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PROPOSAL 20 (CONTINUED)
DESCRIPTION

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

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

MR, GEORGOULIS SO MOVED, Seconded,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

VOTE taken on above amendment, CARRIED unanimously.

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

PROPOSAL 21

DESCRIPTION : !

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

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

o n n

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

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

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

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

FROPOSAL 23

DESCRIPTION

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

PROPOSAL 23,1
DESCRIPTION:

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

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

PROPOSAL 26
DESCRIPTION &

Sec, 577 to be deleted dn dits entdrety.

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

FROPOSAL 27
DESCRIFPTION $

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

required,
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PROPOZAL 28
DESCRIPTION s
Sec 6, ~ Delste the word "A onf that it will now rTead:

"Clasaified Employses” stead of "Clsapified Emplovees Association”

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

PROPOSAL 29
DESCRTPTION :

Sec ey) = Scho 00 ¥ eni .

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

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

PROPOSAL 35

Sec - Concerning Health D tor,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

] PROPOSAL 40
: DESCRIPTION:

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

PROPOSAL 43
DESCRIPTION:

Sec

-
S
E

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

PROPOSAL 48
DESCRIPTION:

oS R e ot i a

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

PROPOSAL 53
DESCRIPTION s

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

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

PROPOSAL 56
DESCRIPTION

‘the Zoning Regulations.

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

" PROPOSAL 57

DESCRIPTION :

Se - T

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

DESCRIPTION:

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

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

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

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

PROPOSAL BO

DESCHIPTION:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

" either this partlicular district qualifies under services received as

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

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

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

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

\ asked to pay.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

MR. GEORGOULIS MOVED THE QUESTION, Seconded. CARRIED.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

PROPOSAL 85

DESCRIPTION:

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

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

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

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

To clarify to right of eminent domain

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

DESCRIPTION:

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

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

gating “committea,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

PROPOSAL 115

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

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

{lo_clarify retirement of Police and Firemen)

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

DESCRIPTION

Sec 2 and ariry
Common Ple Cene Stat B-

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

PROPOSAL 125
DESCRIPTION:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

REJECTED PROPOSAL 1

DESCRIPTION:

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

Regulstions,

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

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

REJECTED PROPOSAL 8
DESCRIPTION®

PR AT UL TR WL TEr - - e = e

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

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

this Proposal is warranted.

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

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

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

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

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

MR, SCOFIELD ssid that is correct,.

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

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

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

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

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

VOTE taken on MOVING THE QUESTION, Seconded and CARRIED.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ADJOURNMENT s

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

Velma Farrell

(Administrative Assistant and
Recording Secretary)

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