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3461 Special Heatina be1d Friday, September 7, 1962 

MR. HIYIlS •• id. 1n view of the many queatioul that bave been rat,.d 1ft rlSlr. to 
procedure, he would read the followina letter vb1ch ba. been received froa the 
CorporatioD Coun •• l: 

CITY OF STAI!PORD, COIIIIECTICUT 

Robert H. Heyer., I.q. 
Chairman, Charter Revillon Co.-itt.e 
Board of leprelentltivel 
City HeU 
Stamford, Connecticut 

Dear Hr. Heyen: 

S.ptember 7, 196~ 

1 hIve reviewed the pRe_dura. taken by the Charter 
.. vialon Commi •• lon end the loard of lepre •• ntativ.. to date with 
re.pect to the propo.ed Charter amendment. and find the. to be 
v.tld. 

Very truly youra, 

. (dgned) laedore H. Heckler 
Corporatlon Coun •• l 

tal. M!YIU pre •• nted the report of hh eo .. ltt... H' ••• 1d • public bearina VI. 
beld OD AUBult 14, 1962 Ind. Public Committee Heetina on Auguat 30, 1962, Ind 
• second public hearing on September 6. 1962. Following the public portionl of 
the meetingl of Augult 30 and September 6, executive leuionl vere held by the 
Colllllittee. 

Present: Samuel D. CUBbing, Ronald M. Schwartz, John R. Nolan, Jamel E. MUlreed~ 
Benjamin Jtodow.ki and Ilobert M. Meyerl. 

HR. MEYERS reported that al a re.ult of caraful deliberation, . and taking into 
account tbe operation of Sectionl 7-191 and Section. 9-370 of the Connecticut 
Ceneral Statute., a. amended, the Committee approved unanimoully Propolall NOl. 
1, 2, 3, 4 , 5. 6, a. pre.ented to thil Board by the Charter Revi.ion Commi •• ion. 

In regard to ,ropo.al No . ~I Kr . Heyer. reported that the Committee i. of the 
opin10n that due to the larse number of referendum iteml which will be on thie 
year'e ballot. it may be a more prudent courae for the Board of Reprelentative. 
to conlider placing this item on next yearle ballot 10 al not to unduly burden 
the voten at the poll. in November. 

In regard to PrDpo.al No. 7, concerning extenl10n of the te~ of Mayor from two 
to four year., the Committee voted unanlmoully to B!J!CT thil item, In view of 
the opinloD of the Corporation Couneel'. office coni truing it .a belng contrary 
to the proviaions of the Conltitution of the State of Connecticut. 

In regard to Proposal No.8. concerning revieion and amendment of the Pen. ion 
Syatems of the City of Stamford, the Committee voted unanimouely to REJECT thi. 
item. 
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Regarding Propo •• l No.8, Hr. Meyera .aid it 11 recommended by the Committee that 
thi. propo.al be referred to the next Charter levi.lon Commtl,lon, with a view of 
expandlnl certaln benefit provisionl, luch .1 vidow', benefit.. Further, in view 
of the complexity of chi. quescion and the importance of thil item CO the City of 
Stamford, it va. felt that it would be better to Sive luch IU important propoI.I 
• more prominent place on the ballot than to .andwich it in with ten other item.. 

MI. MEYERS laid hi' Committee ha. acted, during the te~ of the pre lent Cb.l~n. 
II an tntesral lad homogeneous unit, alvaya in complete agreement on actiona taken. 

f There have been differeacea of opinlon expre .. ed al. .,a'bl1c beat'loSI, but the votta. 
'., record i. ample evidence of the ,olidarity and Isreemant of purpo.e and procedure 

of the Committee. 

THE PII8IDENT explained that the vote on the.e Charter amendment' require. a vote 
'of 21 moabe .. of the Board (a majority vote). , 
HI. CONNORS .aid he h., • letter which waa given to h~ tonight from the I.at Bide 
Taxpayera' Auociation and requeated permiBlion to read the fir't paragraph of the 
letter at thi. time. The portion re.d follows: 

HOn behal f of the Za't Stde Taxpayen' ABloctation. I would lU. to 
que,tton the lesality of the meeting Icheduled ton!sht presenting 
certain amendments to the Charter and prote.ting the pr •• entation 
of any Charter amendment. at the Nov.~er election. for the record 
the Board of Repreaentatives and the Board of Pinance .hould bave 
the follovinl information prior to voting approval of any of the,. 
amendment •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• II 

(Signed) Prank Daley, .resident 
la.t Side Taxpayer.' 

A.soclation 

HR. SCARELLA .aid he vi.hed to rai •• one que.tian. He aaked if he under.toad 1t 
correctly - that an opinion had been received from the Corporation Counael that 
the meeting 11 valid. He laid the point he 11 trying to make i.: "Are we givinS 
up our Tight. ~ .t a s.cond go at the amendments to the Charter'l Are we voting 
here tonight to place the,e proposats on the ballot at the next election'" 

HR. MEYERS .aid it 1s hi. under. tanding thst in the pa.t thle loard hae not 
alway •• ent everything back to the Charter Revi.lon Commi.sion. However, 1n 
view of the atatutory deadline which prevaill, the alternative which thi' loard 
ia faced vith this evening is to either accept or reject these propoaal. - there 
i, not aufficient time to send them back to the Charter leviaion COmmiealon for 
amendment or for further 'tudy by the Commission. 

THE PIBSIDENT explained that the vote tonight viII be either to place the •• &mead­
menta on the ballot for the next election or to reject them. 

HR. SCAIILLA .aid under the,e circum,tances he find, himself in no position to 
vote to place theee on the ballot thia year. He eaid he vould like to go on 
record that he Dever hs. beeD in favor of haVing certain local 1,.uel involved in 
a .tate election, however, 'inee the atate La alia placing quite a large group 
of amendments on the ballot, it viII involve too .. ny referenda queetionl which 
vill relult in confu.ioa to the averlge voter and he fe.l. he CaD take DO otber 
pod.timl than to vote .,ainat the • .. ndmente." 
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HI.. JOHNSON nqualted a five ll1aute rece •• at thb tiM. which v •• arant.d:. 

TIll DClSS v •• over at 8:45 P.H. and the _laban ".WDld their ••• u. 

TH! PRBSIDBNT In.tructed tho Cl.rk to take a roll call vote on all propo.ala for 
Charter amendment. 

MR. SHElMAN .aid. with due deference to the CorporatloD Coua •• l'a opinion OD the 
validity of this matter. he would 11k. to call the !aard'a attention to cartaln 
prov1810n. of the aeneral .t.tut •• wblcb be belleva. bava been vlolotad by the 
Board a. a whol. tn •• ttlna up tba orlalnel Cborter Revi8ion Commi •• ion - (the 'th). 

HR. SH!RHAN .aid tbe .tatute. .pecifically provlde tbat tbl. Board (the appolntlna 
authority) mult authorize the .ppointment of • Charter levilian Comad •• lon by • 
two-third. vote. and 10 far. '0 good. He .aid that at the Board meeting held 
Aprl1 1, 1962 thll Board dld 10 authorlze by r •• olutlon the appolnboent of a 
Charter Revi.ion Comml •• ion and it wal unanimously adopted. The general at.tut ••• 
Sectlon 7-190 provlde. tbat wlthln thlrty (30) day. after .uch lnltl.1 actlon h •• 
been taken by the appointing authority - in thia ca •• tbe Board of leprelentativet -
that the Charter levi.ioD Commi,lion .batl be appointed, that we ahall .pecify the 
area. far di.cu •• ion by it and that we ahall apecify the date by which it aball 
make ita report hack to the appointing authority. 

He laid tbe Board failed in tbree aspecta in regard to that Itatute. Pir.t, we 
did not appoint the Charter aevislon Commie.ion until the May 7, 1962 Board 
meeting - obviouely mDre than thirty daya from tbe date of ~he ' initlal re.olu­
tion autbori~lng thi. appointment. In the aecond place, we failed completely to 
.pecify tbe areas of dlscu.alon or conalderatlon for tbe pre.ent Charter Revilion 
Commilaion. Third, we did not Ipecify the date by which it would~e itl return 
report to thia Board. . 

He .aid he thinks it i. Qat necaa.ary to go further than that one .tatutory 
provision to determine the validity of thh whole procedure. He said: "I don It 
think it's valid and in my di.cuaaion with the Corporation Counael yelterday he 
took the pOlition that an error may bave been made, but 10 what, in the aenae 
thet tbe.e were procedural aspectl rather than lubstantive onel and h. doubted 
that a court would over-rule it, lince there wal initial unanimoua action on the 
part of this Bo.rd, authoriEing the appointment of a Charter Revilion Commi •• ion. 
However. I don't per.onally want to take that rilk on the part of the whole City 
of Stamford. 

"I .ubmit three posaibilitie. to the Board for con.lderation. Let I. take the 
propo.ed bonding lssue (Propo.al No.2) where we are a.ked to have. Cbarter 
reviaion authorizing a pertod of thirty yeara for the repaying of boodl. Would 
anyone here be willing to certlfy to a bonding company that our procedure ha. 
been completely valid ln authorizing thi. referendum questionl I, a. a l.wyer, 
would not for lure, and 1 would hate by 80 do ins to Jeopardize .ny bonding illue 
under thil proviaion. 

'~e alia have a queltion regarding appeal. from the Zoning and .tannins Boards 
(Propoaal No.6), to thi. Board. Suppoaing you vere repreaenting an opponent I 
to an action by thia Board on .n appeal. I a.k you if you wouldnlt cite the 
background of this Charter Revision Propoaal in any .uit brought to you in _I 
appealing to • court from a decilion of thi. Board? 

IIGoing on atill fUrther - the .tatute. provide that the CoadaaioD - the Cbarter 
Revilion Commilaion - will hold at leaat one public he.ring within thirty day •• 
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They did that. We have fal1ed to act within the fifteen daya required of that 
~. public hearing, and I lubmit to the Board that lalt night" publIc hearing w •• 

not a v.ltdly called public hearing, 10 that it w •• not called by the Board of 
Kepr.,entativee, nor va. it advertl.ed •• luch, but .1 • public bearius advertt •• d 
by • Chairman of • Committee of thJ. Board and it va. not II.ued in the name 

• 
of the Preaident of the Board and authorized by tbe Board • 

"I would aha lubmit to the Board that Section 9-370 of the genenl .tacutea pro­
vide. that no que.tlon .hall be lubmltted to the electorate within .izty (60) day. ' • 
of an 'election. If you take the day before OUr election ia Noyember and count 
back listy daya, thil il the listieth day. We are within listy daYI. 1 think 

.. that there are at leut five or aix example I of q~eltionabh validity to cbe 
entire proceeding of the Charter Revilian CO~1181on and of thia Board in lettiol 

'''it up and I urge thlC aU of the Charter reviaLon propalal. be rejected and I do 
thi. wlth great per.onal regret, because II you know, I val the proponent of ODe 
of thole Charter revi.lon. and I a. very unhappy about thia. However, chi. i • 
• omething vhere the entire Board VI. at flult - not anyone man or any oae group 
of member. and I think ve 5hould recognize our error and Ihow our good falth to 
the public and .tart efreah. tt 

MR~ BAKER .ald he take. umbrage at Mr. Sherman'. remarkl on the legal opinion of 
our Corporation Counlel, knowing full well the careful and conlclentioulne •• 
manner in which he op.ratel and knov!ns th.t he would not Ict vithout great 
degrta of certainty. He laid he wal lure that thia opinion VI' not pa.led with­
out baving very lub.tantial groundl for 10 dOing and 11 lure that the action 
thet thil Board ha. taken 11 valid. 

Kll~ BAXER 88id he bInd thi. opinion on personal experience in thi' very area 
now under dilcula!on. With reI pact to the queltion of the thirty day l~it, he 
laid he wal lure that Mr. ShermAn doel not know that the Supreme Court ha. 
repeatedly in numeroul governmental agencies, held that the thirty day period .i. 
merely directive and not mandatory and that it doel not invalidate an action 
where an action i. not taken within the t~irty day period prelcribed, He 
referred to the "Arbitration Statute" which authorizes the State Board of 
Arbitration and Hediat10n to Irbitrate where it Ita tel that a decilion mult be 
rendered within lS daYI after it hal been completely heard. He .aid in one 
cale in which he wal involved the State Board did not act Within the IS day 
period and acted lubetantially in esce .. of thte IS day period - the validity 
of thil Iction wa. challenged and the Supreme Court ruled---------

MR. SCARJLLA rOle on a point of order. 
germ.ne to vhat i. on the floor. Ind he 
lesal diatribe. 

He laid thlt Hr. Baker', remarks are not 
doe. not intend to Itt and liltln to any 

THE PRESIDENT ruled that Mr. Baker'l remarkl .re in order. 

KR: BAUa laid he va. trying to .hov the relationlhip here to the point which 
val rail.d by Hr. Sherman and th.t he did not know bow to make it any plainer to 
Hr. Scarella. He continued with bil remArka. 

Mr. Baker .atd the point be val try ins to bring out val thM fact that the failure 
of the Board of Arbitration to act within 15 day. did not iavalidate their 
actton, .ince tbe time limit in the Itatute. va. directive only and not mandatory. 

MR. SHlIKAN laid he rl.li&el th~t each meaber of thi' Board hal his avo opinion, 
and "w don't knov for lure". ILl ,laid he could not lee rteking the load falth 
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of tba City of Stamford on tbe euppo.ition thot a Court may uphold tbe action. 
Be .aid ho doe. not believo tbi. Board .hould aubjoct thomaolve. to being put 
into • palition where tbey vill have to be proven r1sht in a taxpayer. lult. 
or any other actloD that may brlng up thi. tieul. 

MR. JOHNSOH .aid ho tbink. thi. Board .hould recognize tbo fact tbat' tbo legal 
officer of the City of Stamford hal conaidered the matter, although everyone 
may not agree witb hil decl.loD - he 11 the legal officer and ha. rendered an 
opinion and thil Board lhould con.icier thet deciaton a. baing valtd. 

MR. M!Y!88 MOVED for approval of Propo.al Ko. 1 with tho recommendation thot it 
be placed on the ballot at the Hovembor 6, 1962 olection, Seconded by Hr. Holan. 

Tbe following propo.al wa. APPROVED by a roll call voto of 25 10 favor, 3 oppo.ed 
witb one Ibetentlon, tbe President not voting: 

THOSE YOTING IN FAVOR 

AUSTIN, Eleanor I. 
B!!R, Jack 
BAKER, Daniel 
CLARKE, Hilde S. 
CONNORS, George V. 
CUSHING, Samuel D. 
ESPOSITO, Anthony 
FARINA, Bo.e C. 
JOHNSON, David L. 
KOZLOWSKI, Benjamin 
KULOWIEC, Stanley 
LILLlENDAHL, Pranc •• 
LONGO, Ca~ine V. 
HEAD, R. A •• Jr. 
MEYERS, Bobert K. 
KlRRIS, Thous A. 
KULREED, Jame. !. 
NOLAN, John R. 
OPPENHEIMER, David 
RYBNICK, Gerald J. 
SCHWARTZ, Bonald H. 
SHAHEN, Allen J. 
TRUGLLA, Anthony D. 
CAPORIZZO. Vincent 
WALSH, lIilliam 

PROPOSAL NO.1 

THOSB OPPOSBD 

H!ARlIIG, 1111 11 ... 
KUCZO, Paul J •• Jr. 
SCAR!LLA, Patrick 

ABSTBNTION 

SHERHAH, Hichoel S. 

CopserptDR sertain form'l ShIDS" tn the Ch.rt.r. to I!k. sl •• r thl laDSU's, .04 
to sorrect certain omi.aion. (Propo.ed by the Corporation Counael) 

(a) In Sections 420 through 423, (except Section 421) reference ia made to the 
Co_issioner of Health. By Special Act No. 23 (1955) an .... ndment to tho J 
Ch.rter va. mad., aetting out the quallflcltiona of the Director of Hellth, 
to take effect upon the expiration of the te~ of the then Health Officer 
of Stamford (Section 421). 
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The ineon.latency created by the above amendment 18 belt lolved by cbaDlina 
.U referenc::t:1 in the above •• ctionl frail "C0IIIII1111oner of Health" to 
"Director of lIedthu• Thil Irr.ngement avoid. any couludoa with _=ber. 
of the Health Commi •• loD and correlponda with the nomenclature uled in otbir 
l,eDcl.1 of the government. e. I. Welfare COlIIIDbalon. 

(b) Section 502.1 doe. not, in it. pre.ent form, .pecificolly provide for per­
petuII exilt.ncl of the Park Commi.llan. Thl1 omi •• loD CID be relolved by 
addtn. to the l •• t IInteDCI of chi. providoD the word.: "and thereafter 
elch new .lternate member .hall be .ppointed to .erv. for five yelrl". 

1q 
.,. (c) In Section 553, the word "of" appearing 1.aDedlately preceding the worda: 

"the zoning regulationl" in the lirlt lin •• hould be omitted. Th1l 
" 

.. 

'. , , 
OJ. 

, 
, . 

" . , . 

,. 

omi •• ian would appear to r •• tor. to .aid Section the plau.ible int.ntloD of 
tho original framor •• 

(d) In Section 553.2, fourth line from the end, the word uon" appearing before 
the warda: ".ny area •• 0 zoned" .hould be changed to "of" to r •• tore a logical . 
ma.nlng to chi. provilion. 

(0) Section 558.1 refer. to limit •• et forth in Section 416.3. S.ction 416.3 
v .. repealed in 1957 by Special Act No. 273 of that yoar. In view of .old 
repe.l, the word.: ttbut .hall not be inUrpret.d a. extending any other 
authority of the Building Inlpector beyond the l~lt •• et forth in SectioD 
416.3" Ihould be omitted frOID Section 558.1. 

(f) A DOW S.ction .hould be added entitled: 

"S.ction 571.1 Allellment Day . The allela.nt clay of the City of Stamford 
.ball be the fint day of September , " 

(Note: Thio chenge embodies the mandate of S. A, 454, (1953), 
which incorporate a by reference the provilionl of S. A. 254. 

(1945), Section 10. See S.ction 576 of Charter. ) 

(a) Th. l.lt two ItntenC.I of Section 530 .hauld be deleted and the followin8 
put 1n tha1r It.ad: 

"During the period from the lecond day through' the twentieth day of January 
of each year, it Ihall hear all appe.ll from the doingl of the Tax A,.el.or 
1D the Danner pre.cribed by l.w for appe.l. from a •••• amenta f~r town taae •• " 

(Hote: Thio chanse effectuat., the provioion in S.A. 254, (1945) 
Section 9. which provide. for meeting. of the Board of Tax Re­
vi.w In the month of January. See Section 576 of the Charter ' 
which mak •• thi. provi.ion applic.ble. 

The limitation of t1mo for hudnS' to the period froa .Ionuary 2 
through Janu.ry 20 i. int.nded to provide the Tax A ••••• or vith 
• teQ day period within which to prepare a correct .t.tea.at of 
the Grand Lilt embodying all change. mad. hy the Boord of Tox 
bvl.w. Tb1l .t.te .. nt mult b. d.liv.red to the Comil.loner of 
r!.nonco boforo tho tirat day of F.b .... ry of uch ye ... 

• • .J.' 

• 

.. 
! 



, 

3467 

t.. .. : 
I 

Special Hoetins bold Friday, SepteDber 7, 1961 

There .ppear. to be no rea.on to retain the provlalan empoverina 
the Board of lepreaentatlv.a to ·,at the date. for the hearinSI 
before the Board of Tax Reviev.) 

(b) A new SectioD. to be numbered 572.1, ahould be added .1 follow.: 

"Section 572.1 Certification of the Grand Lilt by tbe Alla ••• or. In the 
mooth of January in each year, the AII.I'Of ahall prepare a correct 
.tatement, siving tbe total valuation or grand list of property taxable 
within .aid city and alia the t otal valuation or srand li.t of the 
property taxable within each of the tax district_ of .aid city •• 1 .bovn 
in the 1.'t •••••• ment li.tl after luch lilt. have been completed and 
flnally acted upon by the Board of Tax Review after any changes therein, 
determined by laid Board. Ihall have been finally made and completed. 
Said at.tement •• fter bavins been aworn to by .aid All e •• or. shall be by 
him delivered. on or before t ha firat day of Pebruary in each year, to 
tbe Commiaaioner of P1nance of .a1d city, who ahall prelerve it with tbe 
public recordl of 'aid city. n 

(Note: The above prov1lion 11 S.A. 254. (1945) Section 13. Thia 
Special Act hal not been repealed. and ,hould therefore proper;y 
be included within the body of the Charter.) 

(i) Section 576 lhould be amended II follow.: 

"Section 576. Date of Tax Lienl. The lien. on property for the taxaa 
annually laid by the City of Stamford and due on or after April I, 1947, 
and for any special tax laid after .atd date, Iball date from the firat 
day of September next -preceding the completion of the liltl upon which 
luch taxel Ihall be laid. U 

(Note: Thta change embodi •• the I:ontent. of Section 12 of S.A. 254, 
1945) .. incorporated by nference by S.A . 454, (1953).) 

(j) If the cbense. Dr additiona lie ted in Sublection. (f) through (i) above 
are adopted. then the letting out of the second parasraph of Section 576 
of the Charter viII be unnecea . ary and this provilion Ihould be repealed. 

,'the altered, or amended lectiona of the Charter would then read as followa: 

CIIA1'TER 41. HEALtH DEPARtll!NT 

Section 420. Powera and Dutiel of the Director. The Director of Haalth lhall 
be relponsible for the aaminiltration, lupervi.ioo and diacipline of the Health 
Department. He Ihall have the powers and perform the dutiel of municipal 
health officer. He shall: (1) iDv.ltigate any matter pertaining to the public ' 
health and take any action necea. ary for the conservation thereof; (2) abate 
any nuilance injurioua to health and .ay bring an action at law or in equity 
in the name of the municipality . .and through the Corporation CaUDle 1 to abate 
luch nuiaance; (3) take any n~ee'l.ry Itepl to prevent the Ipread of coo­
tasioua or infectioua disealea and to enforee all atatute •• ordinancel, rule. 
and regulations concerning the pre.ervation of human life, public health and 
I.nltation; (4) take luch aetion aa ah.ll be necel •• ry to aecure purity of the 
water, i ce and milk lupply in Stamford; (5) inapect restaurantl, food, meat 
and milk and other dairy prodacu and preacribe the manner in which foodstuffs 
may be protected from defilement ur expolure to dirt and diaease serml ; (6) 
prevent the lale of decayed animal 'or vesetable matter or bmature £lelh for 
food; (7) provide feu the re.moval of all fUth and putrid lubltancel or matter 
which may be injurious to public health and I.Ditation; (8) order the owner or 
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". 
1 owner. of property abutting on aay ,treat wherein a public lever 1, located to 

connlct any building on lueh property with the public lewer. 

(, 

l 

I ~. 

Siction 420.1. Risht of Entry. In purlUlnte of hi. dutia. be may enter upon 
or into any land, or building' in Stamford. 

So.tion 422. All11tlnt Hellth Off1cer. If In Ippropr11t1on hll be.n .. do 
therefor. the Director of H •• 1th may appoint an A •• t.tant Director. who .ball 
p.rform the duti," thlt Ire d.leSlt.d to h1m by the Dir.ctor. Thl A •• iltlnt 
D1r.ctor of Health Iholl po ..... III tho powe .. Ind p.rform III tho dutl .. · of 
the Director during the .blence or d1labUity of the Director of Health. or in 
the event of • vlcancy 1n that office . The Alet.tant Director 'hall be I 
phy.lclan .liltbl. to practice medicine 1n Connecticut. 

J Section 423 . Orden of Director of Health end Appeal Therefrom. Ivery order 
, .• of the Director of Health .hall bo 1n writins, .1snod by him, Ind ohlll I.t thl 

"~'.' tlme within which compH.n •• therewith 10 required. A copy theroof .hall b • 
.:;:, . •• rved on each penon required to comply '11th the order. If luch perlon 11 

/, 
not .. relidant of Stamford , the copy ,ban be .ddr.lled by reg1etered mail' to 
him at hi. lalt known addre •• , and i f no addresl 1a known, then by givins public 

~. notice. In the event of the fail ure of any perlon to comply witb tbe order, tbe 
Direc tor of Health may cau,. complbnce thereWith, and the a.pente: of the COlI­
pliance may be collected II .. debt aS8tnie luch perlon, Any perlon assrlevad 
by any ord.r of the Director of Health may , within one week from the givinS of 
notlce of .uch order, .ppeal in ",rtting to the Mayor, who Ihall, within five (S) 
day •• hear the complaint. In the event that the ~yor find. the action of the 
Director of Kealth to be unrealonable or contrary to law, or in exce •• of hi. 
power., he .hall vacate luch order. Tbe appell .h.ll let I. a .tlY of ex.cution 
unl ••• the Director of Healtb Ib.ll certify to the Mayor that luch a atay vill 
prejudice the intereat. of the public . Kothins in thia aection ahall be con­
Itrued a. luthorizins the Hayor to modlfy or luapend the operation of Iny llw 
or ordinance or to act contrary thereto. 

Section S02.1 amended ",111 read a. follow. : 

Section 502.1. Appointment of the Plrk COrQDiuion . The Mayor ahall .ubmit to 
the Board of Repre.entltivel, not later than June 30, 1955, hil no=lnltlon. of 
fivI membera of the 'ark Commi.eion. Of t he flve peraon. thul nominated, one 

tI'" ,.hdl be nominated a •• member to serve until December 1, 1956i one to aerve 
until December 1, 1957i one to aerve untll December l J 1958; one to .arve until 
December I, 1959; and one to '.erve until Detember 1. 1960. Thereafter. eacb 
new alternate member .ball be appointed to .erve for a term of five (5) year •• 

Section 553. Amen~nt8 to Zonina Regulation. (Other than the Zoning Map). 
After the ,Zffective nate of the Kaner Plan. After the effective date of tbe 
Haater Plan, the Zoning bgulation., other than the Zontng Hap, .hd1 not be 
amended by the Zoning Board until at lea.t one public bearing ha. been held 
thereon. notice of which .hall be glven a. hereinafter provided. If the ZoniDa 
Board 1. the proponent of any . ach change •• aid notice ahall contain the Board'. 
rea.on. for luch propoled cbange. Such Zoning Regulationa Iha1l not be amended 
by .aid Board to permit a ule in any area which i. contrary to the ,eneral land 
u •• e.tabltlbed for .uch area by the Ha.ter Plan. 

Section 553.2 . Referral to lOlrd of lepre.entattvee by Opponentl or Propon.otl 
of Amendment. to the Zon1ng Resulation. (Other thin the Zon1ns KIp) After tbo 
Iffective Dat. of the Ka.ter Plan o. After the efft.ctive date of thi Malter Plan, 
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if tollovlD8 • public hearing at which a propo.ed amendment to the Zonina !alut_tionl, 
otbeT than tbe Zoning Map va. conlider_d. a pet!tion 1_ filed witb tbe Zonina Board 
within ten (10) daYI after the official publication of the Board'. deeillon thereon 
oppol1ng luch decision, luch deci.lon with re.pect to luch amendment ahall have no 
lorce or effect. but tbe matter ahall be referred by the Zoning Board to the Board 
of lepre.entatlve. within twenty (20) daYI after luch official rubllc.tlD~. to- . 
setber with wrl~ten findlnSI, recolI:DeDdaUon., and realon.. The aOlrd of !lepra­
lentatlves aball .pprove or reject any luch propoled amendment at or before it. 
I.eond regularly 8cheduled meetins follOWing .c~b referral. When acting upon aucb 
mattera, the Board of Repreaentativea aball be I~ ided by the lame Itandarda .s are 
prescribed for the Zoning Board In Sectto~ 550 of this Act. The failure by the 
Board of !epreaentatlvel either to apprQve Dr reject .aid amendment within the above 
time Itmit ahall be deemed aa approv.l of the ZoDing Board's dectaton. The number 
of IIID,ture. requlred on any a~h written petition ahall be one hundred (100), or 
twenty percent (20X) of the owner. of prl~.:ely owned land within flve bundred (SOD) 
feet of the are •• 0 zoned, whichevlI!r 11 1 ••• t, If the prapoled am.adment applies to 
only one zone. All .ilnera m~st be land ownerl in any are •• 10 zo~ed. or in are •• 
located within five hundred (SOO) fli!et of any .r~ •• ao zoned. If any auch amend­
ment appliea to two or more zonea. or thr entire cit y, the alln.turea of at lea.t 
three hundred' (300) land awnere ahall be uql.. lrcd, .nd a:.locb .ilnere may be land 
owner. anywhere in· the city. 

Section S58.1. Ltmitation on Bulldinl Inapeceor. The proviaionl of Section SS8 
of thi_ Act .re intended to extend the power. of the enforcing officer of the Zonina 
Board to the limits of the municipality. 

A new Section 571.1 will read as follow.: 

Section 511.1. A •• e.ament D.y. Th~ ••• c •• mant day of the City of Stamford ahall 
be the flrat day of September. 

CHAPTER 53. BOAJID OP TAX IlELUP. 

Section 530. Povera and Duti.a of Bo.rd of T •• kelief. The loard of Ta. Relief 
ah.ll have .11 the povera .nd perform .11 the dutiel that nov are or hereafter may 
be conferred upon or required of town ltoarda of t •• relief by 1.". The Board ahall 
equalize the •• aeaament. upon all property 10 th~ municip.lity. It .hall be the 
duty of thie Board to examine, and. if neceaaary, revi.e .ale.amenta •• returned 
by the A •• es.or, to the end that .11 prop6rty within the municipality shall be 
.a.eased .a nearly .s may be .t ita th~n actcel value. The Board aball have the 
paver to aummon any property own~r before ie; to t.ke teatimony under o.th, .nd to 
require the prodUction of book., papera, account •• nd other evidence of the owner .. 
Ihip and v.lue of property within the ar~~icJpallty. Any person failing to .ppear 
before the Board when summoned, or f.iling to give or produce such teatimony or 
evidence. shall be guilty of • miademe~nor and may be punished by a fine noe ex· 
ceeding one hundred doll.r.. &~ring the period from the ,econd d.y through the 
twentieth day of Janu.ry each year, the Baird ahall hear all appeal. from the doina' 
of the Tax Asaeaaor in the manner pre.crtb~d by la" for appeals from alle.ament. tor 
town taxes. 

A new Section, entitled: "Section 572.1. Certi {tcation of the Grand Lht.", ahall 
appear al set forth in Subsection (h) above. 

Section 576 h amended a. follow. : 

Section 576. Date of Tax Liena. The 11en. on property for the t ..... nnu.lly 
by the City of Stamford and due on or .fu.r AprU 1, 1947, .nd for .ny .pecial 
tax l.id after .aid date •• hall d.~e fram ~he firlt day of September 
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next preceding the completion of the list. upon wbich lucb taxa •• hall b. laid • 
. '. 1 

(Bnd of Propo.al No.1) 

""',.,"""",.,." ... ,"",.,""',.,""",.,"",.,.,.,"""""""",.,' 
MR. HIYIIB K)VED for approval of Propo.al No. 2 witb the recoamendation that it 
bo plocod on the bollot at the November 6. 1962 olection. Secondad by Hr. Bolan. 

Propoaol No. 2 wa. APPROVED by a roll call vote of 26 in fovor. 2 oppo.od. with 
one .b.~ntion, the President not votta.: 

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR 

AUSTIN. Eleanor R. 
BAIR. Jack 
BAKER. Daniel 
CLARKE. HU da S. 
CONNORS I George V. 
CUSHING. Samuel D. 
ESPOSITO. Anthony 
FARINA. Roae C. 
HEARING. Will iam 
JOHNSON. David L. 
KOZLOWSKI. Benjamin 
KULOWIEC, Stanley 
LILLIENDAHL, France. 
LONGO, Carmine V. 
MEAD, R. A' I Jr. 
MEYERS, Robert K. 
MORRIS, Thomas A. 
MULREED. Jame I I. 
NOLAN I John R. 
OPPENHElHER. David 
BYBNICK, Gerald J . 
SCHWARTZ, Ronald" H. 
SHANEN, Allen J •. 
TRUGLIA, Anthony D. 
CAPORIZZO, Vincent 
WALSH. Willi ... 

PROPQSAI. NO 2 

THOSE OPPOSER 

IUCZO, rlul J., Jr. 
SCABlLLA. Patrick 

ABSTENTIOH 

SHBIIWI. Michael S. 

Concerning provision for bonding procedures toward expansion of parking fscUitie, 
by the PaIking Authority . (The affected Section. are 583, 591, 592 aDd 594.) 

The amended Sections will read a8 follow.: 

Section 583. The Authority 18 authorized to e.tabilih. con.truct, ma1ntain and 
operate public parking £acUltle., to purcha.e, lea.e or otherviae own and lequire 
land and buildings to be URad for public parking of vehicle. within the l~it. of 
the City of Stamford. All public parking lota preaently owned by the City of 
Stamford ahall be placed under the juri.diction of the Authority. 

When all bond. or other obligation. nov aDd hereafter i'aued under the provi.1oD. 
of Section 592 of the Stamford Charter and the intereat thereon ahall havo been 
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paid. or .uEttel.at money. for the payment of .11 .ueb bonda and other oblls_tionl 
and the lnterele thereon to the maturity thereof Ihall have been •• t a.ida 1n 1 I 

truet in accordance with the terma of lueh bonda and obligatioDa for tbe payment 
thereof. all property. including tand and buJ.1dlng8, owned or operated by the 
Autbortt, .hell become the property of the City. 

Bectinn S91. All public parkins facilitie. witbin tbe City, for whicb fe •• or 
chargee may be impaled. Ih.ll be maintained and operated by the Authority & •• 
• eparate corporate entity, and the City .han not, directly or indirectly,' other­
wis. maintain or operate any lucb facilitiea. The Authority may leaae or other­
wise contract for the ua. of any parking facllitiet by private operator. of 
service. incidentat thereto. 

Section S92. Said Authority lhall have the power to hlue bondl or other obli­
gationa of the Authority for the purpoa. of purchaaina, conatructing and acquirinl 
parking facllitiea in the City of Stamford. which facUitiea aball include parking 
metera and property and Itructurea to be uled for public parking facilit~l. 
whether on or off the public atreeta or highwaYI of laid City, and for the purpoaa 
of funding Dr refunding bondl or other obligationl of the authority, either at 
maturity or prior to maturity. Said banda or other obligationa ahall be payable 
aolely from the revenues derived from the parking factlitiea, including parking 
meters, whether on or off the public atreeta and highwaya, and the revenuea 
derived by the Authority from the uae of parking Iota or other propertiea in the 
City. Said banda ahall not conatitute a pledge of the faith and credit of the 
City of Stamford and ahall not apply '0 the debt l~ltation upon the Clty of 
Stamford prelcribed by the general statute.. Suc.h banda or other obligationa 
ah.ll be is.ued and laId in luch manner al Ihall be provided by reaolution of the 
Authority, and shall be in such form and detail, payable at euch time Dr timel 
within a period not exceeding thirty (30) yeara, bear intereat at aucb rate or 
rates not exceeding five percent (5l) per annum, carry auch privileges of regis­
tration or reconversion from reglatered into coupon form . be redeemable at such 
premium or without premium and be executed. all aa provided by resolution or 
resolution. authorizing the issuance thereof. Sucb bonds or other obligationl 
Ihall be exempt from all atate and local taxe., and shall be fully negotiable 

.within the meaning of the law merchant or any provision of law. The Authority 
may invelt temporarily in direct obligationl of the United State. luch portion of 
the proceedl from the a.le of auch bond. or other fund. a. are available for sucb 
purpoae. Subject to the righte contained 1n any outatanding banda, the proceed­
ings authorizing the iaau_nce of any bonds may contain provi.ionl and l1m1tations, 
which ahall constitute a contract with the holder. of such bonda, relating to tbe 
pledge of all or any part of the revenue I of the Authority; the ratea and chargel 
to be imposed for the use of parking factlitiesi th~ eatabli,bment, .afekeeping 
and investment of fundi and reservea for the payment and aecurity of the bond. 
and the maintenance and operation of the parking facl11tie sj the amount of annual 
operation and maintenance expense, which may be greater or 1es. than that pr.lcribe~ 
by Section 588 of the Stamford Charter and which ahall super.ede the limitation 
prescribed thereby; the aale, leaae or encumbrance of parktns facilitie. and the 
insurance thereof and of their operatLon; the i,suence of additional banda a. to 
purpose and amount and any otber mattera which might affect the lecurity of the 
bondi, including the procedure, if any. by which the terms of any contract with 
the holderl of luch banda may be changed or abrogated. 

Section 594. Said Authority La authorized and directed to reimburae the City of 
Stamford, from time to time, for payment a made by the city on bond. or notea 
issued under the proviaions of Special Act No. 37 of the 1958 Se •• ion. Not later 
than one hundred and twenty (120) days after the close of each fi.cal year, the 
Authority .hall pay to the City of Stamford fifty percentum (SOt) of the revenue. 
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received durina the preceding fileal y.ar in exc ••• of the amount thereof required 
to be retlined, depolited or othervl •• applied, purauant to the provialoD' of the 
Authority'. oueatandiDA bonda and the proc •• dioS' authorizing their t •• uauce. 

(End of Propoad Ho. 2) . 
~ i •• ' •••••••••••••••••• " •• " ••••••• "".,.",."", ••• "".,,"A."""'.""""'" 

.. ; . 

III. HlYIRS HDYED for approval of Propoaa1 110. 3 with the r.co .... ndation that it he 
plac.d on the ballot at tho Noveabar 6, 1962 alaction. S.condad by Hr. Cuah1n& • 

ProPOlal No. J wa. AlPROVED by • roll can vote of 26 in favor. 2 oppo •• d. witb 
00. ahlt.DCion, the Pre.ident DOt VOtlDll 

THQSE yqrI!!G IN PAVOI THOSE gpPOSID 

, of P ••. AUSTIN, II •• nor I. 
lAE!, Jack 

XUCZO, Paul J., Jr. 
SCABlLLA, Patrick 

BAlCER, Daniel 
CL\RKE, HUda S. 
CONNORS, George V. 
CUSHING, ~_el D. 
ESPOSITO, Anthony 
FARINA, Role C. 
HEARING, William 
JOlmSON, David L. 
KOZLOWS~I. Benjamin 
KULOWIEC, Stanley 
LtU.UNDAHL. France. 
LONGO, Carmine V. 
HEAD, R. A., Jr. 
MEYERS, Robert H. 
JIlB.Bl.S. .. 'thou. A. 
MULB.EED. J... B • 
NOLAN, John I.. 
OPPENHBIHEI, David 
RYaNtCK, Ger.ld J. 
SCHWARTZ, Iona1 d H. 
SHAND, Allen J. 
TRUGLIA, Anthony D. 
C4PORIZZO, Vincent 
IIALSH, Wlll1aa 

PROPOSAL NO.3 

.qST!!!TIOli 

'BlIIWI, II1chaal •• 

CODsernin! alteratioD of debt limitation .tatt_Dt by the Coeit,ioner of 11n.ns,_ 
fros January 5 to Janutry 15. 

Section. 611.1 .nd 611.2 f. amended, would th'n re.d f. follow.: 

S.ction 611.1. leport of eo ... i .. looer of Financ.. On or ~eforo tho fift •• nth (15th) 
day of January, the Commi •• loner of 'inanc • • hall report to the Board of ltn.nc' 
and to the Mayor, the amount and natur, of th. expenditure. which, in hi. opinion, 
the City may .af.ly incur for capltal proj.ct. during .ach of the ,ix .uce.,ding 
fl.cal yeara. and the e.tt.ated .ffect of .usb expenditure. upon tbe current budget. 
lor .aeb of tho •• y •• rl) tosetber with bll recolllllllndatloDI in ral.tloa. thereto. 
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Section 611.2. Certificata of the Board of PiDenca. Oft or before the firlt (lit) 
dlY of Pebruary, the Board of PiMnce ohell trlDI .. it to the P1IDDing Board the 
report made by the Comml •• 1oner of Pin.nce. pUfluant t~ Section 611.1 tosether 
with itl certificate of the amount and nature of expenditure. which. in itl 
opinion, the City may o.foly incur for cepital project I in tho onouing filC81 
year, with the recommendations al to the method of financing lucb capital project • 
• 1 may be included in the budget for that year. 

(End of lropolOl No.3) 
.,"",.,""""""""',.,"",.,""""""""""""""""""""""'" 
HR. Hl!YERS !liVED for Ipproval of lropolal No. 4 with the reco ..... ndation thet it 
be placed on the ballot at the November 6, 1961 election. Seconded by Mr •• Au.tiD. 
Hr. MUlreed. Hr. CUlbiDg. 

Propo •• l No. 4 v •• APPROVED by • roll call vote of 26 in favor. 2 oPPoled, with one 
abltentioD. the Prelident not votln8~ 

THOSE VOTING IN PAVOR 

AUSTIN, 11elnor R. 
BAER, Jack 
BAJC!R, Daniel 
CLARKE, Hilde S. 
CONNORS, GeorgI!! V. 
CUSHING, Samuel D. 
ESPOSITO, Anthony 
FARINA, Role c. 
HEARING, Will iom 
JOHNSON, David L. 
KOZLOWSKI, Benjamin 
KULOWIEC, Stanley 
LILLIENDAHL, Prancel 
LONGO, Ca<mine V. 
MEAD, R. A •• Jr. 
Hl!YERS, Robert K. 
!oI)RRIS. Thomas A. 
MI.1LREED, James E. 
NOLAN, John R. 
OPPENHEIMER, David 
RYBNICK, Gerald J. 
SCIGIARIZ, Ronald K. 
SHANEN, Allen J. 
TRUGLIA, Anthony D. 
CAPORIZZO. Vincent 
WALSH, Willi ... 

PROPOSAL NO.4 

THOSE OPPOSED 

KUC&O. raul J., Jr. 
SCARELLA. Patrick 

ABST!NIION 

SHERIIAII, II1chaol S. \ I 
I 

C09S'rn1DB remov.l o£ • certain •• stion of tb. City f£O! tbe 1uri.diction of tbe 
Turn-of-River Pire Department and tran.ferrins of •• me to tho turisdiction of the I 
City Fire Department. ._ 

Thil alteration viII require the deletion in 
Dbtrtet" of everything from line 25 of page 
word Greenwich through the word Greenwich 00 

tute the boundariea for the area therefor. 

Section 620.1, .ntitled "City Tax 
73 of the Charter. beginning from the 
line 40 of the lame page, and lubltt-
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The l.at lentlnce 11 ,110 delated from Section 620.1. The amended and reviled 
Section 620.1 will then read .1 followl : 

SectioD 620.1. City Tax Dt.trict. The City Tax Diltrict aball conaiat of 80 
much of the territory of Stamford II now conltltutel the City of Stamford, being 

. ~ more particularly bounded and delcrlbed .1 follow. : Beginning It the: point vbere 
tbe boundary line between the town. of Stamford and Greenwich meet. the water. of 
LonS laland Sound; thence Southerly ,long a projection of .aid line to mean low 

. ",Iter mark, thence along the mean low vater mark on the ahore of Long Illand 
Sound to the mean low water mark at tbe extreme Southerly end of Shippan Point; 
thence along the mean low water mark at the extreAII Southerly end of Shippan Point; 
thence aloDS tha mean lov water mark on the ahore of LonS Island Sound to the mean 
lov vater mark at the extreme Southerly end of the point of land on the W •• tarly 
.ide of the mouth of Biahop'a Cove, .1.0 known a. Cove Harbori thence in a 
atraight line acro •• the mouth of aaid Bi.hopta Cove to the mean low water mark 
at the extreme Southerly end of the paint of land on the Za.terly aide of the 
mouth of laid Bilhop'a Cove. aaid point of land being part of a tract formerly 
known a. ''The Pound"; thence in a Northerly and E.aterly direction along tbe . 
mean low vater mark 00 the ahore of Long Ialand Sound to the mean low water mark 
at the extrema Ea.terly and of the pOint of land on the Weaterly ahore of Moroton­
Gut; theoee due B.at to the boundary line bet~een Stamford and the town of Darien, 
thence NOrtherly alon8 laid boundary line between .aid town. of Sta.ford and 
Darien to the Northerly boundary line of the Connecticut Turnpike, where aaid 
Turnpike crolaee Noroton River; thence Weaterly along the Northerly boundary lin. 
of aaid Connecticut Turnpike to it. intersection vith the Northeaaterly bouodary 
line of H.milton Avenuei thence alooa .aid boundary line of said Hamilton Avenue 
Northerly and Westerly to the point where a.i. boundarY line or a projection there­
of interaect. a atraight line drawn between the point of interaection of the center 
linea of aaid Hamilton Avenue and of Glenbrook Avenue, and the point of inter .. 
• ection of the center line, of Strawberry Hill Avenue and Belltown Road. thence 
along .aid laat-mentioned atralght line to said l'st-mentioned point of inter­
.ection; thence Westerly along a straight line paa.ing through the interaection 
of the center linea of SUcmer Street and Bedford Street, at Bull I. Head. to the 
center of Hill River; thence Southerly alona « Itraiaht line drawn between the 
taat-mentioned point in tne center of Mill liver and the point of inter,ection of 
the center line of the railroad rlght""of-vay of the New York, New Haven and Hart­
ford Railroad Company and the boundary line between Stamford and the Town of 
Greenwich to the center line of Bridae Street; thence Welterly along the center 
line of .aid Bridae Street to the Intenection of Bridge Street and Stillwater 
Road; thence Southerly along the center line of Stillwater Road to the inter­
.ection of '.lmer', Hill load and Stillwater load. thence Weaterly along the center 
line of lalmer ' , Hill load to the boundary line between St&llford and the ToVtt of 
Greenwlch; thence Southerly along the boundary line between Stamford and the Town 
of Greenwich to the center line of the railroad right-of-way of the New York, 
New Haven and Hartford Ilailroad Company; thence SOutherly alon8 aaid boundary line 
to the polnt of begiDDin8 ~ Except Car it •• aod Vincent I.land, all ialand. and 
other an •• of land, of either natural or artificial formation, bridgee , piera , 
whene. and building. or o'tber atructurel" exiaUna or which may bereafter be .. de 
or formed, within the Town of Stamford. in watera which adjoin .aid delcribed 
ar.a of Stamford, ahall be included within laid dlatrict, .ltboulb DOt included 
within tha limita of tha di.trict a. hereinhofore defined. 

(lnd of Propoad No.4) ................................................. ,." ....... "" .... , ... ""' .. ,.,~ 
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ConSlrnins Proytl1OD for cobrpullory Charter reyi.w eV'ry ten aOr ye'r'. 
, 

HR. H!Y!RS .ald tho Committee had voted unanimou.ly to approve tho ebove Propo.al 
and therefore to recommend ttl placement on the ballot for action by tbe ,l.ctorat., 
However. he .aid the Committe. t. of the opinion that due to the larg. number of 
referendum LtemA whicb vll1 ba aD thi. year'. ballot. it might b •• more prudent 
cour •• for this laIrd to con.ider placing the item on next y.ar'. ballot ao .a not 
to unduly burden the voter. at the poUa in November. ' 

MR.. M!YERS JoI)V!D for approval of Propo •• l 
ballot at the November 6, 1961 electlon. 

No. S and that lt bo placod on tho 
Seconded by Hr •• AUltin. 

MR. !AlE! •• ked • queltioD. He laked if thil WI' ttl unlntmoul opinion of tha Com­
mitte. that thtl proposal Ihould be deferred until next year. 

MI. M!YEU replied tbat the report of tbe Committee il of a unanimoul nature and 
all of the comment I made are witb the unanimoul conlent of the Committee. 

HR. NOLAN .ald the Committee had folt th.t thio declo ion .bould bo made by tho 
Whole Board, rather tban by a Committee. and for thi. realon tbe Committee made the 
recommendation to defer it until next year but decided to place it before tbe 
Board and let them make the dactlion. 

HR.. CUSHING alked hov thi. Baird would go about putting thil before the next Charter 1 
levilion Commillion. He laid .uppo.e the Board voted yea tonight - then It VDuld 
go on thi. year'. baUot and "if they voted no it would be a dead ll1ue. would it _ I 
not! 

HR. BAKER a.ked 1f a motion would be in order to table thi. for the next Charter 
Revision Committee. 

THE PR!SIDENT .aid thi' WDuld not be in order. 

HR.. NOLAN laid it could be pOI.ible for I per.on to explain hi. vote. to .hov that 
thi. Propolal va. not being entirely rejected - that it ba. merit. but VII thought 
belt to defer action at thi. time. in viev of the number of iteml that vill be 
placed before the voter. at the next election. 

HR. !AX!R laid that in view of the large number of i •• uel that vill be on tbe ballot 
thi. year, it leema thi. Board might be doing I dilserVice in putting thi. on the 
ballot at thi. time - that it could eallly get lOlt and be defeated. He .aid it 
would .eem a more prudent courl. to defer thll m&l:ter for action by the next Charter 
Revilion Committee and for thil re.lon he vill vate againlt it. 

After conliderable further debate. I roll call vote VI •. taken on Propolal No. S. It 
failed to pall by the follOWing vote; there being 20 opposed, 8 in favor, vith ana 
ab.tention and the Pr •• ident nat voting: 

THOSE yorING IN PAYOR 

JOHNSON, Davld L. 
LILLIENDAHL, Fraoc •• 
MEYERS. Robert H. 
)l)RRIS. Thoma. A. 

'"",-- - - " 'a 

THOS! OPPOSED 

AUSTIN. Eleanor a. 
BAER. Jack 
BAlCER. Daniel 
CLARK!, Hild. S. 
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TapSE VOTING IN PkVOR 

KILREED, James I . 
OPPENHEIMER, David 
SCHIIARTZ, Ronal d M. 
WALSH, WUU ... 

ADSTlNTION 

SHERMAN I Michael 8. 

"HOSE OPPQSED 

CONNORS, George V. 
CUSHlNG t Samuel D. 
ESPOSITO, Anthony 
PARINA, Roa. C. 
HEARING, William 
KOZLOWSKI, ,enJamin 
KUCZO. Paul J., Jr. 
KULOWIEC, Stanley 
LONGO, Carmine V. 
HEAD, R. A., Jr. 
NOLAN, John R. 
RYBNICK, Gerald J. 
SCARELLA. Patrick 
SHANEN, Allen J. 
TRUGL 1A, Anthony D. 
CAPORIZZO. Vincent 

Jlt76 

*********** .... ***** .................................. ***'*"** ..................... , ... '''''a ..................... " .. " •• A • 

PROPOSAL NO.6 

Concerning alteration af the prpcedures involved in a reversal by th! Board of 
Representatives of P1aooio8 Board and/or Zoning Board decisiona, where 8aid 
dechion. are unanimaa.. (Amtnding Sectiona 529.1 and 556.1 of the Charter) 

MR. MEYERS laid the Committee by unanimous vote approved this item and recommend. 
that it be pl.ced on the ballQt at the November 6, 1962 election, and 10 MDVED. 
Seconded by Mr. Nolan. 

HR. SCHWARTZ laid he perlonally had 80~ amendment I on this particular one which 
he thought were pertinent and .inee he did not h.ve the opportunity to make tbe •• 
amendment., was going to vote a,ainst it and think I it should be defeated. 

There being no further sp~akera on thil Propoaal. a roll call vote wal taken on 
Propolal No.6. It failed to p •• 1 by the following vo~e, there being 17 1D favor, 
11 oppoa.d, with one abstention and the Pr.aident not voting: 

THQSE VOTING IN FAVOR 

AUSTIN, Ele.nor R. 
BAER, Jack 

• • I • , 

BAKER, Daniel 
CUSHING, Samuel D. 
ESPOSITO, Anthony 
FARINA I Rose C. 
KOZL~SKI, Bt!nJamin 
KULOWtEC, Stanley 
LONGO, Cannine V. 
H!AD, R. A., Jr. 
HEYERS. Robert M. 
MOtUED, Jamea E. 
NOLA", John R. 
OPP!NHEIMER, David 
SHAHEN, Allen J. 
iRUGLlA, Anthony D. 

I!!9.SE OPPOSED 

CLARK!, Hild. S. 
CONNORS, George V • 
HEARING, William 
JOHNSON, D.vid L. 
IUCze, Paul J., Jr. 
LILLIENDAHL, France • 
HlRR.IS, Thomaa A. 
RYBNICK, Gerald J. 
SCAR£LLA, Patrick 
SCHIIARTZ, Ronal d K. 
WALSH, Willi ... 

" 

",r.lI r r . . 

SHERMAN. Michael S. 

' -~--------------

I 
I 
i 
j 

I 
I 
I 

i 
I 
I 
I 

J 

, 



i .(1 
r----. 

.l. 
L • • 

I 

3477 Speclal !laetina beld Prldey, 8epto .... r 7, 1962 

1]081 yoTING IN PAyoa (Contlnu.d) 

CAlOIlZZO, Vlncent 
",.,""""""""""""',.,""""""',.,',.,'"~"~Ai"~"~"~"~"~"~"~"~"~"~"~ 

PBOlbBAl. HO, 7 . 

Cpneerninl ext.Plion of the teDt of Mayor froa eve (2) to four (4) y.ar., 

KK. H!Y!U laid the co_ltt •• ud vot.d uD.ot.Ju.ly to IIJZCr thi_ tt ••• 10 .,iev 
of the opinion of the Corporation Caual.l'. offic. con.truiDs it II heiol coutrar, 
to the provision. of the Con.tltucioo of the State of Connecticut. 

(Not.1 Opinion Biven in l.tter dated Augu.t 13, 1962 to Chairman 
of 5th Charter levi. ion Commi •• lon) 

1!Il. I!!Y!IB II)WD tllot Prop.ul II •• 7 be IBJECT!D. S.conded by lIr. ".lon. 

A VOleI Vat! VI. taken on Hr. Heyen' motion Ind CAlUlIIJ), with OM ,blt.ntlon' . . 
(lIr. She ..... ;.). . • " ..... " .. ,",.,""', ..... ,"""",.,", ...... ,', ..... , .. ,""""""', ....... . 
PROPOSAl, NO, 8 

Concerning reyillon .nd amendeent of th. P.n.ion Iv' teas. of tbe ctty of Stamford. 

IIR. HEYER! .00d the c .... Hte. h.d voted un.nlmou.ly t. I!JECT thb lUll, wlth tho 
recommend.tion that thi. propo.al be referred to thl next Ch.rt.r levi. ton Co~ 
mi •• ion. with a view of expanding certain ben. fit provi.Lon., luch II widow'. 
benefitl. furtber, in view of the complexity of thi. queltian and the ~portanc. 
of thil item to the City of Stamford. it V.I felt that it would be b.tter to Siv. 
luch an important prapal,l • more prominent place on the ballot than to •• ndvich 
it in with ten other iteml. 

IIR. HEYEIB II)WD that Prop ••• 1 No. 8 be I!JECTED. Sec.nded by lIr •• Au.tln and lIr. 
!lulned. 

HR. JOHNSON urged everyone to votl to reject thit propoI.l .nd .Iid h. intendl to 
vote in f,vor of the motion to reject. 

A VOICE VOT! va. t.ken on Mr. Heyerl' motion and CAIRl!D. with one ablteatloa 
(lIr. She ..... iI) • 

MR. SCHWAltTZ I.id h" would llke to make' lusseltion that the Steerina COlZlllittee 
appoint a Sub"CalZlllittee to work out •• peciftc •• t of Charter ravilion .p~tll ~4U<{,} 
~Icheduh, 10 that the Board doe. not run into the ".nafu" that we rln into thi. 

~tme. He I,id he tbink. It would be e.aler for future Bo&rdl and Commia.lon •• nd 
~ cammittee. t. bave tbi. rlaht at b.nd when the •• 1ain.1 re.olutl.n 1. p •••• d. 
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There being no further bu.lne •• to come before the loard, upon motion duly 
.econded and CARllID, the meetiDg v •• adjourned at 10:00 P.M. 

vf 

APPIUlVBD: 

~4!4'1-
raul D. Shapero. Pre.ident 

I 

,) LA Q, ':fAA& OJ· 
Velma Farrell 
AdaiDl.trative A •• i.taat 
(Rocordin8 Secretary) 

Note: The proceeding. of the .~ov" 
.etlng ¥tire not hl'Oldc •• t over 
tbe radio. 
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