Section 719 of
the Connecticut Genmeral Statutes, it was Indeed the power of the Charter REvision
Cormission to allew the Zoning Board to appoint such an officer. I so MOVE,

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED,

hY

i:>

MR, BAXTER: I would just llke to point out, and I thiomk the thing we should focus on 1s not

necessarily whether there are allegations or claims that the present Zoning Enforcement
Officer either has or hasn't dorne everything that the Zoning Board would like it to have
done,

Because then we descend into personzlitiess and 1t's not a good place to be. We should
look forward, The Conmecticut General Statutgs, for a good reason give the Zoning Board
the power to appeint its own Enforcement Offlcer. The OMLY body in the City that can
direct that is Zoning; NOT the Board of Representatives, It's the Zoning Board., They
need to have the righe,

They can't be hamstrung! They need to have the right to appoint their enforcement officer,

If they don't appoint their enforcement cfficer they have absolutely NG recourse, If
that enforcement officer tells them:; ‘Listen, my budget was cut or I have other things
that I have to do and I can’t get involved with your problem, or I'll see you next week,
or the phone is ringing or whatevexn,

They are helpless, They could do nothing about it, Now, this doesn't mean that the

Zoning Board might not appoint the Building Inspector t¢ be their Zouing Enforcgmeﬂé +he

0fficer. A pumber of towns under the General Statutes in Copnecticut have appelnte

A
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MR, BAXTER: (continued) Building Inspector to be their enforcement cfficer,
But they have the recourse if he, for one reason or another can't do the job;
or they are not happy with it. They have the recourse to appoint someone else,
I think that should be kept in mind. I think it is essential for a good zoning
and the City depends upon how well the audit use that we make of our land. I
would ask that you support MR, LOCMIS' MOTION.

MR, DIXON: I would simply ask that in the event that the Zoning Board goes
out to appoint some other person to thls position, does it mean that the pre-
sent Zoning Enforcement Officer will lose his job? How does 1t affect his
present job with the City?

MR. LOOMIS: There would be no effect because tha Ruilding Inspector's office,
we do their work currently which they are undertaking under the Public Works
Department, It i3 the contention of the Zoulng Board that they don't have the
adequate time to deal with the Zoning Board work and that they are indeed busy
with their other respomsibilities., So that no ome would be removed at all, MR.
DIXON.

MR, FLANAGAN: I believe all the membership of the Board 1s in receipt of a
letter from JAMES SOTIRE, who is Building Inspector and Zoning Enforcement
officer at this time, with documentation to show that in most cities the
‘Building Inspector nmot only is the most qualified but it is more economical
for the City to have them in fact enforce zoning.

I raise the question that if our Building Inspectors office and inspectors can
not enforce zoning at the same time they enforce the building codes, then they
are probably not capable of enforcing the building codes or the zoning cedes,
or one or the other,

When you hire inspectors you have to trust that they have the expertise, the
qualifications, the time, and if they don't have the time, then perhaps there
should be additions to the Building Inspectors Department. 3But, we have to

trust the people to do the jobs that they are assigned to do within the City.

I happen to have confidence in the Bullding Inspector to enforce the zoning
regulations of the City of Stamford, There has been disagreements where you
measure a building, be it fromthe cormers or the centers or something like
that, but that is really nit-picking.

I think by and large the zoning of the City of Stamford has been enforced by
the Zoning Enforcement officer in his whole capacity and that to add more
personnel to do the same job at a time when the City is trying to economize
in all departments would be an error. Further, to make it as part of the
Charter would be compounding the error,.

MR. LOBOZZA: We're talking about something that I particularly don't like,

and that's an appointed Board or Commission appointing somebedy to a2 job. To
me, that is just another political plumb, I think, especially now that we had
two or three people laid-off in the Building Department, I don't think it's fair
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My, LOBUYZA: (continued) we take somebody from the cutside that we really
have no language on how they be hired or amything else, to give somebody a
job just by handing it to them through a board or commission, I don't
think it is fair to the Civil servants,

And my esperience with the building department, with zoping problems in my
district, they have been wery cooperative, when I had a problem. T called
and T talked to MR, SOTIRE, I talked to someons there, I aElways got my
satisfaction from them, So I sae no problem in the department,

MR, BLOIS: I think we have & very capable staff up in the Building Department.
I think there might be 5 or 6 of these Zoning Enforcement officers, I think
for us Lo wreale another Jjob whan we havae a department there, is self-
sustaining. I don't think this makes good semse. T think that if the Zoning
Board needs some help If they applied to MR. SOTIRE he would send somebody
down thera to assist them in their problems,

And I did have the opportunity to spezk to a couple of them and they sort
of disagree with the idea that they didn't have time to do anything for the
Zoning Board, They said they are available.

MR, WIDER: I am indeed concerned when thay waunt to change and put the
Inspection Department under the Zoning Board. You see, a lot of people who
have been ipvoived in construction seem to think that zoning enforcement is
the only thing that needs to be done.

Well, when you go out on these jobs, 1f you really don't know anymore than
this zoring, you're in trouble, because there iz a whole lot of people cut
there to draw your attention by talking,

When these Building inspectors go out they have a lot of things to thimk
about, and I happened to have been in the buildling business at ome time and
you get a bullding inspector to come out and if you could kind of comtrol his
thinking a little bit, you can get by with alot of things, But, these
bullding ipspectors that we have in the City of Stamford have been so educated
that when they go out they look at the following things:

Zoning number one, plumbing mumber two, electric number 3, water equal dis-
tribution number four, And with ocur Inspection Department I think we have
ong of the BEST in the state of Connecticut, I know some of these people are
guessing because thay have pot approved some of thely variances. They have
recommendead, but I would say to you, I would like to move that this section
of the Charter be deletad,

MR, MILLER: Of course you could vote against it,

MBS, GOLDSTEIN: I would love to MOVE the question but I can't because I want
to say that I agree wholeheartedly with MR, BAXTER, that, first of all, in

relation to the State Statutes it is a change thigéwghghggiid%%gei%gp%%Eogharter,
b 1 =3

And, secondly, that there Is nothing that says t

-

()
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MRS, GOLDSTEIN: (continued) and the zoning enforcement officer would neot be
the same person. Sorry, we are dealing with the Charter and I hope not with
personalitles, And that indeed, it is just a matter otf changing WHO the
appointive authority is,.

MRS, McINERNEY: I would like to know from MR, LOOMIS if -~ Well, it appears
to me most of the problems that I hear in terms of the Zoning Board being
empowerad to appolnt a zoning board official is the fact that there i3 a
possibility we could be creating another job,

Would MR, LOOMIS, instead, accept something to the effect of the Zoning
Enforcement officer shall be responsible tc the Zoning Board 1a regards to
zoning regulations and/or violatioms. Might that solve half of our problem?
It's saying the same thing, They are having him responsible to their board,
but their are not going to be hiring a new person te £ill that positiom.

MR. MILLER: Well, I don't think MR, LOOMIS car do anything. He's
serving the committee,

MR, LOOMIS: 1'd like to reply. The problem is, and we discussed this at
some length with various officials of Clty government, that the Zoning
Board i3 not getting its work done because of the lack of an Enforcement
Officer wherever he may be, Now, 1f you put him in the Building inspector's
office, or if you hire him directly, the fact 1s that more help 1s needed.
(End of tape 5, beginning of tape 6)

MR. LOOMIS: (continuing) (a few words lost) that 1f the Zoning Board
1is passing zoning laws they should have scme control and oversight over
somebody who is doing that work, And, therefore, we recognize the need
for additioral help, and we also recognize the need for Zoning Board to
have some say in how thelr own regulations are being enforced.

So, I think, Mrs. McInerney that if you understand ocur intent, my MOTLON
in effect agrees with what you're trying to do, so I would like to keep my
MOTION as it stands,

MR, SIGNORE: I was going to say something, but I'll MOVE the question.

MR, MILIER: MOVED and SECCNDED., All those in favor say AYE, all those
opposed NO., The MOTION IS CARRIED, We'll take a DIVISION on MOVING the
question, UP for YES, DOWN FOR NO. MRS, RITCHIE will be recorded as a YES
vote, There are 23 YES votes, 6 NO, We'll proceed to a vote on the main
MOTION, on the question itself which doesn't require two-thirds.

We've had some discussion on it and we're now voting orn the MOTION made by
MR, LOOMIS on behalf of the committee comcerming Chapter 55 Zoning Board.
Would you repeat the substance of that MR, LOOMIS?

MR, LOOMIS: The substance is, that under Chapter 35 we would permit the
Zoning Board to appoint a Zoning Enforcement Officer who shall be responsible
to the Zoning Board.
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MR, MIILER: We'll proceed to a vote on that matter. All those in favor say
AYR, all those oppeosed MO, We'll toke a DIVISLOW usging the machine, MR,
DIZON will be recorded as a NO vote, The MOTION 1s LOST, 11 ¥kS votes,

16 NO votes.

MR, LOOMIS: Chapter 56 there were no changes, Chapter 537 has been deleted,
Ghapter 58 The Police Commission and Fire Commission we made just some minox
changes; clarification of language. Charter 584, a2s you koow we previcusly
discussed this, 1s now part of the new Depariment of Traffic and Parkiang.

Chapter 59, we do In Sectilion 5398. We are requesting from the Corporation
Counsel’s 0££fice an opinion on this section because the State Statutes do
regstrict deeding of land from mmicipalities and we want to make sure that
this section conforms with State Statutes, So, we'll await word from them,
Chapter 60 --

MR, BLUM: The Econcmic [Development Commission?

MR. LOCMIS: Mr., BLEM 1f I could answer your questfon, The Economic Basis
Study is within a month or two of coming out with specific recommendations
regarding an Economlic Development Commiszsion.

The problem of the funding for this commission is somewhat up in the air

now, md it sppears that it will lie heavily on DA monies. If, indeed, @
they do get a substantiazl sum of EDA momnies, the provisions and the re-

gulations governing this commissior will be largely dictated by the Department

of Commerce in Washington,

So, I think we won't know what we'd be writing if we started putting language
in about 2n Economic Development Commission. So, I think it would be perhaps
bettrer to walt a few months and THEN act upon TEREIR recommendatlions which we
could tzke care of by Ordinance.

MR. MIZLER: The MOTION though MR, BLUM wasn't SECCONDED. Is there a SECOND
to MR, BLUM'S MOTION?

MR, BLUM: I accept MR, LOOMIS'.
MR, MILLER: Thank you. It'sa withdrawn.

MR. RAXTER: On Section 393.1 - Powers and Duties of the Park Commission,

Number I reads in my thing - 'shall establish, constrTuct and maintain all

parks"”, Yow, as I understand, the wisdom of this Board to date, it had added
ballfislds to maintenance of ballfields to the powers of the Board of Recreation,

Now, I personally feel that 1= is bad smough that we have to have two sets of

vehicles and two sets of grounds keepers to visit the same place, but I think

it would be compounding a foolishness to have, (since parks are part of ball-

fields), to bave the Park Commission under this secticn of the Chartar able to f“\
go in and maintain those same ballfields of that park along with the Board of St
Recreation.
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MR. BAXTER: (continued) So, 1f we are goling to have two sets of people
doing it, at least we should spell it out and AMEND Section 1 to exclude
ballfields, and T go MOVE,

MR, MILLER: You're dealing with Chapter 59, Section 595.1.
MR, BAXTER: I only make that MOTION, not because I agree with the concept,

but I think the concept iz wasteful of money and I disagree with it strongly.
If we're going to do it, we ought to at least NOT have two sets of people

‘maintaining the same ballfield; one under the power to maintain a park of

which a ballfield is a part, and another under the other Section. We ought
to exclude it.

MR, MILIER: There is nothing about ballfields in number 1., MR, BAXTER wishes
to specifically mention that ballfields are excluded?

MR, BAXTER: Unless the pleasure of this Board is, beafides having two sets of
maintenance people and have two sets of velfeles Lo do with the maintenance,

wa also want visits from two different Commissions and Departments maintaining
ballfields. The Park Commiasion under this Section of the Charter, using its

‘authority since the ballfield is part of the park; and the Board of Recreation,

under the Sectlon we just amended, unless that is the continued wisdom of this
Beoard, then I suggest that we make 1t qlear that only the Board of Recreation can
maintain ballfields and not the Park Commission.

MR, MILLER: There is a MOTION made by MR. BAXTER, SECONDED by MR. EOFFMAN to

put language in Section 595.1, sub-division 1 which would exclude the Park
‘Commission from having the responsibility of caring for the ballfields, That

MOTION has been made and SECONDED. Discussion,

MRS. COSENTINIL: MR. BAXTER, do you think that by not having it in there maybe
some confusion that the area that i3 callad "paxk' might be meant to lnclude
ballfields? 1Is that why you feel it's peeded?

MR, BAXTER: MRS, COSENTINI, not only do I feel that, but it could pot be
clearer, Since the intent of the people who drafted this very document you're
helding did pot include parks in one section, and clearly I mean ballfields,
and clearly meant It to go under to resolve the previous foolishness that went
on between these two.

They attempted to put it all under the Mayor; let the Mayor be responsible apd
handle it properly. We in our wisdem are recommending something elsa. I'm
sure we've all thought it through. I'm sure you agree with this because you
thought it through already.

MRS, COSENTINI: T understand and I agraee with your position. The orly thing
is I thipk that by saying I don't belleve a ballfield i3 really thought of as a
park, and I don't kmow that it is necessary, I have no objection, 1£ {it will
make you feel better,

MR, EAYS: Again, I shave MRS, COSENTINI'S idea, T don’t consgider i1t objectable,

but I don't think It's necessary. I would coustrue a park as possibly containing
a playground AND ballfield; but not necessarily., I look .4 whe language that we
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MR. HAYS: (continued) put In the Recreation Department zas providing for the
maintenance of the ballileld and playground if thers a2re some contained in

the park, Otherwilse, all the maintenance would be the Parks Department, As
to having two (2) departments responsible for maintenance, L'd just as soon
have one blg Public Works Department delag the maintenance everywhere, {f we're
going to follow his thesis.

MR. D'AGOSTINO: MOVE the question.

MR. MITLER: All those in favor say AYE, all those opposad N0, The MOTIOXN IS
CARRIED, The question 13 on MR. BAXTER's MOTION which would affect Section
595.1 subdivision 1, fncluding ballfields, All those in favor say AYE, all
those opposed NO, The CHAIR is in doubt, We'll take a DIVISION using the
machine. The CHAIR will take the count,

MRS. PERILLO 1z to be recorded as an ABSTENTLOW, " The MOTTON 75 CARRIED with
11 YES, 10 NO votes. And let the record indicate that at this point 3 members
have left the meeting; MR, ZIMBLER, MR, LIVINGSTON, MR, DeROSE, MR, RYBNICK,

and MR, CONNORS, Anything else under Chapter 597 Before golng oum to the next
Section we'll take a brief recess; a five-minute recess.

RECESS
MR. MILLER: The meeting will come to order. The CLERK will call the roll.

Mrg, Perilloc - Here ¥r, Osuch - Here Mr., Schlechtweg - Here

M1, Morgan - Absent Mr. Signore ~ Here Mrs, Goldsteln ~ Here
Mr. Zimbler - Absent Mr, Wiesiey - Here Dr. Lowden - Here

Mr. Dizon - Here Mrs, Hawe - Here Mz. D'Agostine - Still here
Mr,. Hays - Here Mr, Lobozza - Here Mr. Wider - Still here
My, Hoffman - Here Mrg, Santy - Here ¥r, Rybnick - Absent
Mr. Loomiz - Here Mz, Fox - Absent Mr, DeRose ~ Absent
Mr. Ravallese - Here Mrz, Ritchie - Here Mrs. Mclaerney - Here
M1, Perillo - Here Mr, Flanagan - Here Mzr. Bloils - Hers

Mr., Livingston - Absent Mr., Baxter - Here Mrs, Nizolek - Absent
Mr. Zelinski - Still here Mr, Sherer - Absent Mr., Costello - Absent
Mr. Carluccl - Here Mr, Blum - Here Mr. Connors - Absent
Mr, Sander - Absent Mr. Walsh - Absent Mra, Coseatini - Here

Mz, Miller - Here

MR. MITLER: There are 27 members prasent, 13 absent, We'll proceed to
Title VI, Chapter 60,

MR, LOOMIS: I'd like to make a MOTION, The Committee has only 6 more re-

commendations left in this report. I would like to make a MOTION that we
congider these 6 recommendations io sequence --

MR. MILLER: MR, LOGMIS --
MR. LOOMIS: Excuse me, can I complete my MOTION?

MR, MILIER: WNo, because I'm not going to take the MOTIONT.r I think it is
good mews to know. The MOTION is NOT IN ORDER, because we re NOT going to

O
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MR, MILIER: (continued) limit the possibility of people to make MOTIONS
as we go along. What vou are doing will invite the Roard to go through
6 matters very quickly and then lose a quorm Tmmediately,

MR, LOOMIS: I said nothing about the quickness of our debate. I simply
said --

MR, MILILER: No, but after you get through the 6th recommendation from the
Committee then people would leave, so, let's go through the ncrmal procedure
which we've carried on through the evening,

. Let's hope the members will restrain themselves and we will get out of here

at a reasonable hour, I think I1f we know that there are only & MOTIONS on
behalf of the committee, that gives us some idea of where we are going, We
could proceed, MR. LOOMIS.

MR, LOOMIS: I had completed Chapter 60, Excuse we, we were just f£inishing
with Chapter 59. I had explained the request that we've made of Corporation
Counsel regardlng State Statutes on the question of taking park land. Chapter
60 we've just clarified language regarding interest on taxzes on motor vehicles
to make it consistent.

Chapter 61l. There is an important change and I'd like to draw the attention
of the Board members here to Section 615, Now 615 calls for the review by the
Mayor of the budget of the Board of Educatlon and this Committee on April 26th
voted to delete that Section which calls for such a review.

We did so for the following reasons: the members of the Board of Education,

a citizen elected body, exercises strong control over the management and the
budget, and operations of the Beard., They meet weekly; they have open budgetary
process, and they meet often with effective citizens for their input and their
reactions to the proposal of the Board,

So they DO know what is going on; that 1s, the Board of Education, the citizen
board. Secondly, the budget which is presented and prepared by the Superintendent
and his assistant is subjected to a rigorous review.

First, 1t goes to the Board of Education itself; second, it then goes to the
Board of Finance; third, it then goes to the Fiscal Committee, and last of all
to this body meeting as a2 whole, And we weren't quite sure why another layer
should be added to this rather exhausted process,

Third, it is likely since the Mayor would omly have powers to cut and also

given the crush of the budgetary process with all the other budgets that he

must review and analyze, it i3 not likely that he would have time for a thoughtful
and critical review process which the Board of EZducation has spent many months

in putting into thelr own budget.

It may be the case, as we are all aware that political considerations would
enter the process at that point, which i3 something that we don't wish to see
happen, and indeed something which the State Legislation has passed many laws
to prevent from happening in municipalities throughout our jtate,
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MR. LOOMIS: (continued) Lastly, we have the belief that the Board of
Education is well managed, efficlent in its operations, and one of the
few City bodies that has consistently lived within its budget. So,
consequently T am reporting favorably on the deletion of that portiom
of Section 615 which calls for Mayoral review of the Board of Education
budget,

MR. WIDER: SECOND that budget.,
MR, MITLER: SECONDED. Discussion.

MR, LOBQOZZA: It seems we're ab the "sacred cow" now. I don't agree with

MR, LOOMIS on many things about the Mayor mot having time, because as the
Mayor of this City he should have time., And as far as the Beoard of Education
being responsible, I think all of us are well aware of one thing; this is

an election year, and when 1t comes down to electilon time, just like it was
last year, the big fights'golng to be - who is reszpomsible for the increase
in our taxes.

And one mayor iz going to be blaming the previous mayor and there will be no
mention of the Board of Education. I think it's time that we, as 2 Board
did what was right, and 1f we're golng to hold the MAN responsible for the
taxeg in this City we should give him the power to be respoansible,

We're talking about I'd say, approzimately 457 of the expenditures in our i::
City budget, and if the Mayor can't be respomnsible for almost half then how

could you hold him responsible for the increase in taxes? I'd like to just

say that I'm AGAINST MR, LOQOMIS' MOTION.

MR, SIGNORE: My feelings onr this particular issue are; since there are so many
questions about the creditabiliity of the Board of Zducationm as far as 1ts

budget is concermed, I would think they would welcome another review of their
budget,. especially by the Mayor himself, who is responsible for setting the

MILL rate and who is respomsible for the budget as a WHOIE now will be blamed

1f the taxes are railsed.

I fael that the Board of Education'budget which 1s the major part of the total
City budget should be scrutinized by the Mayor.

MR, HOFFMAN: I agree with Jim and Sal, In that the Mayor should have the
ability to review this school board budget., My reasons for this is as follows:
I think that: 1, i1f we are to say that the school beard does kunow what's
going on it's questionable because I really think thet they are rather narrow-
minded in theiw a2ppreach,

All they can sge (8 educalblon, T don't think they are really that concerned

about what it costs the tazpavers, In so far as the Board of Fducation themselves,
hare again T think you have a group of people who have been elected to office

and they‘ve been elected to the office of the Board of Educaticn on the basis

of their very, very, strong beliefs in good education, and that's fine,

()

But, I thirk when you begin to say thet you know i
X you want good edugaitio
damm the cost, we're going to go ahead with it anyway regardless of ﬁﬁa%’the
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MR, HOFFMAN: (continued) cost i1s, even though it means killirng the''goose

that layd the golden agg'in C(hls partlecular instance, it LS ‘[HE TAXPAYER.

Then I say that's wrong. I believe that the Mayor should have an opportunity

to review this budget, and that it is time for some political control, because
now the Mayor 13, as was pointed out earlier, he is responsible for the taxes

and ultimately receives the blame when the taxes do go up and do go out

of sight, and lord knows they're out of sight here.

Bridgeport has total control of their school budget. Some of the towns
around us have sort of a control of their school budget, in that they

are able to vote these particular items down., Now, I think that we are
confronted with an entirely different situation which is perhaps going

to be a "Pandora's Box', and that will be the new law which is pertaining
to the equalization of the school taxes,

I think that, indeed, that 1if this comes about, we shall probably see an
entirely different way of allocating monies, tax monies that comes from the
State for the various school districts. And, I think that wa are now con-
fronted with a situation with our Federal government, It's way in the hole,
8160 billion I believe the figure is; and the State of Connecticut is con-
fronted with a $60 million shortage of funds and we are saying here that the
school board budget is sacrosant; let's net touch it!

Meanwhile the place is falling down around our ears insofar as tazes are
concerned. Taxes continue to escalate, The Board of Education has not

acted perhaps wisely, in that while the schoel population has been declining,
they have seen fit to Iincrease the number of administrators that are in the
schools; they have closed the school, and yet kept 1t opened.

So, when we say they know what's golng on with the Board of Education, I
disagree with that entirely, and I think that it is HIGHE TIME that the Mayor
recelves a portion of the respomsibility of that entire school budget and that
he can pass on it.

MR, MILLER: The NO SMOKING SIGNS are up, and we will have to emforce the NO
SMOKING.

MRS, COSENTINL: I guess everyone nas read that the Connectilicut State Supreme
Court sald that the property tax is no longer going to be the basis upor which
we fund our schools., The rationale for this particular item being added to
the Charter is that the tax rate which 1s based on OUR property taxes should
be under the contzol of the Mayor.

If tha school financing is going to be removed from the area of the tax rate
based on property, I don't understand what everybody thinks they are going to
accomplish by having the Mayor have a say on the school bcard budget, 1f
indeed it HAS nothing to do with our tax rata.

Suppose the State decides to impose an income tax totally for the funding of
the schools. It seems to me we may, in a couple of years, find a totally
new way of funding our schools. The State now is really going to take over
the control that it has.

What the municipal input will be, and what the mumnicipal responsibil**? will
be 1s enormously vague and way up in the air at this time., I'm really not too
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MRS, COSENTINI: (continued) upset about this going through, because I
think people ore cxzpresaing 2 feeling Lere aboul & million other things
again, as they usually do when LU comes to the Board of Edueation, I
think it iz going to be right out of our control, and the Mayor is NOT
going to have anymore responsibility very soon about the tax rate in
relationship to the Board of Education budget ther he does now.

MR, BAXIER: I would just like to take a few minutes to review what I
think is a very important attribute about living in Conmecticut. Those
of vou who are natives of other states, or who pay attention to what
goes on Iin other states, recognize that the system we have for balancing
commumilty needs in Connectleut is unique or relatively unique,

Most other states have school boards which have the power to levy a2 tax
an the Tand or the paople within thelr borders, without ragard tg duy
balance of the peeds of the community, for Public Works, or Welfare, oz
anything elae, They lavy thab tax,

The people can either defeat 1t, and in some states the people can't even
defeat 1t! The Supreme Courts of other states have sald what the Board of
Education does iz what goes,

Now, In this State, to my mind, we have a mechavnism that allows the balancing

of commumity needs. You have a Beard of Zducation who is focusing on I
education and not on Public Works, and who sets a budget that IT feels

will accomplish its goal.

()

And, vou have two bodles that are elected throughout all of the citizens,
namely the Boand of Finaoce and the Board of Representatives whe are charged
right now with balancing the other needs of the City -- how much does {ir cost
to take care of the aging; how much does it cost to bhave this; zod 1f we have
a tax rats that approzimates 1007 we can't do anything.

And that balancing act 1s done by the Board of Finance and by us, Now, 1t is

not done by the Mayor. It was NEVER dome by the Mayoxr. If the people are going
te hold the Mayor responsible for the tax lncrease, that is occasion by the Boaxd
of Education when it is clear that the Mayor does not now, nor never did have
any responsibility for the policy of education nor the educational budgst,

you can't stop people from delng that anymore than you can stop people from
blaming the Mayor for the war In Southeast Asia, or for the Rhodesiazn chrome
gituation,

Anybody whe knows anything azbout how the City acts, knows that the Mayor doesn’t
set pollicy, doesn't review the budget, and has nothing te de with the budget

of the Board of Fducation; neor should he; he has M0 reaponsibility. Why not
have 2 Charter that the Mayor (because we have politics here we heard), why

not have a Charter provision that the Mayor of the Town of Hartford gets a
chance at the budget, I mean, you know, our Mayor doesn't have -~ we elect

a school board whe are responsidle to us, to the voters for sducational policy.
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MR, BAXTER: (continued)And it seems to me rather strange, say, 1if we were
the League of Woman Voters, or if we were the Courtland Terrace Association
purposing this I can understand 1t more than T conld understand the Board of
Representatives asking for someone to pleasa take control of the ecducational
budget, because we have that responsibility and we DON'T KNOW HOW TO USE IT!

We've got to have the Mayor in there because he could control , and this and
that, and we're the ones who could control, we want to cut that budget a milliom
dollars, we could cut it a million dollars if we get enough of us to agree.

And it 13 not as 1f, and I'm not suggesting that we do -- before people start
getting off the deep end -~ I'm just saying that we, as a Board have that
responsibility and it 18 a little bit unseemly to look around to find somebody
else who could take the heat off us that we could point to,

Because anybody knowledgable around here who doesn't lika the tax inerease that
goes on could talk to the people who are in charge of appropriating momey and
getting the tax rate, which 1s cach of us In this room and the Board of Finance,

Now lastly, and I won't delay you any longer, but lastly we right now have (end
of tape side 6, beginning of side 7, a few words lost in turning the tape) Board
of Education, we want to put a fourth layer of review in there, someone who
doesn't have responsibility, who could only cut, obviously it is the way to get
the budget cut down and take if QFF us, I think it is political, It shows

that we recognize that we are, or at least it suggestsz that we aren't doing

our job, and I'm against it.

I hope, and most of you know that I'm at least, with regard to budget items,
on the Board of Education, I'm not exactly a liberzal or a heavy spender., It's
just that I don't feel that this is a2 good provision in the interest of the
City. It could jeopardize the control that we have now.

Unique among most states, which is that we have some boards who get and
balance the needs of the City against education. If we blow it, we can end

up like most states whers they just TELL us what we have to pay; and we pay
it, and we yell, and we change bodles in the Board of Education, but no matter
what body you get in there, they're going to do the same thing because their
only focusing on one thing.

I mean, you've got to have a Board of Education., They are going to vote on
a budget and it's never going to be balanced with anything else. We, at least,
have the chance to balance it.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: MR. BAXTER, that was so well said -- really. It is very
interesting to hear at the beginning of these discussions, the Board of

Education described as -- here we come to the "sacred cow'', It just seems

to me, however, that every single time we talk about the Board of Education
we're actually talking about everybody's favorite 'whipping boy', and not "sacred
cow'!
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MRS, GOLDSTEIN: (continued) In relation to this MOTION, over the last few
vears there has been such an excellent attempt made to get polities mut of
the appointment process in the Board and into some kind of fear svalnation
system, To me the Charter Commissions' recommendation once again puts the
Board of Education, puts appointments, puts everything wefve workad hard
against into the hands of politics, amd it shouldn't be there,

This is not the place for the Mayor. Ther=m are many places for wmayoral
cuts and okays' and say so's, But this is NOT the place.

MR. WIESIEY: The revision that is recommended by the Charter Revision
Commission implies that the present process has not worked for the benefit
of the City. The record reveals otherwise, since the Board of Education
has consistently lived within the budget limitations set by the Baard of
Representatlves,

To give rhe Mayor this power of review is a repudlation of the responsibllities
of the curredt fiscal boards AD the Board of Representatives, Ten years

ago, the BDoard of Educallon's budget was 307 of the tctal City budget., This
year, it is 41% of the total City budget. The area of the budgets the Mayor
presently raviews certainly is the area that needs the help, It's the area
that has never been able to live within the budget thats been allowed for 1LE.

Now WHY dees it make sense to toss that part of the total City budget that <:>
i3 under control into THAT part that ISN't under conitrol? Lets let the

Mayor control the part that he has a hand in right now Instead of giving the

cther to him,

MR, ZELINSKI: I'd like to MOVE the questiom,

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDZD., All those in faver say AYE, all those
opposed, NO, The MOTION is CARRIED. We'll proceed to a vote on thes MOTION

on behali of the Charter Revision Committee to delete that part of Secticn 815,
which states that the Mayor shall review the budget and may only accept to
reduca the total estimated expenditure,

Not later than the 20th day of March, the Mayor shall submit to the Board of
Finance the budget a2s acted upomn by him, Thers has been a request for A ROLL
CAIL, Will thoge mewbers desizing 2 roll call raise their handa? There is a2
sufficient number. The vote will be takep by ROLL CALL. A YES vota 1s fox
deletion, a NO vote agaipst, -

The CLERK will call the roll., A YES vote is to delete the language gilving
the Mayor power with reference to the Board of Eduecation budget; z No vote
is opposed to that., The CLERX will 211 the ROLL.

Mrs. Perillo - No Mr, Dizon - Yes

Mr, Hays - Yes Mr, Hofiman - Neo

Mr. Loomis - Yes Mr. Ravallese - Neo /ﬁ\
Mr, Perillo - ¥o ¥r., Signore - No ~
Mr, Wiesley - Yes Mrs, Hawe - Yes

¥Mr, Lobozza - No Mrs, Santy - No
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CALLING THE ROLL: (continued)

Mrs. Ritchie - Abstain Mr, Flanagan - Ycso

Mr. Schlechtweg - Yes Mrs, Goldstein - Yes
Mr, Lowdan - Yes Mr. D'Agostino - No
Mr. Wider =~ Yes Mrs. Mclpermey - No
Mr. Blois - No Mr, Baxter - Yes

Mr. Zelinski - No M1, Carlucei - Abstain
Mr. Blum - Yes Mrs, Cosentini - Yes

Mr, Miller - Yes
MR. MILLER: The MOTION IS CARRIED with 14 YES, 11 NO, and 2 abstentions.

MR. LOOMIS: In the same section the Commission added language, which indicates,

if I may summarize, that the Board of Education may accept State and Faderal

grants which are 1007 reimbursed without going through the Board of Representatives,
We vnted to deleate THAT NEW languege, The veasou we voted to DELETE the new
language is as follows:

First of all, there are grants that are gometimes awarded, which are indeed
a 1007 prepaid. 3But, later on as the program continues, a LOCAL sharing
becomes required. So if we don't know when these grants begin and all of a
sudden we're asked to contribute, then we would be, I think, in an uninformed
positicn,

Secondly, some of these grants are given to the Board and the money comes
after that actual awarding., Therefore, in effect, we're given authorization
to spend, and yet, we don't have the money. We're put into a rather unusual
situmation, If they were going to get a 1007 grant without the money, they
would have to go through an appropriating process approved by us.

So there are fundamental problems with this Sectiom, and comsequently we voted
unanimously to deleta it, and I so MOVE,

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. All those in favor say AYEZ, all opposed NO.
The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

MR, LOOMIS: 1In Section 617 we are asking for clarification of language re-
garding the actuarial cost and @ccrued liability which will not be a part of -
fizding of tax rates, We don't want a huge increase of taxes immediately, and
the Commission understands our point of view, We'll get our recommendations
in terms of clarification there,

In 618, language approved by the Commission permits transfers between accounts
within an office to another agency; not to exceed $500,00. We are moving that
the transfers recelved from an agency cannot exceed $500,00 because, it could
be the case, undex the current language, that ONE agency could receive several
transfers, piling up a good deal of money. We don't think this will be 2 good
practice, so I so MOVE that THAT restriction be included,



50.

MINUTES OF TUESDAY MAY 3, 1977 SPECTAL MEETING _ . —_

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED, All those in favor say AYR, a1l thoae
opposed, NO, The MOTION IS CARRIED UNANTIMOUSLY.

: \
MR, LOOMIS: Chapter 62, there were no changes, Chapter 63, no changes,
Chapter 64, no changes. Chapter 65 talks about the Board of Fimance and
we had some clarification of language there, but no subgtantial changes,
Chapter 66, and 70, no changes. Chapter's 71, 72, no changes.

Chapter 73, the Merit System, there a re 2 couple of changes, T refer te
Section 731 at the very beginning of Chapter 73. There shall be 5 members on
the Personnel Commission to serve for 5 year overlapping terms, and so on.
The last sentence statas that the 5th member "shall be elected from among the
members of the classifled service".

It was QOUR feeling that 1t 1s an unwise precedent to have a member of the
classified service sit on the Persanmel Commission. Wo voted unanimousiy,
to allow -~ I should correct myself, We don't object to a member of the
Classified servicae sitting on thet commisslon, We object to that person
having VOTING RIGHTS.

It would be somewhat akin to having, let's say, & member of the Teacher's
Unlon sitting on the Board of Education. We're not objecting to a member
sitting on the Commission; we ARE objecting to that person having voting
rights, So omr recommendation iz to increase the Commission by an extra
member; have 5 members plus a non-voting member frem the Classified service,
and I so MOVE.

()

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SEMNDED, Discussion.

MR. BLOM: I wish to go along with the Charter Revislon as put thers by the
Commissior. THat the 3th member shall be elascted from emongst the members
of the Classified service. Tor years this was an original; in other words,
when there was a 3 member board there was AINVAYS a member from the municipal
employees so designated,

Now they're making 1t a 5 member board and they are trying to do away with this
municipal employee, It 1s true that he has State lews which protect him and ki
contract, But, there are many other items, local grievancesz in which he caa
take care of on this Board and I feel the municipal employees have a RIGET to
be on this Commission. .

MR, MILIER: MOVED and SECONDED. All those in favor say AYE, all opposed, WO.
The MOTION is CARRIED., We're now voting on the MOTION made om behalf of the
committee by MR, LOCMIS, which would recommend that tha Charter Revialen
Commlssion change the Personpel Commission so that there would be 5 voting
members and no one of those 5 members would be a member of the Classified
service.

Then there would be a 6th non-veting member dravm from the Classified serwice
I would assume MR. LOOMIS that the idea is that the 6th member would be elected?

MR, MILIER: He would be elected, so that Is what we're voting onj thatlproposal.
All {in favor say AYE, all those opposed, NC. The CBATR {3 in doubt, we'll take

a DIVISION,
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MR, MILLER: (continued) The MOTION IS LOST. There are 10 YES, 16 NO votes,
the balance ABSTENTIONS. That MOTION is LOST.

MR, LOOMIS: At the bottom of the page, Section 731.5, the language now
reads ''mo member of the Personnel Commission shall be an officer of a
political party or shall hold any other public office or position, or shall
be a member of any local, state or national committee of a political party,
or shall be a member of any political club or organization',

We are recommending to delete the last phrase of that Section - "or shall
be a membexr of any political club or organization', It was our belief that
that language 1s so WIDE, that most anybody could fall into the category
of being a member of a political club or organization; and, it's really
TOC restrictive.

We do Lelleve that the language prior to that last phrase should prevent
any highly partisan individuals from being appointed te the Personnel
Commission. So, I MOVE the deletion of the last phrase of Section 731.3,
beginning with "or shall a membex'.

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED, All those in favor say AYE, all those
opposed, NO. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANTMOUSLY.

MR. LOOMIS: There were no further changes in that chapter. Excuse me,

there was Section 740.2 on the Personnel Appeals Board., I believe this is

a4 change we made at YOUR suggestlon, MR, PRESIDENT, We felt that the persons
appointed to this Board should be impartial and not have partisan affiliation.

We would like to apply the language of Section 731.5 to this particular
section of the chapter regarding members of the Personnel Appeals Board. So
they also would NOT be members, or, rather, officers when holding office in
political parties and so on. So, I so MOVE the addition of the language of
Section 731.5 to Section 740.2.

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. All those in favor say AYZ, all those
opposed, NO. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANTMOUSLY.

MR. LOOMIS: T believe that then concludes that chapter, Chapter 7 --

MR, MIILER: There are a couple of other MOTIONS, apparsatly,

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: Sectiom 733A; the language about the DIRECTOR being a full

time employee. I would think that all our DIRECTORS would be full time employees.
I would like to move that either that language be put in for ALL directors, or
deleted in relation to this perticular DIRECTOR.

MR, MILLER: What would you like to do?

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: 1I'd like to delete it.

MR. LOOMIS: MRS, GOLDSTEIN, I would like to say that the Commission would be
very much open to receiving a MOTION to the effect generally stated, that all
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MR. LOOMIS: (continued) DIRECTORS would be subjected to the same language
in this Section. 8o it 1s a perfectly acceptable MOTION,

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: I would be amenable to that MOTICON then,

MR, MILLER: We're not talking 2bout DIRECTORS. What ARE we talking about?
The question is rafsed about this Section because when the Charter Revision
Commiasalon discuzsed this part of the Charter, questions were ralsed about
2 particular incumbent, I think that if this language is to be deleted I
don't think it RFEATLY takes anything away from any other department.

We all know when a job 13 suppoded to be full time, so I think perhaps wa
could proceed by having MRS, GOLDSTEIN MOVE that this language be deleted and
1f someone wanted to make a MOTION with reference to ALL of those positions
then that would be ln eoxder.

MRS, GOLDST.IN: 1 =o MOVE,
MR, MILLER: MUMED and SECONDED,

MR, BAXTER: I'd like to hear soma reasoning why he shouldn't be a full time
employee! Or why, perhaps -- maybe we should require’ that he spend 8 or

10 minutes a month on the job; or, should we say something more than that; or,
what's the reason for that?

MES. GOLDSTEIN: The fact 1s that he IS a full time employee. My point is
really that io relation to nene of the other DIRECTORS, or Departwent heads
is this characterization made., UYow, I bellieve all Directors, all Departmant

heads should have Zull time jobs, And this is so stated in the job specification,

Now this was put In, because at the time of appointment I belleve, or currently,
we're now talking about dealing with persopmalitiess rather than position,

At the time that this current Persounel Director was employad he was finighing
a teachirg job and for ome day a week, two or three hours, he was committed by
the Persopnel Commission to finish that respomsibllity.

i

That is over. He is certainly there as a FULL~TIME employee, as he wWas even
when he had to take off that one or two hours, or whatever it was, to finish
that responsibility, which the Personnel Commission knew about, Now to put

this in is UNFAIR, unless it 1s a special paragraph that relates to every single
DIRECTCR or Department head.

Now, certainly I think that they all should be full -~ time; I mean that's what
we're paying them for and they are being paid very good salaries, But, the
pelnt 1s, why keep 1t here alone? Either everywhere or nowhere and have it
understood In the job specs.

MR, BAKT"R: Look, deoes your AMENDMENT include deleting HIS position; the
Classifiéd Servica?

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: No.

PR
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MR, BAXTER: Does it include deleting his provision for an annual salary,
which is fixed by the Personnell?

MRS, GGLDSTEIN: No. It would just delete full-time employees; but, as I
said, T would be amenable to having full-time employees there 1if full-time
employées were in every other Director position, But, all this

full-time items are present in the job specifications, There is no reason
for it to be in tkhe Charter,

MR, BAXTER: What about the appropriation though. Do we sa%othe rest of
them that they receive an annual salary fixed by the Personnel Commission?
I mean 1f we are going to-have annual salary we ought to know how much time
he should work. r

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: Certainly the Persomnnel Commission doesn't pay the Public
Works Commissioner, I mean, you know.

MR, MILLER: I think the point being made is that perhaps as MR, BAXTER has

polnted out there is more extensive language about the Personnel Director in
the Charter then there is about some other people with comparable positions,
But, L think you know, it's fair to say that probably an issue is being made
cut of this phrase "full-time employee' because there were questions about a
particular individual,

MRS, GOLDSTEIN has made the MOTION. It could be voted UP or DOWN and it
would be in order, after that vote, for a member of the Board to make a MOTION
that the full-time employee language should be applied to ALL people in
comparable positions,

MR. FLANAGAN: I would merely like to peint out that in the age of computers
and data processing equipment and everything, that maybe In the future the job
could be a part-time job. I dom't think that this language belongs in here at
all, It is part of the job specifications for amy job in this City,

and T would be very happy if half of the employees in this City could be part-
time employees and still serve the function.

The thing was put in for a purpose which I think was incorrect, and it's
getting specifically or dealing specifically with one person and probably
with the personality of cne person and this 13 not something that belongs ia
the Charter, And I hope that we will delete it and NOT go 2head and make 1t
apply to a whole lot of other people who hopefully Wwould do the job as a part-
time job.

MR, HOFFMAN: I don't f£eel any 2ang ups zbout this particular statement where
the Director shall be a full-time employee. I don't think there IS any other
Director or Department head who comes under the Charter quite so specifically
as the Personnel Director does, aad the Health Director. In any event, I
think that the ONE reason for this being there is NOT just necessarily as
MRS, GOLDSTEIN alluded to.

I think this entire City went through a terrible ordeal that dealt with the
people who were in charge of the Personnel Department, and the net result has
been maybe somewhat where we have overresacted, However, I don't think that
this is such a horrendous thing that has to come out,
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MR, HOFFMAN: (continued) I think that it could stay there, for all I care.
And, T really believe that, As MR. FLANAGAN has sald, you know these people
are being pald very well., I disagree with you MR, FLANAGAN, I think the
record will show, - okay - all-right, I'm sorry. What is being said here

is that these people are being paid well., I think that they should work a
full days' work.

They should put in a full week's work, I think that they are being well paid,

I think that we a2re seeing where thay are being well paid aven after they have
left the employ of the City. And why not say that they are, and spell this

out that they are full-time employees,

I sae nothing wrong with thia, After all, we're paying for this, The tax-
payers who we represent are footing THEIS bill.

MR, LOGMIS: MOVE the question,

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. All those in favor say AYE, all those opposed,
NO. The MOTION IS CARRIED UMANTMOUSLY. We'll proceed to a vote on this MOTION
to delete from Section 733, subdivision A the language "a full-tiuwe employee',
All those in favor say AYE, all those opposed NO. The CHAIR is in doubt. We'll
take a DIVISION using the machine. The MOTICN is8 CARRIED, 13 YES, 1l NO wotes,

MR. BAXTER: Having had my consciousness raised about singleing people out,
I've discovered we Hava other people in the Charter who have been designatad
ag full-time people, Number 1 --I hadn't looked before because I had thought
there was none, since that was what was just said,

T notice that the Health Diractor was supposad to be full time, I wonder 1if
the wisdom of this Beard in deeclding that we shouldn't have fell-tine peonle
wouldn't want te? MRS. GOLDSTEIN might want to MOVE that the Hezlth Director
is not discriminated against by being required to be on full-time,

MR. BLUM: I'm just wondering, those I remember we voted here, in the Law
Department a Deputy Corporatlon Counsel for a full-time position, and we
allowed tha Corporation Counsel to be om a part-time job,

MR. MILLER: 1f there iz no MOTION to be made we'll move on.
MR, HOFFMAN: I would like to make a motion that the wisdom of this, such
that we'd reconsider that last MOTION to delete that particular wording. I

think we cught to reconsider 1t in view of MR. BAXTER'S findings,

MR, MILLER: Were you ou the preva2iling side, MR. HE FMAN? To make a2 MOTION
to reconsider?

MR, BLUM: 1Is to reconsider this antire subjact?

MR, MILLER: N¥o, we won't reconsider the entire subject., We will reconsider
the wvote.

MR, BLOM: BReconsider the wots then.

MR, MILLER: You were on the losing side, MR, BLUM, I can’t except the MOTION,

i ote
MRS. McINERNEY: I was on the prevailing side, and I would like to have the Vv

reconsidered.

S
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MR, MILLER: We have a MOTION for recomsideration. Is there a SECOND to

that MOTION? WMOVED and SECONDED. A majority of those present and voting would
be necessary for reconsideration. All those in favor say AYE, all those oppesed,
NO. The MOTION is LOST. You're voting on reconsideration. We'll take a
DIVISION, a YES vote 1s for --

MRS, PERILLO: Reconsideration of what?

MR. MILLER: Reconsideration of NO vote against, Reconsideration of the last
vote for the full-time employee. MR, BLOIS will be recorded as a YES vote.
(End of the tape, 3ide 7, and beginning of Side B8)

MR, MILLER: The MOTION is LOST, 7 YES votes, 17 NO votes, It stays in,
MRS. COSENTINI had indicated she wished to be woted a2 YES, so that was 16 YO
votes, 8 YES votes,

MR, BLUM: I don't understand why there was a reconsideration when they votaed
to defeat?

MR. MILLER: Because there was a MOTION to reconsider which CARRIED. 1Is there
anything else?

MR, LOOMIS: There were no further changes in this Chapter. If I could move
along? ,

MR. MILLER: You have further changes in this chapter MR, BLUM, you have a
MOTION on this chapter?

MR, BLOM: Yes, in regard to the classified and unclassified services, 734,
There are many employees who work in the City of Stamford that are not considered
whether they are unclassified or classified, they don't belong to either one,

And T can name them, I believe there are employees in the Commission on Aging,
there are employees in the Housing Authority, and they don't even come under the
Cenure of unclassified services, I would like the Charter Revision Commission
to look into those who don't come, who receive City checks and should come under
the classified services.

MR, MILLER: I'm not so sure I understand the motion, MR. BLUM.

MR, BLUM: Well, there are employees, like under the Commission con Aging,
Housing Authority --

MR, MILLER: They are not classified employees; but they recelve many, but not
all of the beneflts that classified employees receive because of action taken
by this Board. So this Board over the years, by resolution did give to some
people who are NOT members of the classified service, health bemefits; that
type of fringe benefit,

But those individuals are oot in the pension system which the classified
employees have, and there is no way, apparently they could legally get into
the pension system.

MR. BLUM: Well, they are City employees aren't they?

MR. MILLER? They are City employess, but not in the classified sexrvice.
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MR. BLUM: I'm asking you why are these people kept aloft under the
classified services?

MR. MILLER: BRecause they were not brought into the classified service when
the Commission on Aging was created, or when the Fair Rent Commission was

creatad,

MR. BLUM: Well, that's what I'm purposing here, that these employees be
recognized once and for all, Maybe these commissions wers started after the
Charter was drawn up, 12 years ago, What we're doing is wa're ravising this
Charter and we should look intoc these NEW emplovees with NEW commissilons

and maybe they belong in the Classified service. I'm asking that they include
these various commissions as part of the classified service,

MR. MILLER: All-right, we have a MOTION by MR. BLUM and T mentioned the ;
Commisslon on Aging and the Falr Rent Commission, I don't know who alse you
might be Inecluding,

MR. BLUM: Well, there are many,

MR. MILLER: We have a MOTION by MR, BLUM, and I'm not sure what the MOTION is,
MR, BLUM, beczuse I don't know the exact number of people you're talking about
or where they are. I know some of tilem,

MR, BLUM: I'm asking that these emplovess be cConsidered as a part of the -
Classified service, why do we have --

MR. MIZLER: Ts thers 2 second to that MOTION?

MR, BLUM: I'd just like to talk, Why do we have so many different types of
employees? They are ALL working for the Ciity of Stamford.

MR, MITIER: Because the policy decision was made to have them, and to not hawve them
get all those benefits,

MR, BLUM: T mean, if we were an industry they'd work for one esmployer, and have

all the same conditions. Here we are in the City of Stamford, we have diffarent
types of employees, Isn't it time that they became either cliassified service
employees working for the emplover called the City of Stamford?

MR, MIILER: TIs there a SECOND to MR. BLUM'S MOTION? There is no SECCOND to
your MOTION, MR, BLUM., We'll go on.

MR, LOOMIS: Witk the Indulgence of the Boawrd, we ouly have twe more re-
commendations, None are in this chapter, 3¢ if T could move on?

MR. BLUM: I don't kpow if I am Iirn the right ball park, but I'm looking Zox
that in which there is something under persornel. Yes, disciplinary actiom -
Rules and Regulatioms, 735, Thev are part of the -- T don't know 1if we have

a QUORUM anmymors, they're all walking out, Well, anyway, they are part of the
Civil Service Regulations, Why do they now become a2 part of the Chartexr?

MR, LOOMIS: MR, BLOM, could you repeat the question?

MR. BLUM: The disciplinary actions, the Rules and Regulatioms and the
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MR. BLUM: (continued) disciplinary actions that are spelled out from 1

to about 10 are now being placed into this Sectiom 735, these are also part
of the regulations. Why do we hove to have these rules DLy whiclh Lley

can be disciplined?

MR, LOOMIS: MR, BLUM, what vyou are talking about 1s already in the Charter
now. There are only two sentences that were changed in the Section that you
are referring to, and all these things that you are talking about is not 1
through 10 actually. 1 through 14 are in the Charter right now.

MR, BLUM: What I'm saying is How many places do they have to have this?

MR, LOOMIS: I see no reason, if you have the same language in two places,

If we could move on, MR. PRESIDENT. In chapter 73A, 73B there are no changes.
Chapter 80 is a whole new section on conflict of interest, We found a whole
series of problems with this chaptex.

We met with the Charter Revision Commission and they frankly admitted they had
problems with this, This is a model New York law which they sort of adopted,
which was presented to them by their conmsultant, and, frankly was something of
a compromise,

They are uncomfortable with 1t, We had discussed changes within the body of
this Chapter and found that probably the changes would do little to really
improve the overall intent and direction. And, finally agreed that it would
be best to drop the entire chapter and really get at this issue through

Ordinance and through hearings by the Personnel Committee and by the action
- of this Board.

And Indeed certain issues discussed gy this Board run contrary to the language
of this new Chapter, So we kind of feel that this is one section we could be
into MR, TYSON'S garbage can and give back to theCommission, se I so MOVE to
delete this chapter,

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED, All those in faver say AYEZ, all opposed, NC.
We'll take a DIVISION using the machine, The question is on deletion entirely
of Chapter 80. The MOTION IS CARRIED 18 YES, 6 NO votes,

MR. HOFFMAN: POINT OF INFORMATION. If we indeed delete that eatire --

MR, MILLER: Well, you still have the Board ofEthics.

MR. HOFFMAN: 3ut I have a question to ask MRS, COSENTINL, may I ask the
question? Unless you'd rather I didn't, in which case I'm going to go

ahead and do it anyway.

MR. MILLER: MR. Hoffman, the question!

MR, HOFFMAN: I think that this 13, you know, it is high time people cught to
show a little respect for a fellow Board member, Deon't Interrupt when he is

speaking, okay? I don't do it to you, you shouldn't do it to me. Am T to
understand that if, INDEED we disregard this entire chapter -- I noticed
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MR. HOFFMAN: {comtinued) there 1s a Sectlon 808 called the owganization
of the Board of Zthics. Do we elimfnate that by the vots we hava just
taken to delete this entire chapter?

MR, LOOMIS: MR. HOFFMAN, we do NOT eliminate the Board of Zthics., We eliminate
thig entire Chapter and the language in this chapter which we feel i3 unworkable
and in some cases Incomprehensible and fin some cases uninrelligible, And in
meeting with the Commission, after some questions, they zort of agreed with wus,

Then we suggested, well, suppose this Board had hearings and looked into this
whole matter in greater depth; thaen through its Personnel Commiittee, or whatever
body we deemed appropriate adopt an Ordinsnce coveriang these issues inm a timely
matter, maybe this would be a better way,

They seemed to dgree because this, and I'm not sayilng anything against the
Commi asion, waz adepted in some hagte and Lt raally Ls what we call "a model
provision'' from another state and wasn't completaly thought out when it was
introduced inteo this revlzion report,

MR, HOFFMAN: Thark you MR, LCOOMIS.

MRS, SANTY: I 'would just likas to say that I don't know why every time conflict

of interest appears before this Board we'xe fxightened of it, I just want to i:)

say, I agree in cootex:t in which MR, LOOMIS has to say, exzcept that on page 806,
Number 3, MR, SIGNORE and I moved this for an Ordinance last year and it was
resoundingly defeated, So I feel that this isn't going to be passed, so I

just wanted to comment on that,

MR, LOOMIS: I'm happy to report we have only one more chaptar znd one more
recommendation., This is the Transifiop Provisions which take care of how we

go from the present Charter to the new revised Charter, Section 903,2 explainsg
the transition period which would taks place between the new Golf Authority from
the current Bubbard Heights Golf Comumisslion and the Stamford Golf Authority.

MR, BLOIS very wisely pointed out to us thas there were problams Involved Lla the
transition and a number of administrative details that were going to take soms

time to iron out, It was his suggestion that we AMEND this Section 903,2 to allow
for 12 months to take place to transpire before the consolidation of these authorities
take place to permit a getiting together of the various administrative authorities

and persons and commigsion members Involved,

Apnd we unanimously agreed with his suggestion, and noved therefore that 12 mooths
be permitted between the date that this commission racommendzation would be
dpproved and the time it actually takes effect, and I so MQVE.

MR, MILLER: I just wanted to make a polnt here, I think the members should
realize that that language Hubbard Heights Golf Commission apparently stayed
on in the Chapter, although the name had been changed to E. Gaynor Brennan.

So we have a MOTION made by MR. LOOMIS, 1Is there a SECOND to that MOTION?
MOVED and SECONDED, Discussion.

TN
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MRS, MCINERNEY: I'd like to ask MR, LOOMIS if any thought has been given
o one point only. With the conaolidation of Llie Lwe Boards, you have one
now that is considered autonomous and NOT auswerable to us on their budget
operating procedures or any budget accounting and the other cne comes to
us for a City budget, What will happen when they merge?Will they become
one autonomous, or will they come to us?

MR. LOOMIS: They will come to uzs, MRS McINZRNEY.

MR. BLUM: TI've received calls oo this particular item. I don't know if
we're talking about the language, There are people who have taken objection
to the fact that the Sterling Golf people will be left with 6 members as

-

opposed to 3 from the E, Gaynor Brennan, and they take excaption.

MR, MITIFR: Well, that's not what we're dealing with, is it, on this
MOTION, MR. LOOMIS?

MR LOOMIS: Through you, MR. PRESIDENT to MR 3LUM, indirectly, that is
what we are dealing with MR. BLUM. You see the Commission was quite aware
of what you are raising, They tried all kinds of combinations to effectuate
an equitable consolidation of golfing commissions,

They came up with what they considersd the best compromise. MR, BLOIS has
even come up with an even better one, because he is aware of the fact that
some problems will exist immediately if we suddenly consolidate right after
the voters approve this particular issue.

So, we are allowing 12 months for a gradual phasing in to take place and
all necessary arrangements to make this consolidation work.

MR. BLUM: I would like to propose the change of this language that was
given to me; that there be 3 from the Sterling Farms, 3 from E., Gaynor
Brennan, and 3 public members appointed by Mayor and ratlified by the Board
of Representatives.

MR. MILLER: Don't we have to vote on yours first MR, LOOMIS? We'll vote on
yours first, Will you repeat your MOTION MR, LOOMIS?

MR. LOOMIS: My MOTION simply, is to call for 2 12 month period after this
part of the Commission's report is apcroved and the time it actually takes
effact,

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. Discussion on this MOTION? We'll proceed
to a vote,

MR, BLUM: I thinmk it is a very wise idea to walt; possibly 12 months, but

by waiting 12 months, what will the aim or the discussion to bring A3QUT this
merger of the two, the Golf Authority, and the Golf Commission, what will be
THEIR aim? Will they still be working on the same language that 1s here?
What's going to be accomplished in the 12-month period?

MR. LOOMIS: 1I'd like to defer to MR. BLOIS,

MR, BLOIS: I didn't want to get into any lengthy discussions, but, being vETy
active at the E. Gaynor Brennan Golf Course and very active at Sterling Farms,
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MR. BLOIS: (continued) there are a lot of problems. They have personnel
probleme; they have budgab problews. They have moniles they're expending
right now, at Sterling Faimsthey're expending approzximately $170,000,

Now, theilr budget runs thyough Junc of the following year., They are 2n
authority and they XZEP their monies, At E. Gaynor Bremnan Golf Course,
all monies go back to the genmeral fund.

You have different salary scales at E. Gaynor Brennan than you do at
Sterling Farms, There are so many problems , that I could talk on it

for an hour If you wanted me to, But, the hour is late and it would be
very wise foxr us to prolomng this and give them time to get some in-house

-~ to get THEIR house in order betwesen E, Gaynor Breamnan and Sterling Farms,
iron out their problems.

When the pext budget comes they can get togather and prbpose one budget for
Dotk courses. Then they would be operating out of the ONE budget ifnstead
of two budgets for a siz-manth peried or so.

MR, WIDER: MOVE the question,

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECOMDED. All those o favor say AYE, all those
opposed, N0, The MOTION is CARRIED, We're now voting on the MOTION made
by MR, LOOMIS. All those in favor say AYE, all those opposed, NO. The
MOTION 18 CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY, Is there anything else on this?

MR, LOOMIS: That concludes our raport.,

MR, MITLER: The CHAIR has one question, MR, LOOMIS. 1Is thexre anything slse that
the Committee intends to put inte the repoxrt that we havean't voted on? Any-
thing of a substantive pature?

MR, LOOMIS: UYothing of g substantlve nature,

MR, MILLER: We have now, it seems, completed the work on Chartar Revision
for this period.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: I would just have one observation., I think that the
committee of the Board, the Charter Revision Committee, did a fantastic

job under very trying circumstances; budget time and Board meeting time, and
everyching else, plus a limited amount of time,

They have my thanks, and I'm suxe the thanks of every member of the Board.
You did a wonderiul jobl

MR, SIGNORE: MRS, GOLDSTEIN said exzetly what I wanted to say, and I agres
wholeheartedly. I think the Committee did an excellent job, The input, the
work they put into it was beyornd belief, T mean, I think they workad very,
very hard and I'm very, very thznkful that they were alacted to this Committes.

()
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MR, ZELINSRI: Just one point, T believe MR, BLUM had made a MOTLON
for something else ragarding the memhership of that new authority. Now
where does that stand? We didn't VOIE on that,

MR. MILLER: We asked him to defer it and he didn't make the MOTION a
second timse,

MR, ZELINSKI: Do you want to make that MOTION, or where does it stand?
I wanted to VOTE on that MR, PRESIDENT.

MR, BLUM: I asked you the question, where does it stand? TIn other words,
in the 12 month delay of this are they going to be considering who will
make up the Commission, or does this still stand, the language that's here?

MR, LOOMIS: The language STANDS, MR. RTIM, As T safd hefore, the Commission.
went through an exhaustive process of how best to consolidate these groups.
And it was MR, BLOI3' suggeslion that we allow a year to take place to . affsct
this consolidation in a proper and a timely manner, The language stands with
exception of the addition of the YEAR before it actually goes into effect.

MR. MILLER: We've campleted the business, There are no MOTIONS on the floor.

MR, BLUM: I would like to make a MOTION then, to the effect that when
they're considering, in this 12 month period, as to the maka-up of the new
" Commission, that 3 members come from E, Gaynor Brennan; 3 members of former
members of the Sterling Farm Authority will BE members, And there will be
3 NEW public members of the Golf Commission appointed by the Mayor and
approved by the Board of Representatives,

MR. ZELINSKI: 1I'll SECOND that.
MR, MITLER: MOVED and SECONDED,

MR, BAXTER: I don't want to steal MR, LOOMIS' -- you wanted to talk of this,
but, I'd like to, There are a couple of things that I hope in consideration
of MR. BLUM'S MOTION that we 21l keep in mind, Let me point out what they are:
first is that one of the goals of the Charter Revision Commission was NOT to
have a Commissioner that was appointed for a term, thrown out of the job when
this Chartexr Revioion takes effect,

Now, with that goal in mind, the mathematics don't work out to be able to do
what MR, BLUM suggests, without tzking 3 members and kissing them off, and
saying thank you for your 1 year or l%; we know you had 5 year term, but we'll
see you; that's the FIRST thing,

The second thing is that if the intent is to protect BOTH golf courses from
being overwhelmad by one, rather than the other, the contrel was felt by the
Charter Revision Commission, and by youxr committee, that we have by-lined
budgets,

We have a budget that we can appropriate money from for ONE of the courses,
and other money for the other course, We have the control right here to make
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MR. BAXTER: ({continued) sure that the Commission doesa't put its entira
budget on the 9th HOLE of the R. Gaynor Bremnan Colf Course or anywhere
else that we can make sure it is fairly treated, I think that takes care
of the problem; the fears of some of the people.

And, T would recommend that you DO NOT vote with MR, BLUM; that you vote
DOWY his AMENDMENT.

MR. ZELINSKI: Very quickly, I would fust like to read a letter which I
received, and I'm sure ALL the Board members received also, from MR, TONY
YAMMONE , Chairman of the E, Gaynoxr Brenman Golf Board,

" is brought to our attention that among the Charter Revisions 1s the
establisbment of ONE golf commission to oversee BOTH the Sterling Farms,
AND the E. Gaynor Brennan Golf Courses,

We agree this 1s a vital and pacessary change, However, we feel a DIVISION
of members for such a Commission, as proposed under this Charter R.vision,
that is, 3 representative members for E. Gaynoxr Brennan, and 6 representative
members for Sterling Farms is mosi frequitable,

If this were to be the casze, E, Gaynor Bremman would be out-votad on every
lssue, The apparent unfailrness of this 1s obvious., If the proposed commission
would be formed by 3 members representing Sterling Farms and 3 members re-
presenting E, Gaynor Brenpan, plus 3 non-partisan members from ocutside, we

feel the public would be better served with complete impartiality,

MR, LOOMIS: T would just like to support what MR, BAXTER said., The letter
that MR, ZELINSKI has read is nothing new. It was presanted to the Commission
the FULL Gommission about 4 months ago, They discussed it fully in two

meetingsg,

He discussed 1t with the Commisslon in ONE meeting, We then discuased it
among ourselves, s0 I would hope that we could defeat the motlion that MR,
BLIM has presented to us,

MR, SIGNORE: MOVE the questiom.

MR. MILTLER: MOVED and SECONDED. All those in favor say AYE, all those
opposed, NO. The MOTION is CARRIED. We'll now proceed to a vote on MR,
BLOIM'S MOTION, All those Iin favor say AYE, all those opposed, NO. The
CEAIR 1is in doubt. We'll take 2 DIVISION.

The MOTION is LOST. Theres are 7 YES votes, 18 NO votes, Is there any
further business MR, LOOMIS? 7If there ig no objactionr, the meeting is ad-
Jjourned,
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ADJOURNMENT :

MR, MILLER: There being no further business to come before the Board,
the CHAIR declares the meeting ADJOURNED at 12:45 AM.

WQ\J )‘» e €m1

Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative AHst,

APPROVED:

#Lﬁwzzm}

Frederick Z. Miller, Jr., Presidant
1l4th Board of Representatives

DP et al
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