














































24 OF DECEMBER 12, 1977 

FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) 

RESOLUTION NO. 1136 (continued) 

(City Seal) 
WllEREAS, ..the....pub lie... interes t tha t the 
CITY OF make application to the STATE for an amount 

not to exceed ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS ($190,000.00) in order to under· 
take a program of TITLE XX SUPPLEMENTARY DAY CARE and, to execute an Assistance 
Agreement therefor. It is understood that the CITY OF will provide a 
local grant-in·aid in accordance with the requirements o.f Chapters 128, 129, 130, 
132 and 133 of the Connecticut Ceneral Statutes, as appropriate. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE 15TH BOARD OF 

1. That it is cognizant of the conditions and pre-requisites for State assistance 
imposed by Chapters 128, 129, 130, 132, and 133 of the Connecticut General 
Sta tutes. 

2. That it recognizes the responsibility for the provision of local grants-in-aid 
. - ta the extent that they are necessary and required for said program. 

3. That the filing of an application by the CITY OF in an amount not to 
exceed ($190,000.00) ONE HUNDRED NINETY THOUSAND DOLlARS IS approved, and ( 
that the OF THE CITY 'OF STAMFORD is hereby authorized and directed to ex­
ecute and file such application with the Commissioner of Community Affairs, to 
provide such additional information, to execute such other documents as may be 
required by the Commissioner to execute an Assistance Agreement with the State 
of Connecticut for State financial assistance if such an Agreement is offered, 
to execute any amendments, recisions, and revisions thereto, and to act as the 
authorized representative of THE CITY OF 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
(24) RESOLUTION REOUESm BY GRANTS OFFlCER. SUSAN BREWSUR. TO FILE FOR 

515.000,00 FOR A PERSONNEL 5TUpY TO BE OF EXISTING M.A.A. 
PERSONNEL (INCUMBENTS), Held in Committee 11/28/77 by Legislative 
and Rules Chmn. Fox. 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: The Committee voted to HOLD this item in Committee. 

MR. SIGNORE: Point of Information. Isn ' t this the third time the M.A.A. Personnel 
has been through a study. I ' m opposedto the grant. 

MR. FOX: I think unless you want to make a motion to bring it out of committee. 

MR. SIGNORE: No, since it has gone back into committee, it's fine. 

(25) TWO (2) RESOLUTIONS REOUESTED BY SUSAN BR;;'STER. GRANTSOmq-:-IiATED 
12/5/77 FOR FUNDING TITLE II OF C.;.'!.A. (authorized by the 
Youth Employment and Demonstration Projects Act of 1977)--U. S. Dept. 
of Labor: 
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MINUTES OF DECEMBER 12, 1977 

FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) 

Its ii25 (continued) 

25 

1. Y~uth Employment and Training Progrmn ••••••••••••.•••• $341.067.00 

2. Youth Community Conservation & ImproveuLent Project ••••• $ 79,406.00 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: There are two resolutions, I will take them separately. 
The first, the Youth Employment and Training Program, the Fiscal CODIDittee 
voted 6 in favor and 1 against, and I so MOVE. 

MR. ZELINSKI: Personnel met on this item and voted 4 in favor and 3 abstentions. 

MRS. PERILLO: I would like to ask through you, to Mrs. Goldstein, what is the 
difference between this and the CtTA Training Program for the youth; isn't 
this a duplication of the program? 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I don't believe so, Mrs. Perillo. This progrmn is to train 
young people from 15 to 21 years of age for a specific job. Item two will 
be a similar thing, but for a different purpose. 

MRS. PERILLO: I beg to differ with you, Mrs. Goldstein, but! think CtTA does 
the same thing. I just received literature from them. I think this would be 
better off to go back into committee so we can get better clarification be­
tween this and CETA. 

MRS. HAWE: I just want to e.'tplain the reason why 1 voted against this in Fiscal. 
1 don't know if everyone got a break-down of this program cost that I got in one 
of the packets, but it seems that of the $341,000, over half, in fact, $189,000 
is going for administrative cost, and less then half is going to people it is 
suppossLto benefit. 1 just felt that 1 couldn't justify the spending of this 
money, a majority of it going for administrative cost, even though it is a 
Federal Grant. 

MR. SIGNORE: I think Mrs. Hawe has a good point. What 1 would like to know is, 
first off. I am not opposed to grants, what 1 am opposed to is creating bureau­
cracy. What I would like to know, if we take the money today, and it is for 
a period of two or three years, and then if we want to carry it on, the City 
of Stamford has to carry the proj ect on, and it becomes a burden on the 
Stamford taxpayer, and meanwhile you have people sitting around collecting 
fairly good salaries and the I!rogram may fall flat. 1 would like a progress 
report somewhere along the I:in~, this is what I'd like to see when it comes 
to grants. 

MR. LOOM!S: 1 would just like to remind the Board, that the previous Board, 
many of those who are here served on that Board, authorized., the creation of a 
Grants Officer. We are beginning to see the work of that Grants Officer in 
this sum of money. If we were to turn this down, we would be sending half of 
a million dollars elsewhere in the State. Perhaps it is not being used as 
wi~y as it should, but it will be used. The question is whether or not we 
want to employ these youths here in Stamford or we wish to send the money outA 
side of the City. As to Mr. Signore's specific comment about bureaucracies, 
the Employment and Training Program and the Conservation and Improvement 
projects are designed speCifically for limited short durations and no way 
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FISCAL CClMMI'l'TEE (continued) 

MR. LOOMIS: (continuing) ••• designed to create bureaucral:i~maze:s :- '- -

MRS. RITCHIE: Mr. Loomis just answered my question or rather gave the same 
answer I was going to in regard to bureaucracy. 

MR. WIDER: I'm just looking at the resolution, just as the Mayor is Chairman 
of CETA, and the executive officer, and this must be .. foreign to him, so I'm 
a little concerned here, whether our Grants Officer begins some kind of cir­
cumvention on some of the existing programs that we already have going on in 
the City of Stamford. Now, I would be the first to tell you that ;Je do need 
some. addidtional training programs to meet industry's needs in the City of 
Stamford; we are not meet~them right today. Because they need some secretarial 
help, and as a matter of fact right now, the State Dept. Motor Vehicle Department 
needs a clerk typist, they can't get one. We need some technical people, but in 
the meantime., I'm wondering why our CETA Program that has something l1..'I(e four 
million dollars to work with, are addreSSing themselves to this; and is this 
going to be a part of the programZ I don't see this putting in for these grants 
unless we know we're not duplicating, and we will not in the future be asked for 
a report on something we won't have a report on. This is very important, be­
cause the Federal Government in time Will ask you for a report, and if you don't 
have it, y~Lre going to be in trouble. 

MR. FOX: I think we're getting a little far field here in the issue before us. 
Mrs. Goldstein, if you could respond to that. ( 

MRS. GOLDS'!EIN: I would like to clarify something. I do believe I was mis­
leading in answering Mrs. Parillo's question. She asked me if this was part of 
CETA funds, and indeed it is, Title III Program of the CETA Act, however, it is 
different. This particular Title III Program has been authorized by the youth 
Employment and Demonstration Project Act of 1977, which is a recent Law. There 
is nothing saying that we will actually receive the grant, and I do think that 
Mr. Signore, his idea to have periodic repor~has a great deal of merit. I 
think we should receive periodic reports from the Community Development Director, 
which we do. We should be ~, in£ormed and we should know how our money is be­
ing spent. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: I have a point of information which has nothing to do with what 
we are talking about, but I would like to get something clarified here. If 
Mr. Baxter thinks me. out of order, he could stop me right away. I'm looking 
at the clock and I want to know if 12:00 0' clock,or if we let it go past 12:00. 
do these contracts, indeed become lawZ 

MR. FOX: I t is a point well taken and I will refer to Mr.' Ba.-it"er, - the parlia­
mentarian on that. 

MR. BAXTER: I just would observe to Mr. Boccuzzi, that as soon as we finish this 
Item, it is my understanding that the Majority Leader will ask for Suspension of 
the Rules to cover these contract items before 12:00 p.m., although we are not 
certain and don't think that it is necessary, rather than take the chance, I e 
t hink that is his intent. May I brieflY respond to make my point. 

MR. FOX: If you could do it briefly. 
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. BAXTER: I'm concerned briefly, on what Mr. Loomis revealed in his comments, 
concerning the chance that if we fail to act affirmatively on this request, that 
sotnehow the money is going to sprout wings and go elsewhere. If he was speak­
ing literally about that, it almost seems that we are once again under brinksman­
ship and last-minute work; which seems to me again is the whole reason why we 
don I t have a grants officer. I intend to go along in voting down this item, be-

CAuse I don't want to have brinksmanship, and I won't tolerate it. 

MR. SHERElI.: MOVE the QUESTION. 

MR. FOX: There is a motion to MOVE the question, which has been brought for­
ward and seconded. 'llhe MOTION is CARRIED. The MOTION for part one of item U25 
has been MOVED and SECONDED. We'll vote by using the machine. The MOTION is 
CARRIED, 26 in favor and 11 against as follows: 

. ---~-. 

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR 
Darer, Stanley 
Festo, Charles 
Dixon, Randy 
Goldstein, Sandra 
DeLuca, Robert 
Sherer, Donald 
Corbo, Fiorenzio 
Livingston, Jeremiah 
Ritchie, Mildred 
Loomis, Ralph 
Feighan, Michael 
Raymond, Diane 
Schlechtweg, John 

Wider, Lathon 
Rybnick, Gerald 
Ventura, Joseph 
Morgan, Michael 
Wilmot, Charles 
Price, Margaret 
Zelinski, John 
Boccuzzi, John 
Carlucci, Leo 
Wiesley, Vere 
Blum, David 
Fox, John Wayne 
Esposito, Paul 

TROSE VOTING IN OPOSITION 
Maihock, Audrey 
Ferrara, Richard 
Rawe, Marie 
Tiani, Charles 
Perillo, A.lfred 
pollard, Everett 
Santy, Jeanne-Lois 
Markiewicz, Renry 
Baxter, George 
Signore, S. A. 
Perillo, Mildred 

ABSENT 
Rays, George 
McInerney, Barbara 
Robie, John 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------
RESOLUTION NO. 1137 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF STAMFORD TO FILE AN APPLICATION 
FOR A YOUTH EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING PROGRAM UNDER TITLE 
III OF THE COMl'REIIENSIVE EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING A.CT, AS 
AMENDED. 

WHEREAS, to the extent authorized by the General Statutes of the State 
of Connecticut, the Mayor of the City of Stamford was authorized to enter 
into a Multi-jurisdictional Prime Sponsor Consortium Agreement for the Com­
prehensive Manpower Program for the Stamford Labor Market Area under the 
Comprehensive Employment and Training Act of 1973, as amended, and 

-- WHEREAS, -ehe Y outllEmPloyment and--Dem~nStration Proj ects Ac~ 1977 
established programs to employ and increase the future employability of 
young persons to be operated by Comprehensive Employment and training Act 
prime sponsors; 

( continued) 
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) 

BesQluti on NO 1 J 37 (sontipned) 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE Board of Representatives of the City 
of Stamford: 

1. That the Mayor of the City of Stamford is hereby authorized 
to file an application for a Youth Emoloyment and Training 
Program in an amount not to exceed THREE HUNDRED FORTY-oNE 
THOUSAND AND SIXTY-SEVEN DOLLARS ($341,067.00) for the period 
January 1, 1978 to September 30, 1978. 

2. That the Mayor of the City of Stamford is hereby direct ad and 
designated as authorized representative of the City of Stamford 
to act in connection with the application, to provide such addi-
tional infonuation as may be required in" connection" tnerewith, - __ _ _ 
and to execute such documents, amendments, " recisions, and revi-
sions as may be required by the United States Department of Labor 
in securing financial assistance for the afore-mentioned program. 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Part two under Item No. 25 is a resolution for 
under the Youth COIIIIIIUIlity Conservation and Improvement Project. 
voted 6 in favor and 1 no, and I so MOVE. 

$79,406.00 
The Committee 

MR. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED. There being no discussion on it, we'll put it 
to a vote. We'll vote by machine. There are 37 members oresent. The MOTION 
is CARRIED with 29 in favor, 8 against. as follows: " 

THOSE IN FAVOR 
Darer, Stanley 
Festo, Charles 
Dixon, Handy 
Ferrara, Richard 
Tiani, Charles 
Goldstein, Sandra 
DeLuca, Robert 
Sherer, Donald 
Corbo, Fiorenzio 
Pollard, Everett 
Livingston, Jeremiah 
Ritchie, Mildred 
Loomis, Ralph 
Feigban, Michael 
wiesley, Vere 

Markiewic~, Henry 
Schlechtweg, John 
Wider, Lathon 
Rybnick, Gerald 
Ventura, Joseph 
Morgan, Michael 
Wi1lllot, Charles 
Price, Margaret 
Zelinski, John 
Boccuzzi, John 
Carlucci, Leo 
Blum, David 
Esposito, Paul 
Fox, John Wayne 

THOSE OPPOSED . 
Maihock, Audrey 
Hawe, Marie 
Perillo, Alfred 
S4nty, Jeanne-Lois 
Raymond, Diane 
Baxter, George 
Signore, S. A. 
Perillo, Mildred 

ABSENT 
Hays, George 
McInerney, Barbara 
Robie, John 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

( 
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MINtJn:S OF DECEMBER. 12! 1977 

RESOLUTION NO. 1138 

All'rHORIZING TIm CITY OF STAMFORD TO FILE AN APPLICATION FOR A YOll'rH 
COMMUNITY CONSERVATION AND IMPROVEMENT PROJECT UNDER TITT...E III OF 
TIm CCMPRERENSIVE EMPLO'1MEN'l' AND TRAINL'iG ACT, AS AMENDED. 

WHEREAS, to the I!Xt ent authoriz ed by the General Statutes of the 
State of Connecticut, the Mayor of the City of Stamford was authorized 
to enter into & Multi- jurisdictional Prime Sponsor Consortium Agreement 
for the COIIIPrehensive Manpower Program for the Stamford Labor Market 
Area under the COIIIPrehensive Employment and Training Act of 1973, as 
amended, and 

WHEREAS, the Youth Employment and Demonstration Projects Act of 

29 

1977 established program to employ and increase the future employability of 
young perosns to be operated by COIIIPrehensive Employment and Training Act 
prillle sponsors; 

NCM, THEEEFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF 
THE CITY OF STAMFORD: 

1. That the Mayor of the City of Stamford is hereby 
authorized to file an application for a Youth 
Community Conservation and lmDrovement Project 
in an amount not to exceed SEVENTY -NINE THOUSAND 
FOUR HUNDRED AND SIX DOLLABS ($ 79,406 • 00) for the 
period January 1, 1978 to September 30, 1978. 

2. That the Mayor of the City of Stamford is hereby 
directed and designated as authorized representative 
of the City of Stamford to act in connection with 
the application. to provide such additional information 
as may be required in connection therl!<ri.th. and to 
execute such documents, amendments, reciSions, and 
revisions as may be required by the United States 
Department of Labor in securing financial assistance 
for the afore-lIII!Iltioned program. 

--------------------.-----------------------------------------------------------
MRS. GOLDS'I:EIN: That concludes the Fiscal REport. 

MR.. MORGAN: At this time I would like to Moin e for SUSPENSION of the RULES 
so that we may take up itl!lll ffo3 under the Personnel Committee agenda, which 
is the matter of the union Contract negotiations between the Stamford Police 
Association and the City of Stamford. Let me say that the General Statutes of 
the State of Connecticut say this must be acted upon by December 13, 1977. I 
would interpret that to mean by the end of the day, but just to be on the safe 
side, and since it is only fourteen minutes until midnight, I would think that 
we would be safer to deal with this matter at this time. 

MR. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is c.\lUUED. Personnel Committee, 
Mr. Zelinski. 
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - John Zelinski 

(3) THE MATTER OF UNION CONTRACT NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN THE SWlFORD POLICE 
ASSOCIATION AND THE CITY OF S~ORD. Mayor Clapes ' letter dated 11/30/77 
and received by Board of Reps at 2:00 P~~., Mnday, Dec. 5, 1977, submits a 
"FACT FINDING REPORX" pursuant to Municipal Employee Relations Act. Chapter 
113. Section 7-473 of the General Statutes of Connecticut, which must be 
ACTED UPON BY ,DECEMBER 13, 1977, or it automatically goes into effect. 

IF IT IS REJECTED BY EImER PARTY (CITY OR UNION), th~ the Report will 
go to BINDING ARllITRATlON to be resolved. The Fact Finder I s Report re­
commends the Police receive wage increases of: 

3't increase at July 1, 1977 
.4'T. , increase at Jan. 1, 1978 

_ 6 • .57.. .:i,Ar:;rease at July 1, 1978 

On our 11/14/77 Ag~da, we had an it~ of a letter of 10(21/77 from Leonard 
Vignola, Jr., member of Finance Board (now Chairman), urging Bd. of Reps. 
to reject Fact Finding Report on Police Contract. 

MR.. ZELINSKI : Our Committee met on December 8, 1977 with members of the Stamford 
Police Association and the City Labor Negotiator, Mr. Barrett for discussion of 
the contract. Our Committee voted· to reject the Fact Finding Report without 
prejudice, 5 against, 2 in favor. The reason being one, breaking of parity with 
the Stamford Fire Dept., that is the difference of one and one-half (1~) per 
cent. Secondly, the work schedules, and the thir3 point was also under the 
new Charter changes the Board of Finance must deal and act on all financial ( 
implications on all City Labor Contracts. They gave us a resolution rejecting 
the Fact Finding Report unanimously for the two positions that we also rejected, 
and I so ~.oVE. 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Fiscal concurs. 

MR.. BOCCUZZI: I believe when you reject the contract without prejudice you 
don~v~ any reason, what YOU! telling them is to go back and re-negotiate.You 
either tell them you reject it for re-negotiations or you reject it without 
p.re]udice ; ·· which means, send it back ,~ith no recommendations. I don't 

think we ' can do both. You better straighten this out before we vote. 

MR.. FOX: Mr . Zelinski, am I correct in understanding that your motion is co 
reject it without prejudice, is that correct? 

MR.. ZELINSKI: Yes, Mr. President. 

MR. FOX: That ~l-arifi =--;( ~tna.t ~ .. Mr. ~Bocc=zi. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: No, the rest of that is out. 

MR. FOX: I think her~ from a procedural stand-point, the motion speaks for it­
self. The motion is to reject it without pre~udice, and that motion is on the 
floor. Mrs. Goldstein, that has been seconded by Fiscal? 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Perhaps I misunderstand something, we rejected it for specific 
reasons that we want ironed out. One of the it~ we want ironed out pertains 
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PERSONNEL COMMl'l'TEE (continued) 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: (continuing) •••• to past p'ractices. The second item , t:ha t we 
want a clarification on is the breaking of parities. Therefore, I believe 
that if you are rejecting ~~ithout prejudice, and we are giving reasons for why 
we're rejecting, we're not rejecting them without prejudice. 

MR. FOX: We're speaking at this point to the motion. The motion is to reject 
without prejudice. Has Fiscal concurred with that or not, Mrs. Goldstein? 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I would assume that based on Fiscal's discussion, Fiscal is 
rejecting it based on certain facts, and recommendatiOns, and I believe this 
is with prejudice, prejudice meaning we want certain chauges made. 

MR. FOX: Your answer then is no, Fiscal doesn't concur? 
Mrs. Goldstein, could you answer the question or not? 

I Lets get it straight, 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN:! quite frankly would want Fiscal to clarify it together in 
committee and I don't believe we have time. 

MR. FOX: I don't think we can dothat at this stage. There has been a motion 
made to reject this without prejudice. There is a second to the motion. The 
item is now on the floor for a vote. A yes vote will reject without prejudice, 
a no' ,vote would be agains t the motion. 

MR. BAX:I:EB.: Just to eliminate discussion, let me suggest, Mr. PreSident, that 
if this motion of Mr. Zelinski's is carried, so that it is rejected without 
prejudice, that when you, the PreSident, forward the results of this vote 
to the Mayor, you indicate some of the reasons which we could develop that 
you know about, what our problems were. And that I think, would solve Mrs. 
Goldstein's problem, that she thinks was in fact, rejected but that it can 
be resubmitted at a later date.' 

MR. MORGAN: Let me see if I can shed some light on the dilemma that Mrs. 
Goldstein finds herself in. It seems to me that if we reject the Fact 
Finders Report without prejudice, the net effect of that will be the negotiations 
will continue between the administration and the Police Association. There 
are a number of points which have been communicated to us by the Chief of Police 
and by others, which have been discussed by the Fiscal Committee and the 
Personnel Committee, and that these matters which are still under discussion 
will continue to be under discussion if our Board rejects this without prejudice. 
I would think the correct thing to do is to reject this contract without 
prejudice, support the Personnel Committee and vote yes on the matter. 

MRS. HAWE: I just wanted to say that when we voted on this in Fiscal, it was 
my understanding that we were not rejecting it without prejudice, that we did 
have reasons for it. 

MR.. FOX: I think that question has oeen-·:.esoived. 

MR. S!GNORE: Before we vote on the three contracts, I'd like to bring to 
light the pOSSible conflict of interest on both sides of the aisle when it 
comes to relatives who are involved in these contracts. I think the people 
should search their .conscience when they vote on these particular items, 



32 MINUTES OF DECEMBER 12, 1977 

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. SIGNORE: (continuing) ••••• because there are possibilities of conflicts 
of interest. 

MR. FOX: Your opinion is noted. 

MR. WIDER: MOVE the question. 

MR. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED by Mrs. Goldstein. The MOTION is CARRIED. Let 
me clarify. it once more. Mr. Zelinski has made a motion to reject the Fact 
Finder's Report without prejudice. A yes vote is to uphold that motion, a 
no vote is against it. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANnlOUSLY. 

MR. I!Il3NICK: No) it hasn't; I've been asking you;I 'Nanted to abstain for the 
elimination of conflict of interest. 

MR. FOX: The record will reflect, sir
l 
~~t you have abstained. 

MR. BAX:rER: Would the record reflect tbtthe vote was taken at one minute to 
midnight? 

(1) UE.OR CQN'1'R}CT BE'mEEN 'mE CITY OF STA.."lFORD AND 'I!lE STA.."lFORD MUNICI1?AL 
~S ASSOCIATION. INC. (MEA) for two years from July 1, 1977 to 
June 30, 1979: 

27. increase effective July 1, 1977 
4'1. increase effective Jan. 1, 1978 
6'1. increase effective July 1, 1978 

Per State Statutes, this contract was presented to this Board Nov. 15,1977 
and must be acted l,lpon witb.i:l 30 days therefrom, otherwise it aut01l!atically 
goes into effect. 

MR. ZELINSKI: Our Committee met with members of the Municipal Employees Asso­
ciation and Mr. Barrett, the City Labor Negotiator, to discuss the contract. 
Our committee voted to reject the contract by a vote of 6 against with one 
abstention, that is to reject without prejudice, as was the case in the first 
contract, and I so MOVE. 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Fiscal concurs with that, Mr. President, and we will be doing 
it without prejudice. 

MRS. RITCHIE: I'd like to correct Mrs. Goldstein's vote, I abstained on that 
in Fiscal. 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Fiscal did concur. 

MRS. RITCHIE: But you said unanimous, I believe. 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I'm sorry, I didn't realize I had said unanimously. 

MR. FOX: The MOTION to reject the contract without prejudice has been HOVED 
and SECONDED. If there is no further diSCUSSion we will put it to a vote. 
The MOTION is CARRIED with 35 yes votes, 2 abstenti~ns (Mildred Ritchie and 
Charles Festo). 

( 



o 

e 

MINUTES OF DECEMBER. 12. 1977 33 

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE (continued) 

(2) LABOR CONTRACT BE'IWEEN S'!AMFORD BOAru) OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY OF S'!AMFORD 
and THE S'!AMFORD FEDERATION OF TEACHERS for three years from June, 1977 to 
June, 1980: 

6.7S7. increase first contract year 
6.507. increase second year 
6.2S7. increase third year 

Per State Statutes, this contract was presented to this Board Nov. 30, 1977 
and must be acted upon within 30 days therefrom, otherwise it automatically 
goes into effect. 

MR. ZELINSKI; Our cOlllllittee met on December 8, 1977, with members of the 
Stamford Federation of Teachers, and members of the Stamford Board of Education 
to discuss this contract. - We voted to reject without prejudice the contract 
with q in favor, and 1 abstention, because of the possible conflict, and I so 
MOVE. The vote originally had been 6 in favor and 1 abstention to approve the 
contract, based on the committee hearingS, subject to a resolution to the Board 
of Finance on the financial impact of wage settlement contained in- the contracts. 
It was brought to oar attention this evening that since the- Board- of ti.tian.ce--- . 
has not yet acted on the teachers.' contract, the committee resolved to reject 
the contract without prejudice, pending the resolution of the Board of Finance 
as was approved by the recent Charter changes. 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: 
did vote at thaT 
the contract ana 

Fiscal Committee voted 6-0 to accept the contract, however we 
point to concur with Personnel's request, whiclr'il&S- 00 accept 
;;'e do appreciate the fact that we now have a Charter dilemaza. 

MR. FOX: Fiscal does not concur, is what you are saying? 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: - No,} 'm SO,:Lj .e6a_t _we. co~t;urr-B4 0th _P~~onn:~i;when Personnel 
accepted it. 

MR. FOX: You are not concurring with Mr. Zelinski's motion at this time~ 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: If his motion is now that Personnel rejects it, then we do 
not. 

MRS. RITCHIE: Education, Welfare and GoVerlllllent concurs. 

MR. FOX: A MOTION having been made and seconded to reject the contract without 
prejudice. We will then bring it to a vote. 

MRS. SANTY: I would like the record to reflect that I'm abstaining for possible 
conflict. 

MR. CARLUCCI: I'd just like the record to show that I'll be abstaining from 
the vote on item #2. 

MR. BLUM: I just wonder if thell: is a confusion going on here with a new Charter. 
We met on all these contracts, we took a deCiSion, today we got so confused be­

cause all of a sudden we find something new in the Charter. I'm sure, when the 
Mayor presented us with the contracts, wasn't he aware of a new Charter change? 
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PERSONNEL COMMITl'EE (continued) 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: It is the Board of Education that submits this to the Boud 
of Representatives, so I guess that the Mayor in this case ~hould not be blamed. 

MR. SCHLECH'lWEG: Let the record note that I am also abstaining on this. 

MR. BAX'!ER: I MOVE the question. 

MR. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is CARRIED. lJe will now vote on the 
motion on the floor to reject the contract wi.thout prejudice. The MOTION is 
CARRIED, there being one no vote (Mr. Dav:f.d Blum), and the abstentions that 
have been noted. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: I would hope that in the future, that we will make some arrange­
ments with the Mayor that: he does not sign these contracts at a time where we 
will be pressed for time at our regular meeting. 

~JR. ZELINSKI: I agree with Mr. Boccuzzi I s r=arks; however when I researched 
this, Connect:icut Statutes specify that we have a certain length of time with­
in which to act on the contracts. 

MR. BAXTER: POINT OF ORDER. lJith a great: deal of respect for both Mr. Zelinski 
and Mr. Boccuzzi, this conversation would be more appropriate in the Fiscal 
Committee, and not on the floor of the Board. 

LEGISIATIVE AND RU1ES COMMITl'EE - Michael Feighan 

MR. FEIGHAN: The Legislative and Rules Committee met on Thursday, December 8, 
1977. Present at the meeting were: }iichael Feighan, Mrs. Raymond, Henry 
Markiewicz, Donald Sherer, Stanley Darer and Charles Festo. 

(1) PROPOSED RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY TO STGN--A DECLARATION OF _ 
PRESERVATION REsnucnoNs required by Conn. Historical Commission in order 

- to receive payment from State for their share of grant to restore the 
old Town Hall. This Board approved filing for the grant in 1975. Law 
Dept. to prov:f.de resolution to secure these funds per 10/20/77 letter of 
Susan Brewster. Held iDCommittee 11/28/77. 

MR. FEIGHAN: On Item No. 1 Miss Brewster was kind enough to accept my request 
to come and explain this proposed resolution to the Legislat:ive and Rules 
CammiCt:ee. We vot:ed 6-0 in favor and I so MOVE. 

MR. PERILLO: Public Works by a vote of 7-0 concurs. 

MR. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED. There being 37 members present, the MOTION is 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 

( 
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LEGISLA.T!VE A.ND RUI.ES COMMITTEE (continued) 

RESOLUTION &0. 1139 

AUTHORIZING EXECTlTION OF FASEMENT, DECLABAnON OF COVENANTS, 
AND DECLARATION OF PRESERVATION RESTRICTIONS - OLD TOWN HALL, 

WBEl!EA.S. an January 6. 1975. the Board of Representatives of 
the City of Stamfo1:d authortz~ the filing of an application· for funds 
from the Connecticut Historical Commisaion and the execution of an 
Assistance Agnl!ll1ent with the State for the restoratian of the Old Tcwn 
Hall; and 

WHEREAS. the Connecticut Historical Commission requires that 
an Eaa_ants. Declaration of Covenants and Declaration of Preservation 
Restrictions be entered into between the City of Stamfo1:d and the 
Connecticut Historical Commission in order for payment by the State 
of their share of the funds as specified in the Funding Agre_ent 
between the State of Connecticut and the City of Stamford dated 
August 29, 1977; 

NOW, THEll.EE'ORE. BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of RepresentatiVes 
that the Mayor of the City of Stamford, Connecticut, is hereby authOrized 
and directed to execute the Easemants, Declaration of Covanants and 
Declaration of Preservation Restri.ctions agreement. 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------
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(2) PROPOSED CHANGES IN TIU! RUI.ES OF ORDER. OF THE 15th BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

Onder "COMMITIEES" (page ~, Item 9) - DEUTE present #9 and SUBSTITUTE: 

"STEERING C~TTEE shall refer all items properly presented 
to the Beard to the respective committee, Said referral shall place 
the itam. either ill the Cnmmtttee or on the Agenda. 

(a) An item placed in Committee shall be investigated fully 
and its findings made to the proper party directly. 

(continued on next page) 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

(b) An item rererred to a Committee and placed on the Agenda shall 
be fully investigated and acted upon as follows : 

(1) The Steering Committee shall place non-controversial items 
on a Consent basis on the Agenda. If, during the Chaiman' 
report and prior to discussion, there is no objection, then 
the Cha:I:= shall move to transfer that item to the Consen 
Agenda. 
All other items shall be debated and ected upon in accord­
ance with the Rules of the Board. 

(2) Items on the Consent Agenda shall be affirmatively Moved 
by the Clerk of the Board by casting one (1) vote. 

(c) The AGENDA of each meeting shall be incorporated by reference. 
It shall be made a part of the Minutes thereof. " 

Submitted by City Rep. Donald Sherer. 

MR.. FEIGHAN: Our COIIIIIIittee voted 6-0 in favor and I so MOVE. 

MR.. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED. 

MR. SHERER: I'd like to MOVE that in the interest of saving some of our pre­
cious time here, that there is a little confusion, I understand, from those 
people who I've been unable to explain the intricacies of this motion. I 
MOVE to put it beck into committee. 

MR.. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED. 

MR.. SIGNORE: I'm interested in the fact that possiblj something could be put 
in committee and burUd there for life. This is what I want clarifi'rld. 

MR. FOX: I don't think the CHAIR would be in a position to give you that 
guarantee, ~.r. Signore. 

MR.. MORGAN: Although Mr. Sherer has explained this item to me, unfortunately, 
I find that the language here does not fit meaning of what he's trying to do. 
I think it is quite clear that the language needs to be modified. It is sace­
thing that we discussed in the Democratic Caucus Room and also which I've 
discussed wit!: the Republican Leaders, and I think that holding this in com­
mittee for another month will have the effect of getting dawn language that 
means what we want it to mean. 

( 

MR. FOX: The MOTION having been MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is CARlUED. 

( 3) PROPOSED CHANGE IN THE RULES OF ORDER OF THE 15 th BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES : 

Under "CLEEK" (Page 3, new item to be ifo5 ) 

"5. The Clerk of the Board shall be responsible for Moving the 
consent Agenda. " ( Submitted by City Rep. Donald Sherer.) 

(This is a companion item to ~2 on the L&R Agenda, as it refers to 
"Consent" Agenda. ) 

MR. FEIGHAN : Item.I;3 is a companion to Item ~2, follOWing along the idea of the 
Consent Agenda pertaining to the duties of the Clerk. 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMKr'l'TEE (continued) 
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MR. FOX: We can clarify that at tMs point. Mr. Sherer are you moving to HOLD 
that in cOllllllittee also? There being a mot:ion to hold it in committee, is there­
a second to that? Being seconded by many, we'll put it to a vote. The MOTION 
is CAlUUED, 

(4) PROPOSED CHANGE IN mE RULES OF ORDER OF THE 15th BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

Page 4, Item 1, under "COMKrT'l'EES" under (a) Steering, •• change the IlUIIIber of 
Mambers fran 17 to 18. (Error due to mis-counting on 12/1/77 Organizational 
Meet:ing.) 

MR. FEIGHAN: Item No.4 is just a --IDRthamat1cal change. We tman;mously do approve 
that and I so MOVE. 

MR. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is Ce.BBIED UNANlMOUSLY. 

(5) PROPOSED CHANGES IN mE RULES OF ORDER OF !HE 15th BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

Page 4, Item 6, under "C~JMITrEES" insert the words "AND ASSIS'!ANT MAJORITY 
LEADER AND ASSIS'tANT MINORITY LEADER" (proposed by City Rep, Donald Sherer), 
l\nd insert the word "OPEN" before the word "MEETING" (proposed by City Rep. 
Handy Dixon), so that the paragraph will read as follows (the changes are 

capitalized) : 

"6. The President of the Board, _ tne Majority Leader, the Mj.nority 
Leader, mE ASSISTANT MAJORITY LEADER AND mE ASSISTANT MINORITY 
LEADER !llAy participate in an OPEN meeting of any Committee of 
which they are not regular members, but without the right to vote. " 

MR. FEIGHAN: The Committee members decided to add a second paragraph to the item 
with that in mind, I can add at this time, present it to the full Board. 

MR. FOX: I would suggest that you submit tbe renewed proposal to the Steering 
Committee. 

MR. MORGAN: I would like to make a motion to put tMs item back in committee 
until the language is clarified. 

MR. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED, The MOTION is CAlUUED. 

MR. BAXTER: POINT OF ORDER. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that when items on 
the agenda are intended by the committee to be held in cOllllllittee, that the 
quickest way to accomplish tbatwQlld be merely not to move it out. And in 
which case, there is no vote needed, unless saneone attempts to move it out. 

MR. FOX: I tMnk that is a good point, Mr. Baxter. 

MR. ZELINSKI: I would like to bring up under SUSPENSION of the RULES, an item 
that had been on tbe te:t!:%t:iveagenda of the Steering COIIIIIIittee which pertains 
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MR. _ZELINSKI: (continuing) ..• to a request fo~ app~oval of a lease between 
the. City of Stamford and the Community Retu~n Inc.., and a lease between the 
City of Stamford and the Bridgeport Catholic Diocesan Corp. 
REQUEST TO SUSPEND THE RULES FOR A LEGISLATIVE & RULES ITEM: 

REOiJEST FOR APPROVAL OF LEASES (1) BEtwEEN CITY OF ST..\MFORD hlTD COMMUNITY 
RETURN, INC. i and (2) BE'lWEEN CITY OF STAMFORD A,,'qJ) !HE BRIDGEPORT ROMAN 
CATHOLIC DIOCESaN CORP. - for property at 66 West Main St., the former 
West Main Community Center. Held in Committee 12/5/77. 

MR. ZELINSKI: I'm sure all the Board mambe~s had received a letter dated 
Decamber 5, 1977 from Mr. Jon Smith, the Assistant Corpo~ation Counsel. 
Unfortunately this letter was. received the day after the Stee~ing C~ttee met. 

MR. FOX: Your motion is to S(JSPEND THE RULES? 

MR. ZELINSKI: Yes sir. 

MR. FOX: MOVED and SECONDED . This will require a two-thirds vote. We will 
vote by the machine. Mrs. Maihock has left, there a~e 33 members p~esent. 
With this new machine, if you are here you should vote. The MOTION is LOST, 
13 yes votes and 20 no votes. It would've required 22 yes votes. 

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR 
Ferrara, Richa~d 
Dixon, Randy 
Santy Jeanne-Lois 
Ma~kiewicz, Renry 
Schlech~Neg, John 
Wider, Lathon 
Ventura, Joseph 
Wilmot, Charles 
Baxter, George 
Price, Margaret 
Zelinski, John 
Signore, S. A. 
Blum, David 

THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITION 
Da~e~, Stanley 
Festo, Charles 
Tiani, Charles 
Perillo, Alfred 
Goldstein, Sandra 
Deluca, Robert 
Sherer, Donald 
Corbo, Fio~enzio 
Pollard, Everett 
Ritchie, Mildred 
Loomis, Ralph 
Feighan, Michael 
Raymond, Diane 

Morgan. Michael 
Boccuzzi, John 
Carlucci, Leo 
Esposito, Paul 
Perillo, Mildred 
Wiesley, Vere 
Fox. John Wayne 

ABSENT 
Rawe, Marie 
Hays, George 
Robie, John 
Livingston, Jeremiah 
Rybnick, Gerald 
McInerney. Barbara 
Maihock, Audrey 

c 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE 

No Report 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 

No Report 

HEALTH AND FROTECTION COMMI'l.'TEE 

No Report 
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PABKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE 

No Report 

EDUCATION, WELFARE A..'IIl GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE 

No Report 

SEWER COMMITrEE 

No Report 

PUBLIC ROUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE - No bport 

ORBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE 

No Report 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE 

No Report 

Sl'ECIAL COMMITTEES 

HOUSE COMMITTEE 

No Report 

DRUG A..'ID ALCOHOL ABUSE COMMITTEE 

No Report 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

No Report 

PETITIONS 

None 

RESOLUTIONS 

NONE 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR 

Mr. Fox: The Mayor requested that we enact Legislation by Ordinance in 
sharing the City's protection, etc, 

MR. LOOMIS: Is that going to be deSignated to a committee? 

39 

MR. FOX: It will be, 1 don't believe it really belonged on this agenda. It 
should've gone to the Steering Committee then assigned to Legislative and 
Rules Committee. 
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COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUALS 

None 

OLD BUS:nlESS 

None 

NEW BUSINESS 

MR.; FOX: The next meeting 
MOrulay, January 16, 1978. 
MOTION is CAlUUED.' 

of the Board of Representatives will be held on 
It was a motion and it has been seconded. The 

MR. MORGAN: Under new business, I would just like to have these minutes of 
the Board of Representatives carry verbatim tonight's editorial in the Advocate 
with regard to the district Board minutes. I'm sure everybody has seen it, 
and I would like to pass it along to appear word for word : "The Stamford Board 
of Representatives seems to be very casual about the way it keeps the minutes of 
its meetings. It also seems to have forgotten that the Connecticut Freedom of 
!nformation Act requires public agencies to file minutes of meetings within 
seven days after they occur. Recently, the district board voted to approve seven 
of 25 sets of minutes. It left the remaining 18 sets, which are not yet typed, 
for the newly-elected board to approve. City Rep. Flanagan, R-19th, ~~ressed 
disapproval of accepting the minutes and said the ne.n board, which will have many 
new members, will not know if they are accurate. "We are vulnerable as a board . 
to action brought by a citizen or group of citizens who challenge the accurac;y ( 
of the minutes," Mr. Flanagan said. "So much time has elapsed that I doubt arry 
member can vouch for their accuracy." We urge the board to do whatever is neces­
sary to produce accurate minutes prompcly. As the City's legi31ative body, it 
has a duty to do so. 

ADJOUBNMENT 

There being no further business to come before the Board, a MOTION, duly seconded 
and CARRIED, the meeting is adjourned at l2:25a.m. 

AP1'R.OVED : 

hg:cmt 

1:esident 
resencatives 

He en M. McEvoy, Adlllinistrative Assist 
(and Recording Sec1:etary) 

Note: The above meeting was broadcast over 
Radio Station WSTC in its entirety 


