



































MINUTES OF MONDAY, JUNE 5, 1978 REGUIAR MEETING 13.

FISCAL (continued)
MR. FOX called for attentiom.

MR. ZELINSKI (continuing): "I appreciate it. As I was stating, I can see a
case where someone is speeding..."

MR. HAYS: Point of Order. He is not debating the subject before us. He is
debating a matter of safety, not a matter of finance.

MR. ZELINSKI: '"I'm giving my reasons why I'm going to vote aga nst this item,
Mr. Hays. As I was saying, someone who is going at a high rate of speed such as
40, or even 35 miles an hour, I can see that. But I don't believe that someone
who is going 1, or 2, or maybe 3 miles over the limit should be harrassed at this
point and I will not vote for any more radar umits until this situation can be
rectified. I don't know how it will be but I would vote against this and I would
also ask my fellow representatives to do so also."

MR. SHERER: T suppose that if I can clarify Rep. Zelinski's trying to say, maybe,
that what I get out of this is crime i{s 0.K. if you're not really commiting a crime.
Does that mean that you cam hold up a liquor store with a plastic gun and not a
metal gun? I mean, it doesn't make sense. Speeding, the law says speeding is

25 ...it's not speeding, it's fair to drive at the posted speed and if 25 is the
speed limit, then 26 is a violation. I don't see what we're arguing about.

MR. SIGNORE: I really don't want to get into this discussion. I've got my own
ideas on it. I've heard enough about speeding. I'm more interested in other

crime prevention other than speeding. I think vandalism, burglaries and molest-
ing people on the streets are more serious than trying to stop anybody that's going
down the street one mile over the limit.

MR. WIDER: I, too, at this point join Mr. Signore and Mr. Zelinski also. I thiak
there's a little misuse of this radar. I have seen some funny things happen. It
makes you feel like a squirrel. If you know anything about squirrel hunting, you
know they wait until the squirrel comes out and then you shoot it. And I've seen
cars hiding down on Shippan Avenue and I just don't like this. I'm for more safe
driving as much as anyone in the City,but I do feel that for the prices that we are
paying for the various things, when it comes to hide-holes, we are not rabbits and
we're not squirrels. For somecne to be out there with a gun trying to shoot us
dowan, now I just don't like this. I'm sorry, but I think it's bad, a very bad
feeling to have to drive a car and feel that someone out there will shoot you
down. I would go along with spending no more money for radar equipment.

MRS, McINERNEY: I wasn't going to talk on this subject, but when people talk about
other crimes which are injurious, I can't think of any thing more horrible than
living on a road like High Ridge Road and watching cars pass at 80 miles an hour
with young children standing at a bus stop, completely non-cognizant of the fact
that they are going to kill somebody someday, and I certainly would support buying
two more, and not just these two, and I wholeheartedly endorse it.

MR. ESPOSITO: T was at the meeting when Mr. Zelinski asked that question of Lt.
Considine. Although I understand Mr. Zelinski's frustrations, I wondered, did he
really expect Lt. Considine to say no, we don't enforce the posted limits? That
we give you a 5-mile or 10-mile an hour leeway? At a public meeting with the press
there? 1I sincerely doubt that the Lt., if the Police Dept. in itself does give a
discretionary leeway, would make that discretion public. Therefore, I think we

are shooting at paper tigers. We don't really know the answer to the question,
and I would support the purchase of these two radar units.
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FISCAL (continued) '

MR. BOCCUZZI: Well, I'd like to speak in support of the radar units. The funny
thing about them is, you kmow, Mr.Zelinski mentioned the radio station. If he
listens to the radio station, the cops are fool enough to tell you where they're
going to be. So you know if you get caught......too bad!

MR. FOX: Motion has been made to MOVE THE QUESTION. SECONDED, CARRIED.

We will now vote on the main motion for $4,500.00 for the Police Department.
MOTION is CARRIED. Against the motion are Mr. Zelinski, Mr. Wider, Mr. Signore,
Mrs. Santy, Mr. Wilmot, Mr. Darer.

(5) -$56;000:66- - PUBLIC WORRS DEPARTMENT - BUREAU OF HIGHWAYS - CODE 323.0000 -
APPROVED REPAIRS -

$37,000.00 The 6 specific items agproved as listed om agenda = $27,283.30

*Plus approx. $8,000.00C for April, May & June 9,716.70

$37,000.00

(*This item reduced by Fiscal from $22,716.70 to
$§9,716.70.)

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said Fiscal cut this item to $37,000.00, reducing it by $13,000.00
and voted 6-0 in favor and she so MOVED, SECONDED.

MR. FOX called for a vote to Suspend the Rules as no report from Public Works.
MOVED, SECONDED. CARRIED. Mr. Perillo was om vacation and returned last Tuesday.

MR. WILMOT MOVED to send this item BACK TO COMMITTEE as he felt this department
should be watch-dogged and determined whether it and other bureaus fit into the
over-all recommendations of the Williams Report. He said reports should be made
if machines are breaking down, or motors being burnt out. If so, is it because
of abuse by drivers or simply because equipment is old and breaking down. Or
hasn't it been properly maintained.

MR. FOX said the Motion to Return to Committee was SECONDED. The vote is LOST
with 15 YES, 20 NO.

The vote on the Main Motion Hr$37,000.00 is CARRIED with 29 YES, 6 NO, 1 ABSTENTION
being Mr. Wilmot.

(6) -8-37486-80 - PURCHASING DEPARTMENT - 3 sub-accounts of Code 243, First item
APPROVED reduced from $2,500.00 to $1,700.00 by Fiscal.
$ 2,600.00
MRS. GOLDSTEIN said Fiscal voted 6-0 in favor of this item, also to reduce the
first item by $800.00, and she so MOVED, SECONDED.

MR. FOX called for a vote on the Main Motion for $2,600.00, and it was APPROVED.

(7) -$365968-66 - PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT - BUREAU OF SANTTATION - CONVENTIONAL
APPROVED INCINERATOR - Code 343,0103 - Over-Time.

$25,000.00.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN said her committee voted 6-0 in favor, and also reduced the item
by $5,000.00, and she so MOVED. SECONDED.

MR, FOX called for a vote on a Motionm to Suspend the Rules as no secondary commit-
tee report. Seconded. Carried with Mr. Wilmot voting NO. A vote on the Main Mo-
tion for $25,000.00, CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.
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(8) $21,600.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATION - Grant for enlargement of Bilingual Special
Education Program.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said this is an additiomal appropriation for enlargement of the
Bilingual special educationm program to.include bi-lingual handicapped students.
Fiscal voted 6-0 in favor and she so MOVED, SECONDED.

MR, SIGNORE said he'd been looking at the bi-lingual program in general for some
time now, that it has been an experimental program, and he feels that a child
dealing with two languages in school is at a disadvantage. That in New York City,
they're finding this has caused a child problems leasrning how to read, write and

do their arithmetic. He would like to see the program modified to some extent,

or eliminated. He realizes it is Federally-mandated but somewhere along the

line, it just cannot be carried on and on when Federal or State funding stops and
the taxpayer is being hit heavily on items like this. That it is very, very unfair.

MRS. MATHOCK asked to what extent the program would be enlarged. That she felt our
local bi-lingual program should not concentrate on a foreign language at the expense
of English in our schools. She said she recently saw a TV program about this and

it was of conecern to many people. She said a study released by the U.S. Office of
Education in Washington on Monday, said '""Students in bi-lingual programs perform

no better than their counterparts in traditional programs." The study said the
Federal bi-lingual programs may hurt students more than they help them.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said the State and Federal laws require not only a bi-lingual program
but mandate an active seeking out of students who do not speak English as a first
language, but speak another language as their first language. And educate them in
their own language. She said by denying this request, the Board of Education would
have to take money out of their own operating budget rather than making use of

the Federal monies that are available.

MRS, RAYMOND: This may be a question that Mrs. Goldstein can't answer, but what
if the Board of Representatives, by not approving the seeking of this money, or
the Board of Education, they defy, in other words, the law of the State and the
Federal Government, to dictate in their own particular local schools what will be
taught, how it will be taught, etec., do you happen to know what the ramifications
of something like that might be?

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said that we will be denied Federal monies not only for this grant
but for any Federal grant.

MRS, PERILLO said that was the best news she's heard, that we will not get any
more Federal money. That we could control our schools and see that our children
do get an education if we stop taking Federal and State grants and Federal and
State controls. She intends to vote against this appropriation.

MR. ESPQOSITO said we should not jeopardize all of our grant money, which run
probably in the millions, as this would put the tax load on the Stamford tax-
payers and he would ask Board members to seriously weigh their decision before
they vote this particular item down.

MR, POLLARD wanted to know what is now being spent for the 15 bi-lingual, handi-
capped children in the program, what additional would be added by virtue of this
$21,600.00 grant.

MR. ESPOSITO and MRS, R ITCHIE said that the money will be spent for teachers to
identify such students; also there will be re-evaluation of 31 more students;
correlation of a new curriculum; work with parents.
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FISCAL (continued)

MR. DARER: I wonder if it would be out-of-order for me at this time toask Mrs.
Goldstein if she could, by the next meeting, obtain for the members of this Board,
a summation of those programs that involvedone-time grants that affect the tax-
payers of this City once those grants expire and what effect that is having om our
mill rate in continuing appropriations that this Board has to pass on, that are not
under our control. I'd like to make a motion to that effect, that we obtain this
information. Seconded by Mr. Signore.

MR. MORGAN said this information should be obtained from the Grants O0fficer,
Susan Brewster. He would not support the resolution, but would support the
intent.

MR. FOX said there always was a motion on the floor, and that Mr. Darer's would
have to be gotten back to later, after that was dealt with. Also there were
other speakears waiting.

MR. WIDER said it was not easy to get a grant, that the need for it had to be
proven and we had done this. And he urged voting for this grant.

MR. LIVINGSTON MOVED THE QUESTION. SECONDED.

MR. FOX called for a vote on this motion and it CARRIED. He then called for a
vote on the Main Motion for $21,600.00 for Item #8. MOVED. SECONDED.

The MOTION is LOST by a vote of 21 YES, 10 NO. It needed 24 votes, or 2/3.of
those present and voting, We have 36 people present. (Note: See Page 24 for a
Reconsider vote on Item #8, which LOST again by the sams vote.)

MR. MORGAN said he suggests the absence of a Quorum and asked for a Roll Call.
MRS. RAYMOND, the CLERK called the Roll.

MR. FOX said there are 35 present and 5 absent at this time. The absent members
are Mr. Tiani, Mr. Baxter, Mr. Schlechtweg, Mr. Carlucci, and Mr. Robie. It is
now 11:50 P.M.

MR. FOX said we would now go back to MR. DARER'S Motion.

MR. DARER: I move that we obtain for this Board from whatever source that be
required, and I suggest this be handled through Fiscal, a list or summation of
those one-time grants that have been, that are currently enforced rather than

those that have been done in the past, Or maybe even those that have been done

in the past that have represented a continuing program and a continuing expenditure
out of the funds, out of the taxpayers' funds. Is that clear? Am I making it
clear, do you think?

MR. FOX" said it was clear to him. Also that the Motion had been previously
Seconded by Mr. Signore.

MRS. McINERNEY asked does this also mean that Mr. Darer wants to hold those other
items on the agenda that are involved with grants.

MR. FOX said that was not the Motion. The Motion is to acquire additional informa-
tion. He also asked Mr. Darer to put his motion in writing for the Admin. Asst.,
and that as Mr. Darer suggested, it come through the President of this Board to

the Grants Officer or Manager.
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FISCAL (continued)

MR, MORGAN said that since Mr. Darer is taking the trouble to write it up for Mrs.
McEvoy, we could save everybody a lot of work if Mr. Darer just wrote & up and
sent it to Miss Brewster and got the information directly that way.

MR, FOX called for a vote on the Motion to amend made by Mr. Signore to have it
go through the President of the Board. CARRIED with Mr. Morganand Mrs. Raymond
voting NO.

MR. FOX called for a vote on the Main Motion which is Mr. Darer's Motion now
amended. CARRTED, with Mr. Morgan and Mrs. Raymond voting AGAINST.

(11) § 4,500.00 - BOARD OF RECREATION - ETHEL KWESKIN THEATRE - SELF-SUSTAINING
PROGRAMS - CODE 661. 1400.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said that due to a disagreement between the Board of Finance and
the Superintendent of Recreation, the production that this money would have paid
for, will not go on. Therefore, Fiscal voted 6-0 in favor of DENYING the request
tonight and she so MOVED.

MR. FOX said then the Motion is to DENY that funding.

MR, HAYS said they were advised the matter was withdrawn so PARKS & RECREATION
COMMITTEE did not take any actiom on it.

MR, FOX called for a vote on the Motion to reject the funding. Seconded. CARRIED
with all Yes votes and ome NO, being Mrs. Perillo. #11 for $4,500.00 is DENIED.

(14) $96,796.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATION - 1977-78 Labor contract between Local #1083,
AFL-CIO and Council &4, CUSTODIANS AND MECHANICS and the Board of
Education, salary increases for first year of contract.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said Fiscal voted to approve 6-0 and she so MOVED. SECONDED.
MR. ZELINSKI said PERSONNEL concurred, 5 in favor and 1 Abstention.

MRS. McINERNEY: I will again re-state the reason I asked this to come off the
Consent Agenda, and that is I voted against the uniom contract for the Custodians
and I also wanted to reserve the right to vote against the funds. It's as simple
as that,

MRS, MATHOCK said she would also wish to vote NO on that.

MR. BOCCUZZI said he would vote in favor of this expenditure, but that he read in
the ADVOCATE a couple of weeks ago where the Board of Education spent some monies

on a roof and intercom and desks and what-have-you. I think if they had held

that expenditure up, they could have paid for this contract out of their last year's
funds and give the taxpayers a break.

MR. FOX called for a vote on #14 and the MOTION was CARRIED, with Mrs. Maihock
and Mrs. McInerney voting NO, and Mr. Zelinski asked to be recorded as ABSTAINING,

(16) REQUEST FOR RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE FILING OF GRANT APPLICATION WITH U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION ADMINISTRATION -
$74,000.00, 100% reimbursable grant for 3 new vehicles for Comm. on Aging.
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FISCAL (continued)
MRS, GOLDSTEIN said Fiscal voted 6-0 in favor and she so MOVED. SECONDED.
MRS. RITCHIE said EDUCATION, WELFARE & GOVERNMENT concurs.

MRS, MATHOCK asked was the North Stamford area included in this. She said that
previously they have not had the services of the Dial-A-Ride and have a need for
those services, and she was intsrested to know if they were included this time.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said she did not know per se if North Stamford was included. She
does know the purchase of these vehicles would permit Dial-A-Ride to extend its
coverage by 100%. She said they did not ask whether North Stamford, or Shippan,
or various other areas of the City will be included. It is supposed to be for
the entire City.

MRS. McINERNEY said she felt as Mrs. Maihock does; and she is ping to vote against
this item, not because she doesn't agree in principle. However, she thinks the
City as a whole has elderly people in the outlying areas who are just as isolated
who need to get to the doctors just as much as any other elderly in the City.

MR. SIGNORE said he would like to make a Motion to Hold in Committee until Mrs.
Goldstein can determine just who will be served by these vehicles, and what in
general is their policy. MOVED and SECONDED.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN replied that it was supposed to cover the whole City and she was
unaware that North Stamford was not covered, but the representation to Fiscal is
that Dial-A-Ride covers the whole City.

MR. WIDER said he was against holding it in committee because if the whole City
is not covered, then something is wrong, but that it could be checked.

MR. FOX reminded the members that the item is a request for a resolution to
authorize filing of a grant application. No more than that.

MR, FOX said the Motion we are dealing with is to Return to Committee on which
there is no discussion.

MR. ZELINSKI said he would just like to state he would not like to see this go
back to committee, and would rather see an amendment or some Sense-of-the-Board
whereby all the areas of the City ate covered rather than none.

MR. BLUM said he would vote NO om this. He said the Commission on Aging is a
City-wide agency. That on Dial-A-Ride you have to call and make an appointment
and then they pick you up, but this service is not available on five minutes'
notice. It is done throughout the City for all senior citizens and handicapped.

MRS. RITCHIE said this would increase the facilities 100% and they will have 3
drivers, and that if they are not now mvering the entire City, they certainly
would be able to with new drivers and new vehicles. She urged support of this.

MR, BOCCUZZI said do we have the 5 drivers on hand or do they have to be hired?

MR. FOX said we were getting very far afield. That we are not approving funding,
only the authorization to file a grant application. He called for a vote on the
Motion to Return to Committee. It was LOST by a vote of 6 YES, 25 NO. Mr. Fox

then called for a vote on the MAIN MOTION for the resolution and it was APPROVED

with 27 YES; 4 NO; 1 ABSTENTION (Mrs. Maihock). (See Rasolution No. 1160 ¢ ri
Item #16, following conclusion of Minutes and Agenda « al) AEEEEE
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FISCAL (continued)

MRS, GOLDSTEIN said she would write a letter, as Chairman of Fiscal, to the
Commission on Aging enumerating Mrs, Maihock's and Mrs. McInerney's complaints,
and tell them that it certainly is the feeling of this Board that the entire
City be covered through Dial-A-Ride.

(20) REQUEST FOR TAX ABATEMENT STATUS REPORT ON SHIPPAN ELDERLY HOUSING PROJECT
from Sandra Goldstein, her letter of 5/18/78.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: Fiscal met in relation to this last Wednesday night and we had

the Tax Abatement Committee, consisting of Mr. Murray, Mr. Hoffman and Mr. Hyland,
as well as Susan Brewster and Mr, Carroll who is the attormey for Forest City
Dillon, Inc., who is the developer. Just as a little back-up onm the entire project,
on Nov. 14, 1977 the Board of Representatives gave final approval to the Tax Abate-
ment Ordinance No. 363. It was anticipated at that time that Forest City Dillon
Horowitz would take title to the property forthwith, And that the CHFA mortgage
commitments and the HUD commitments would be imminent. However, after we passed
the ordinance, problems in acquiring the property arose, and therefore both the
CHFA and the HUD commitments are still being negotiated by Forest City Dillom.

On May 16, 1978 Forest City Dillon did take title to the property, despite the
fact that Baker-Firestone Inc. contends that it had the right to the property
predicated on a prior agreement signed with the Ford Leasing Company. This is
really a very, very intricate series of events. Currently, Forest City Dillon
has a lawsuit filed in Superior Court seeking clear title to the property.
Because of the above problems, neither the Mayor, on behalf of the City, nor
Forest City Dillon executed the Tax Abatement Agreement that we passed last Novem=-
ber. Therafore the time comsitraints as outlined in the Reasolution have not yet
begun. The only time constraint that isatill active requires project completion
on or before April 1, 1979. Forest City Dillon has indicated that it cam still
meet this completion date because of the modular construction that they use.

Now, in the interim, since we met with the Tax Abatement Committee, I understand
that Forest City Dillon did actually apply for a building permit with the City.
Now the Tax Abatement Committee, consisting of Commissioner Hoffman, Mr. Hyland,
and Corporation Counsel Murray will be meeting this month in a series of meetings
to try to revise the Abatement Agreement, if necessary. And they will have the
results of this, hopefully, by June 23rd. Any amendment that they think will be
necessary in that Agreement will come before Steering and through the proper com-
mittees for use to act upon, and will also go to Forest City Dillon. And that's
where it stands. And if anybody has any further questions, 1'd be happy to try
to answer them.

MR. FOX said we could move on to Item #21.
(21) REQUEST FOR RESOEUTION RE A COST-SHARING AGREEMENT BETWEEN CITY AND STATE

FOR_A TRAFFIC-SIGNAL REVISION AT INTERSECTION OF ROUTE #137 (HIGH RIDGE ROAD)
AT SQUARE ACRE DRIVE.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN said this is just to authorize the Mayor to enter into the Agreement.
That we have already passed this $2,500.00 in Capital funds necessary for this
project., Fiscal voted to have one change which is that the Mayor will sign the
Agreement, not Mr. Winkel, and upon a vote of 6-0 in favor, she so MOVED. SECONDED.

MR. FOX called for a vote, and the MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. (See Resolution #1164)
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FISCAL (continued)

(26) $47,000.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATION - CODE 873.0000 - to continue Bi-Lingual
Program for period May 1, 1978 through Jume 30, 1978. Grant.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN said Fiscal voted 6-0 in favor and she so MOVED, SECONDED,

MR. SIGNORE said he was opposed to this item the same as he was on Item #8
previously, and for the same reasons.

Upon Motion by Mr. Darer to Move the Question, and Seconding, and UNANIMOUS
APPROVAL, Mr. FOX then called for a vote on the Main Motion, #26 for $47,000.00.
Item #26 was DENIED by a vote of 22 YES, 9 NO. (Note: At a later vote to
Reconsider, this was approved with 2 NO, balance YES. No votes were D. Raymond
and M, Perillo., See Page 25 for the Reconsider vote which CARRIED.)

(31) $30,667.00 - "LAND ACQUISITION"- for purchase of property at 80-92 Richmond
Hill Avenue by Housing Site Development Agency.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said this is an additional appropriation for acquisition of a
seven-unit row house and adjacent lot at 80-92 Richmond Hill Avenue. The funds
will not come out of the Capital Non-Recurring Account as originally stated, but
will coze ocut of OPERATING FUNDS. Fiscal voted 6=-0 infavor and she so MOVED.
SECONDED.

MR. WIDER said his Committee met on May 3lst at 6:30 p.m. and voted 3-0 in favor.
Present were Stanley arer John Schlechtweg and Lathon Wider. They concur.

MR. FOX said before a vote is taken, he would like the Roll called to determine
how many members are still present.

MRS. DIANE RAYMOND, the Clerk, called the Roll. There were 32 present and 8 absent.
The 8 Absent members were Reps. Tiani, Sherer, Baxter, Price, Schlechtweg, Robie,
Livingston, and Carluceci. It was 12:15 A.M.

MR. ESPOSITO said as he recalled when the vote was taken for item #26, there were
only 33 members present. What would we need for a 2/3 vote on that?

MR. FOX said Item #31 is APPROVED with 2 Abstentions, Mrs. Perillc and Mrs. Maihock.
MR. FOX replied that at the time #26 vote was taken, as far as he was concerned,
there were 35 present. He said we would proceed to Item #35.

(35) 8§17,677.85 - POLICE DEPARTMENT - Code 433.0000 - CRIME REDUCTION. Grant -
partial refund. Disallowed by State Accounts Examiners.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said Fiscal voted 6-0 in favor and she so MOVED. SECONDED.

MR, FOX said a Suspension of Rules is necessary as no secondary committee report.
Motion Made, Seconded, and CARRIED.

MR, FOX called for a vote on the Main Motion for $17,677.85 and it was APPROVED
with a vote of 26 YES, 4 NO.

MR, MORGAN asked how many votes were needed for that.

MR, FOX SAID you need a minimum of 21. He then said they would revert to the
first section of the Fiscal Agenda and call for a vote on the CONSENT AGENDA
j.tems which are Fiscal Items 31 4y 9, 10,012, 13, 18, 17, 18,,19,, 22,123, 245 25,
27,728, 29, 30, 32, 33, 34, 35, 37 and 38. YRS. GOLDSTEIN MOVED. SECONDED.

MOTION 4s GARRIED, with Mrs. Perillo making some notations as follows in terms of
stentions and N& votes.
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FISCAL (continued)

MRS. PERILIO said she votes NO on Items 10, 14, 22, 23, 24, 25, 27, 28. And
ABSTAINING on Items 18, 29.

MR. DARER MOVED to RECONSIDER Item #8 and Item #26.

MR, FOX said that the Motion to Reconsider must be made by someone on the
Prevailing Side, which Mr, Darer apparently was not in light of his position
on the questions involved.

MR. LOOMIS said he was out of the room when the first vote was taken and he
was recorded as an Abstention. He didn't vote either way, so is he in a position
to bring this to a vote?

MR, FOX said no, that is not the Prevailing Side.

MR, WILMOT called for a Point of Order. He askad 1if, on the CONSENT AGENDA,
does an individual member have the possibility of saying whether they Abstained
or vote for each individual item on the CONSENT AGENDA, as Mrs., Perillo did.

MR. FOX said he had no problem with that, if someone wants to have their vote
recorded, Mrs, Perillo did not object when the opportunity arose to any of those
items being put on the CONSENT AGENDA which is the way the procedure is set out.
He said he did not think her voting NO is in conflict with the over-all vote on
the items on the CONSENT AGENDA. He didn't see any conflict there.

MRS. PERILLO: Canl explain why I did it? Rather than take each thing off the
CONSENT AGENDA, to save time, that's why I asked you if I could vote at the end.
Otherwise, if it's wrong, then I'm going to not go with the CONSENT AGENDA.

MR. FOX said that Mrs, Perillo's vote will be so recorded.

MR. BLUM said he was going to ask the same question as Mr. Wilmot. How can you
break the Consent Agenda? We have the opportunity in caucus to state if we don't
want a particular thing to go on the Consent Agenda; if you're going to vote aggnst
it, so therefore you don't want that item to go on the Comsent Agenda.

MR, FoX said we have seen that happen, possibly 4 or 5 times. Mr. signore comes

to mind with 2 or 3 times, and Mrs. McInerney with at least onme item. If you don't see
it on the Consent Agenda as we go down th2 line, you simply state that and it is

off, as has happened this evening to, I would say, 4 or 5 items at least., I

believe Mrs. Goldstein now wants to take up certain items under SUSPENSION OF THE
RULES. The hour is now very late and aftar this is taken care of, we will want to
consider, unfortunately, the possibility that we would go to a second meeting. I
think this breaks our streak as far as this Board is concerned.

MRS. MATHOCK said that in view of the fact there is a possibility that the City
would have to fund these Bi-Lingual Programs, she would RECONSIDER on that basis.
She said she voted NO on #8 and ABSTAINED on #26.

MR, FOX said she could then make a MOTION to RECONSIDER Item #8.

MRS, MATHOCK MOVED to RECONSIDER Fiscal Item #8 for $21,600.00; that however, her
opinion is still the same on the subject!
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FISCAL (continued)

MR. FOX said to Mrs. Maihock, them, that she was making a Motion to Reconsider the
vote of this Body on Item #8, and that item which was LOST, Mrs. Maihock voted
NO on, was that correct?

MRS. MATIHOCK said that was correct.

MR. FOX asked if there were a SECOND to the Motion to Reconsider, stating that
he did not believe that the SECOND had to be a2 party on the Prevailing Side.

MR, BOCCUZZI: Mr. Chairman, the Second has to be...but I think the Motiomn
should have been made directly after the vote. I don't think you can go two-
thirds of the way down the Agenda and go back.

MR. FOX said he would double~check. He said the Motion is appropriate as long
as it is made at the same meeting, and also that the Motion itself can be made
only by one who is on the Prevailing Side. The Second can be made by anyone.
A MOTION TO RECONSIDER has been made and SECONDED,

MRS, GOLDSTEIN asked exactly how many people are here.

MR. BOCCUZZI, having the floor first, asked did we need two-thirds of those
present, or when the original.vote was taken? Because, look at what happened.
You could wait until the end of the meeting, when a few people go home, and
you could change the whole Agenda.

MR. FOX said the Motion requires a majority vote of those present and voting
at the time the Motion is made. The MOTION TO RECONSIDER requires a2 majority
vota, The Motion to approve the funding, if in fact we vote to Reconsider,
requires a two-thirds' vote of those present now.

MR. BOCCUZZI: A good method of beating the Agenda.

MRS, PERILLO: I really don't go for this, Mr. President. This reminds me of
the Budget hearing. It was all cut and dried. Now we spent many hours here
tonight and are arguing about that and discussing it. Mrs. Maihock said she
doesn't believe in it, but she'll change her vote. Somebody gave her some
"snow job'!

MR. FOX: Well, Mrs, Maihock has the right to make a Motion to Recomnsider., The
Motion has been made. It has been Seconded. The MOTION TO RECONSIDER {ftem #8
is CARRIED, 17 YES, 14 NO.

We will proceed to the MOTION at hand which is Item #8, $21,600.00, for the
BOARD OF EDUCATION.

MR. HAYS asked how many people were present.
MR, FOX asked Clerk Raymond to Call the Roll. There are 32 present and 8 absent.

The zbsent members are: Representatives Tiani, Baxter, Livingston, Schlechtwag,
Price and Carlucci and Robie and Sherer. It is 12:40 A.M.
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FISCAL (continued)

MR. DARER: I think it's immensely important for us to approve these two items,
otherwise the City which must, under mandated programs, pay for these items out
of taxpayers' monies. I think, as I said before, we will attempt through the
Motion that I made before to obtain for the Board by next month, the information
on all pending and one-time grants and how that will affect us. And I think,
really, a study of that will enable us to act more responsibly in the future in
connection with all grants,

But in connection with these two items tonight, I think it's imperative that we
vote for it because otherwise the taxpayers will be forced to fund this out of

our own taxpayers' money, the citizens' fund, and I think it's just a shame to

throw the money away.

MR. SIGNORE: There have been statements made that we'll be throwing away money;
I'm willing to bet that the Board of Education has sufficient funds in their
budget to cover this, plus other programs.

MR. ZELINSKI: Let me just say this is a very, very difficult question and the
only thing that comes to my mind is (a) the funds, both this item #8 and item
#26, if this were to pass, would, if we defeat this would come out of ths present
Board of Education's budget which fiscal year ends June 30th of this year. It
does not affect the new year starting. Also what comes to my mind is an article
in the local paper which mentions very clearly and specifically that the Board
of Education had several thousand dollars of surplus funds and they were going
about on how they would hurry up and spend these funds prior to Jume 30th. As
far as costing the taxpayers money, let us not forget for one aminute that State
money also comes out of our pockets as: well as sales tax for gasolins, and other
items we buy, drivers licenses, car registrations and these other items. So we
are also paying for any State aid we get. So even though it's a very difficult
decision to make, based on what I just said, I'm going to vote against this.

MR. DIXON: The State and Federal governments combined are very much involved in
the education of our children. Now, whether or not it's a State grant or Federal
grant, we are still talking about tax dollars. But if there was any chance to
recover the amount equally by getting a return, or a reduction, in the taxes we
paid, by rejecting these grants, then I perhaps would be in favor of going back.
But that is not the case. We are going to pay that tax and if by rejecting this
appropriation on receiving this grant, then we are going to pay taxes again, so I
would have to comsider that double taxation. Now the mere fact that we're getting
the grant, to me, I would have to consider that a returnm on our taxes and I think
we should take advantage of that and accept tha return that the State and Federal
governments offer.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: Mr. Dixon is so right. It is a return om our tax dollars and
quite right, too, was Mr. Signore in saying that the Board of Education will pay
for it anyway, because the Board of Education will. This way, we are getting
reimbursed from the State dollars which if we don't accept, it goes to a differ-
ent community.

MR. PERILLO: Yes, I coulda't agree more with what Mr. Dixon and Mrs. Goldstein
fid. But, by the same token, this is a one-shot deal. Next year, the Bosrd of
Education will put it in their Oparating Budget and they won't come in for $38
Million. They'll come in for $42 Million. So what are we paying them? We're

just giving them money on money.
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FISCAL (coatinued)

MR, HAYS: I think the issue is very simple. The program is going to continue.
It's mandated and we're not going to stop the program, and it's going to be paid
for. It's just simply that we want to take the grant dollars to pay for it and
we're going to stomach the cost ourselves. That's all there is to it.

MRS, RAYMOND: The reasons I am going to vote against this is because I think
there's a very good principle involved here. There is a good question in my
mind whether a program like this is worth funding om a Federal, State or local
level. And the people, the educators that I have spoken to, aml professionals
in the educational field, disagrea. The majority, though, say that it is not a
good program, and since I do rely somewhat on their professional judgment, and
also looking at it from a layman's point of view, I am not going to cortinue the
funding, mandated or not. I will rebel on that level on som2thing that is not
worthwhile to the children. Thank you.

MRS, MAIHOCK: Yes, I wish to assure Mrs. Perillo that I have not changed my
concern about enlarging the Bi-Lingual Program. Howaver, I do not want the tax-
payers to be penalized esither. I hope we can work to control and put limits to
our bi-lingual programs and I think we should all work towards that end.

MR, BLUM: Yes, I would like to repeat myself in a sense that everyonz has repeated
themselves this evening. I feel this is a mandated program, good or bad, and it
should be paid through the State or Federal governments. I think the time is now
~upon us because of this Horton-Meskill case that came before the Supreme Court,

And ves, the Board of Education and the Connecticut State Commission on Education
is looking very, very much in all these programs. If we're State-controlled, if
the Board of Education is a State-mandated item that says every child is guaranteed
a good education, then I think that it's time for our legislators to look very hard,
very hard, at this so it doesn't affect the property owners and their tax, and
maybe tomorrow we might get a good shot from Califormia.

MR, FOX: A Motion has been made to MOVE THE QUESTION. SECONDED. CARRIED,

We will now vote on the Motion for Item i#8, $21,600.00, Board of Education.
The MOTION is LOST with 21 YES votes and 10 NO votes. 22 votes were needed for
passage. (Note: the first vote on item 8 appears om page 16.)

MR. POLLARD: Having been on the Prevailing Side on Item #26, may I make a Motion
for Reconsideration of that item?

MR. FOX: You may. You voted MO on that item, is that correct, Mr. Pollard? Your
MOTION is to RECONSIDER Fiscal Item #26, It's been MOVEDand SECONDED. The MOTION
TO RECONSIDER is CARRIED with a vote of 24 YES, 8 NO. We will now take up the
main Motion, Item #26 under Fiscal, for $47,000.00. Discussion?

MR, DIXON: I would just like to say, very simply and briefly, that this $47,000.00
we have already paid that in taxes, Now what we're running the risk of is having
to pay the same amount again in taxes, so I would have to call that double taxationm,
if we do. Now this $47,000.00 is being offered back to the City and I hope that we
will take advantage of it.

MR. ZELINSKI: Again, this is a difficult question and after conferring with my
colleague, Mr. Esposito, I changed my mind o2 the other one, I voted yes, and I
will also vote yes on this.
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FISCAL (continued)

MR. BOCCUZZI: Well, I like the other grant. This is differemnt because $37,000.00
of this $47,000.00 does not go to the Board o Education. Only $10,000.00 goes.
I'm not in love with the Board of Education but that $37,000.00 back...yes, Mrs,
Goldstein, you know it. $37,000.00 is taxpayers' money and goes to the General
Fund, so I would advise that this Board approve #26.

MR, SIGNORE: I just want to qualify a point here. We talk about Federal grants.

You know, the more Federal grants that are issued, whether they come to Stamford

or where they go, the more taxes you pay, whatever kind of taxes you think you're
paying; you still raise the Federal budget and that has to be covered by Federal

taxes so don't ever lose sight of that. It doesn't just stop at one point.

MR, WIDER MOVED THE QUESTION. SECONDED. CARRIED.
MR. FOX said the Motion now on the floor is Item #26, $47,000.00 Board of Educa-

tion. The MOTION is CARRIED with 2 NO votes, Mrs. Perillo and Mrs. Raymond, the
rest YES votes. (Note: Item #26 first voted on at Page #20.)

MR, MORGAN: Given the late hour, I wonder if it might not be appropriate to
make a MOTION to ADJOURN the meeting to Wednesday, June 7, 1978 at 7:30 o'clock.

MR. RYBNICK: I agree with Mr. Morgam, but I would like to ask one question, or
revert to the PARKS AND RECREATION for a parking sticker. It's so much needed
before next week and if we can just get that one item aff tonight befora we
close, I would much appreciate it.

MR. BOCCUZZI: I would like to ask Mr., Morgan to at least consider Mr. Rybnick's
request, just on that one item. I don't think it would take us long to beat
that ordinance.

MR, FOX: The item on the floor is not debatable. A MOTION has been mads to ADJOURN
to a specific date, which makes it a Privileged Item. We will then proceed to a
vote on that, The MOTION is to ADJOURN to Wednesday, Jume 7, 1978 at 7:30 p.m.

The MOTION is CARRIED, 17 YES, 14 NO. We will recess until Wednesday, this
Wednesday, June 7, 1978 at 7:30 P.M.

ADJOURNMENT: The meeting, upon Motion duly made, 3econded, and Carried, was
adjourned at 1:05 A.M. (Adjourned to Wednesday, June 7, 1978.)

- o Bt Dy e Evey

ENCS. Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative Ass??fant

APPROVED: Note: Tha above meeting was broadcast
over Radio WSTC in its entirety.

Jetin Wayne Fox, Pr
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entatives



At a Regular Meeting of the 1l5th Board of Representatives held on Monday, June 5,
1978, the following items were MOVED by FISCAL CHAIRPERSON SANDRA GOLDSTEIN to the
CONSENT AGENDA and one vote was cast for APPROVAL of all such items by UNANIMOUS
Vote of those present and voting, with the exception of Mrs., Perillo's votes on
certai items which are enumerated on Page 21, first paragraph.

Item No.

1.
4.
9.

10.
12,
13.

LS.

17.
18.

19.
22,
23.
24,
25.
27.
28.
29
39,
32.
33.
34,
36%
37
38.

NOTE:

FISCAL COMMITTEE (See Agenda of 6/5/78 attached, for detail)

$17,500.00
$11,280.00
$21,079.00

$§ 750.00
$  390.42

S "752.23
RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION
RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION
$ 1,996.16
$ 4,763.50
$ 4,320.00
$ 1,407.05
$ 900.00
$ 4,851.68
$ 900.00
RESOLUTION
RESOLUTION
$41,200.00

$210,000. 00
§ 74725
$ 2,500.00
$ 2,500.00

- PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE - Code 350.0103.

POLICE DEPT. - COMMIONICATIONS - Code 490.0501.
POLICE DEPT,

PARK DEPT., TERRY CONNERS SKATING RINK - Code 720,0501.

]

POLICE DEET., Code 410,0101.

COMMISSION ON AGING - Code 114.0101.
NO, 1159 TRANSFERRING $37,648.02 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET.

NO. 1161 TO FILE FOR TAX ABATEMENT PAYMENT OF $23,384.00.
NO. 1162 TO FILE FOR $61,333.00 GRANT (HOUSING SITE DEV.)

NO. 1163 TO FILE FOR $111,888,.00 GRANT,
- BOARD OF EDUCATION - Code 878.

-~ BOARD OF EDUCATION - Code 878.
- BOARD OF EDUCATION - Code 878.
- BOARD OF EDUCATION - Code 858.
- BOARD OF EDUCATION - Code 878.
- BOARD OF EDUCATION - Code 878.

MAYOR'S OFFICE - Code 201.0305.

NO. 1165 AMEND CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET - Tramsfer of $25.00.
NO. 1166 AMEND CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET, $7,177.93.

- FIRE DEPARTMENT - Code 451,1505.

POLICE DEPARTMENT - Code 410.0101.

STAMFORD EMERGENCY SERVICES - Code 480.1701.

PERSONNEL DEPARTMENT - Code 270.
BOARD OF RECREATION - Code 650,1701.

i

In any case where talephone items were involved, John Schlechtweg and
Margaret Price are to be recorded as ABSTAINING, neither voting nor
participating in any way.
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