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Spec1a1 Meeting at 10th Board at Representatives 
held Monday, April 14, 1969 

MR. GUROIAN said it has been brought to his attention that Sections 1 
and 2 are the same as sent to the Charter Revision Commission. 

. 1 ? 11 

Ma. RUSSBACH said he begs to difter - that it is NOT the same as was 
propossd by the Board or Repreeentatives. He said in that version 
there was no mention made or City employees bidding, and also, the 
other point that the Committee did recommend - in case or proressional 
services "with prior written consent at the Mayor" and this was one or 
the Committee's origInal recommendations to the Charter Revision Com­
mission at that time. He said l{r. Cluss said that it is the view of 
the Commissionsr or Finance, the Corporation Counsel and the heads ot 
Purchasing and Personnel that the system as it existed and has existed 
for many years, rathsr than the interpretation or Sec. 708 held 
the Committee is a "good and lIorkable" system. " 

MR. HEINZER said the recommendations es sent by the Board of Repre­
sentatives at that time (and he spent some time listening to 'the 
records of that meeting) the Committee made it very olear tnat night 
that they were marely the task of finding out how Sec. 708 
lias being used and they were reporting back on that. He said they had 
gotten a recommsndation together which would bs in line lIith the lIay ,' 
Sec. 708 lias at that time being used. He said no vote lias taken that, 
night and the President at that time (George Russell) discharged the 
COmmittee, but it lias NOT the feeling ot the Board 'or Representatives 
that those recommendations go to the Charter Revision Commission, but 
lias merely ot a report ot a Committee. 

He eud he also wished to speak about a rsmark that Mr. Bromley made 
about not thinking there lias anything wrong it a man lIere on an appoint­
ive Board and the contract had nothing to do with his job on that Board. 
He said he thinks he is torgetting that if a man is appointed in this 
City by the Mayor and by the Board at Repreeentatives, he IS politioally 
involved and as long as he 18 politically involved, hs can exert some kind 
ot political pressure and therefore should NOT be involved in contracts 
with the City. . 

THE CHAIRMAN called tor a vote on the motion as presented by Mr. Kaplan. 
CARRIED unanimously. 

PROPOSAL 17.} 

DESCRIITION I 

Sec. 402 - T9 glarity And up:date the proVision on Balori,s. . 
I 

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee felt that no action was needed on this. 
APPROVED. 

PROPOSAL 20 

DESCRIITION I 

Seg. 553,3 (ney seption) - Referral of proposed ;men4ments to the regula-
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Special Meeting or lOth Board or Representatives 
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, 

PROPOSAL 20 (CONTINUED) 

DESCRIPTION, 

tions or zone boundaries to Planping Board. 

MR. CEORGOULIS said his Committee recommends this be returned to the 
Charter Revision Commission for study and also refer,S to No. 2 which 
was epproved and No. 1 whioh was rejected. He said in light or the 
State Statute 83-A as discuesed by Mrs. Eve Paul at the Public Hear­
ing. 

MR. CEORGOULIS SO MOVED. Seconded. 

" 

MR. HEINZER ,said Mr •• Eve Paul seemed to be very well informed on this 
Subjsct and she said that this recommendation ror a Charter Revision 
was in DIRECT conflict with ~tate Statutes 83-a as Mr. Georgoulis has 
said. For this reason he re~his should be sent back to the Charter. 
Revision Commission - at least- to clarity that point if for no other 
reason. 

THE CHAIRMAN seid he does not believe 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 ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

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

I 

.--- -- - -- "-' 

,\ MR. RUSSBACH MOVED to AMEND the Committee's recommendations in that 
aown on the bottom in the laet paragraph (of the new Section) where 
now reads: it~ 

.' 

• ••• A proposal disapproved by the Planning Board may be 
adopted by the Zoning Board by a ma10rity vote or the 
Zoning Reard." 

'. 
th~t this be amended to read' "two-thirds vote" instead of "majority vote" 
as it. now states. Seconded by Mr. Joss. 

MR. ' RUSSBACH eaid we had a classic example of this last month in the 
Bongiorno Appeal which ves passed by the Zoning Board 4 - O. He said 
he feels that the two- thirds vote is absolutely essential on issues such 
as we had at our last meeting. 

VOTE taken on above amendment. CARRIED lmanimously. 

VOTE on Mr. Georgoulis' motion to return this to the Charter Revision 
Commission for further study, as amended. CARRIED unanimoue!T. 

PROPOSAL 21 

DESCRIPTION: 

Sec. 552.1 - To be deleted. as it now appears. 
Sec. 553.1 - To be deleted . as it now appears. 

.. 
: , 

A new one to be inserted. 
A new one to be inserted. 

MR. CEORGOULIS Baid his Committee recommends the elimination of the we-rd­
, ing in Sec. 552.1: " ••• be required to." Also, to eliminate ths wording 

in Sec. 553.1: " ••• be required to." He said t hat is where you have the 
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underlined area vhich statesl " ••• The Zoning Boerd shall be required 
to bear any application ••• "n 

He said the Committee recommends that ve eliminate the vordsl " ••• be 
required to ••••• " Seconded • 

MR. HEINZER said as it is nov vritten it says that the Zoning shall' 
not be required to hear an application, etc." and vhat ve VBnt to 
strengthen is to say that the " ... Zoning Board shall NOT HEAR an 
application." 

THE CHAIRMAN called for a VOTE on Mr. Georgoulis' Committee's reco_ 
mendations. Seconded and CARRIED vith one "no" vete. ' 

PROPOSAL 23 

DESCRIPTION I 

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee recommsnds this be REJECTED and recom­
mends the passage cf an Ordinance to extend medical and ho.pitalization 
to full-time City Officials, and SO MOVED. Seconded and CARRIED. 

PROPOSAL 23.1 
\ 

DESCRIPTION I 

i' Sec. 401.3 (nev) - To establish the Ragi.trars of Voters a. full time 
'~ ~ . f officers 
,.- .1' 

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee approved this Prope.al and therefore 
" feels no action is needed. ' 

PROPOSAL 26 

DESCRIPTION I 

Sec. 577 to be deleted in it. entirety. 

MR. GEORGOULIS .aid hi. Committee ,approved thi. Proposal. No aation re­
quired. 

PROPOSAL 27 

DESCRIPTION I . 
Sec. 561 - To be deleted and new Segtion ineerted in it. nleoe. 
intent is tg Qorrect section duB to Qonfligt with Stat. Statute 
poncerns reversal of degisteD of zoning gfgiggr. 

The 
88g,8-7. 

MR. GEORGOULIS oaid his Committee approved this Propl;.sal. Na action 
required. , - ~. 
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PROPOSAL 28 

DESCRIPTION I 

Speoial Meeting of lOth Board of Representatives 
held Monday, April 14, 1969 

" 

Sec. 746. - Delete the yOrd "As80ciation" so that it vill nov read: 
"Clasnified Employees" instead of "Classified Employees Association" 

HR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee approved this Proposal. No action 
required. 

PROPOSAL 29 

DESCR1PTION I 

Sec. 426 (nev) - School nurses ADd school dental hygienists. 

HR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee rscommends this be referred back to 
the Charter Revision C9mmission for furthsr study, in view of ths 
Nurses' testimonr-at our Public Hearing on April 1, 1969 and SO MOVED. 
Seconded and CARRIED. 

PROPOSAL 35 

Sec. 423 - Concerning liealth D1reotor. 

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee REJECTED paragraph No.2, thereby 
keeping all reference to the "Director of Health". He said they also 
REJECTED the Health Commission's recommendations that the Director 
shall be appointed by the Mayor upon recommendation of a majority of 
the Health Commission and approval by the Board of Representatives, for 
a term of five years, and SO MOVED. Seconded. 

MR. HEINZER said at the last Charter Revision ve changed the title of 
the Health Commissioner to that of "Director of Health" so that he 
wouldn't be confused with the Msmbers of the Health Commission and for 
some reason or other the Charter Revision Commission dscided to change 
it back this time and he believee this vas an error on their part. On 
the other part of the issue, he said, the Health Commission's recommenda­
tion vas that the Director should be appointed by the Mayor, upon the 
recommendation of a majority of the member. of the Health Commission and 
ve felt that any Mayor would naturally ask for the recommendations of the 
H~alth Commission, but that we gught not to limit the Mayor'. pover. in 
making appointments by saying that he could only make appointments with 
prior approval of a Commission. He said they felt this could just as 
eas11y apply to other Commissions and Boards of the City. 

Tim CHAIRMAN said we do not have to vote upon the recommendation. of the 
Health Commission, but ooly have to vote upon the recommendations of the 
Charter Revision Commission. He said as he understands it, the only 
motion that i. being made is to substitute the verds "Director of Health" 
in place of "Healtb Commissio~er· • 

MR. HEINZER said it is his understanding that this was embodied in 
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Proposal 35. 

MR. GEORGOULIS said the Committee removed where it 8e1s1 "the order ot 
the Health Commissionsr". ' 

TIlE CHAIRMAN said we are just ohanging the words and the Charter 
Revjaion Commission did not recommend this - it was a recommendation of 
the Health Commission. He said the 0011 extent ot this proposal is to 
substitute the wordsl "Direotor of Health" tor "Health Commissioner". 
He called tor a VOTE on this. CARRIED unanimouS11. 

PROPOSAL 40 

DESCRIPTION I 

Sec. 112. to be del.t.d - To ,itpplitI aPPOintm'nt of Fir. Ho,rah.l to 
conform yith fubaip Aot ;67. 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no aotion is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 4J 

DESCRIPTION I 

Sec. 707.1 to be deleted - New Sestion to be inperted - To gtrength.n 
prohibition o( duol ottice holding 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no aotion is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 48 

DESCRIPTION I 

See. 484.1 - To Amend purghoa1nr pro9,duro, At City by ghon,in, non_bid 
limits from 1500 to '1'000. 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no aotion 11 needed on this. Approvsd. 

PROPOSAL 53 

DESCRIPTION I 

Seg. 554.2 (ney) - To regulotp Approypl of Peligped Digtrigtg by the 
Zoning Board 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no aotion is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 54 

DESCRIPTION I 

DI;~s 5~dh;n;:;u;sm~::!:QnB tor apwpval ot sUg and mllitgctuul 

)0, ._ . 
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I 
MR. GEORQOatIS said no action is naedsd on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 55 

DESCRIPTION I 

Sec. 554. - To regulate public bearing! by Zoning Bolrd 

MR. GEORGOatIS said no action is needed on this. Approved • 

PROPOSAL 56 

DESCRIPTION I 

,. 

5'9. 554. - To require filing gf copies of proposed Am'ndments of 
the Zoning Regulations. 

MR. GEORGOatIS said no action is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 57 

DESCRIPTION I 

.. 

Ses. 555.1 - To reouire oublieation of daniels as yell Aa Adoptiona 
of decisions made by Zoning BOArd_ 

. 
MR. GEORGOatIS said no action is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 59 

DESCRIPTION: 

Sac. 552.1 t o be deleted snd new Section inserted - To olarify language 
conoerning amendments to Zoning Map after eUeetive date ot the Master 
Plan 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no action 1s nseded on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL ?8 

DESCRIPTION I 

~ter 70 to add ney Sec, 704.1 - To provide 'ob security for Municipal 
Employee 'nd prohibit trAnsfers_ 

MR. GEORGOatIS said this Ilaa REJECTED by the Committee, ae it does not 
belong in the Charter and SO MOVED. Seoonded by Mr. He1nzer and CARRIED 
Ilith onB abstention. (Mr. K .• plan). 

PROP']SAL 80 

OBSC liIPTION I 

1 , 3 5, 1. .. 5, g , t 
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Special Meeting of lOth Boerd of Representatives 
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PROPOSAL 80 (CONTINUED) 

Sac. 620.1 to be amended - City Tax District 

HR. GEORGOULIS said this WIlS REJECTED b7 the Committee, because of 
error in plans and it was felt it was not needed. He said the 
Committee 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. Secondod b7 Mr. Heinzer. 

MR. MURPHY said this Proposal was seemingly changed quite a bit· from 
the original one that was submitted. He said he thought it could 
have been used as a vehicle to equalize the Personal Property Tax for 
cars, boats, etc., which could be oity-wide and have a standard tax, 
instead of the way it now is, with perhaps someone on Cove Island 
having their boat taxed at a d1£ferent rate than someone up in the 
Ridges with the same kind of boat, with each one having e d1£ferent 
tax. 

THE CHAIRMAN said as he understands this Proposal, it is very limited. 
He stepped dow from the Chair at this point and spoke to the motion. 

MR. KAPLAN said Proposal 80 is onll to extend the "A" Distriot into a 
certain area of his District (14th) and is striotly intended to extend 
the "A" Tax ~istrict to Lord & Taylor's, General Electric and Olin 
Mathieson • . He said it has been estimated that this would mean addi­
tional tax revenues to the City each year in the estimated amount of 
some $300,000. He said it strikes him that b7 one stroke of our pen, 
we couid take some of the most ~recious buildings in Stamford and plaoe 
them -in a high tax district. lie said it alao makes sens'e because theee 
~sinesses would need trash services and also need City fire protection • 
He said Mr. Brennan felt that he egrees with him, that this is a very 
easy way for the City to raise additional revenues and will net hinder 
growth and our taxes are a lot lower than theee businesses would find 
elsewhere, especially in New York State. He said to extend the "An 
District to them would just be a way of helping our City's financial 
problems • 

MR. MURPHY said when this was first proposed it was the intention of 
bringing the entire City into one tax district - that .was the original 
intention of this Proposal which was ohanged all over the place by the 
Charter Revision Commission. 

MR. HEINZER spoke in favor of REJECTING this proposal, first of all 
b~cause it is in error and therefore it must be returned to the Charter 
Revision Commission because they didn't draw the lines properly. In 
regard to Mr. Kaplan's remarks, he said it would be a VERY dangerous 
thing to immediately change the tax districts on three ne. businesses 
in Stamford. He said we have a problem in trying to got people to 
locate here and he does not WIlnt S~amtord to have that reputation -
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that as soon as you get there, fellows, they're going to change your 
tax district and hit you with it. He aaid this definitely would not 
help us to get new businesses to locate here. 

MR. I~NGWAY said he strongly seconds that morel approach and thinks 
it would be incredibly stupid 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 liks to see mors 
tax rsvenus than he, and furthermore, the expensss that would follow 
this new tax distriot would probably more than eet up the $300,000 
revsnue we would rqceive - in the sense of a nsw Fire Station, a new 
complement of firemen and new equipment - and garbage. 

MR. RUSSELL said he agrees with the sentiments of the previous, two 
speakers because if 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 
juicy morsel. He said he elso might suggest that the City's tresh coI­
lections are not exactly the best in the world in either the cost to 
the City or the quality of it. He said presently newcomers to 
Stamford are getting high quality fire protection by being very close 
to it and are elsa getting high quality trash collection. He said we 
are better off leaving them where they are. 

MR. FEDAK said the people are worrying about the high taxes and said 
he wents to go on record as favoring this inclusion of these three 
businesses. 

MR. PLarNICK spoke in favor of Proposel 80. He said since Lord" Taylor 
have opened he notices four or five Police Officers and various City 
vehicles stationed in the vicinity at various interseotions surrounding 
the Lord & Taylor area. He said he wants to know it this is going to be 
sOmething permanent, or it this is only on a temporary basis. He said 
he has nothing again9t the expansion of Stamford, and has seen it grow 
from a small New England community into a large City which it n~w is and 
can "roll with the punub" but, on the other hand, it these new businesses 
are going to come in here and use our services, they are going to be a 
drain on our tax dollars and he thinka they should pey for the privilege. 

MR. HEIIIZER rose on a POINT OF INFORMATION. He asked it anyone knows 
whether or not Lord " Taylor has paid for signal lights up there and 
whether', vhen it's completed, and installed, that those policemen will be 
relieved of their duties? 

THE CHAIRMAN said he does not know the answer to the question and does 
not think it is a valid point of information. 

MR. PLarNICK said he vante to answer that question. He said there is a 
signal already in operation at the driveway intersection of Lord " Taylor 
because he had to stop there tonight. 

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI said he wants to go on record as being against texing 
a new business a8 soon as they come into town and said he does not think 
this is fair. He said when they first decide to locate here they look 
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into all these things and then after they get their building built, you 
ccme in end sayl "Well, all right, now we're going to change the dis­
trict and hit you with a few more tax dollars." He said he does not 
think this is fair to the oompany putting up the building and the new 
company coming into the City. He said he elso would like to go on 
record as being in favor of Mr. Murphy's suggestion tha.t all cars and 
boats ' be taxod at the same mill rate, regardless of where they are. He 
said he thinks it should not make any difference where you live, that 
when you drive a'car you use the City's streets and if you own a boat, 
ycu should pay the same tax, regardless ot what distriot you live in. 

As tar ss the policemen located up at Lord & Taylor, he said he thinks 
Lord & Taylor is paying them tor their services and it is not oharged to 
the City. 

MR. CUROIAII said Proposal 80 was his proposal and e.s it now appears 
botore him, it has been butohered beyond all recognition. He s&1d the 
original intent has been stated by Hr. Murphy, however, he teels that 
halt a loat is bettor than none and if we can't get · our tax dollars from 
lIorth Stamfcrd and we have these wealthy businesses whioh are coming 
into the City who aren't by any means paupers and to raise their taxes 
io no more a sin than to raise tha taxeft of the pecple of his distriot, 
or any district. He said he feels no sympathy for Lord & Taylor and 
teels no sympathy for any of these large oomplexes that have moved into 
the City, because they are using the services of the City. 

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she is against Proposal 80 as it now stands, because 
she does not feel it is fair to have a firm come in and settle here in 
good feith end then saYI "O.K., give us mcre money". She said perhaps 
it is all right to ask for legitimate feos, if the garbage and trash 
collection and other facilities are going to be overtaxe~, then perhaps 
Lord & Tsylor would aleo agree to this. Also, she said 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, suoh as in other 
sections, perhaps the people would not objeot to paying taxes, but they 
are high and ycu can't evaluate things on a one base standard for all. 

MR. GECRGOULIS said the areas in que.tion are all in his di.triot. He 
said the Board of Representatives is the third largest City Counoil in 
the United States - the first is Chicago, Illinois, and the seoond 1s 
Lincoln, Nebraska. He said we talk about referendum and if we oan' t 'get 
things straight here among forty ot us, how oan you expeot to get any­
thing done through referendum? He said the word will leak out that we 
are pulling in high olass stores and if you vant to go there and spend 
your money, you go and nobody is asking you to go and now that they .are 
here, it's. a credit to the City of Stamford to be able to attraot this 
type of business. He said ~f you turn' around and start to impose higher 
taxes on these corporations you are oausing a destruotion that will affeot 
the City. Seoondly, how about the individual home owners who live in the 
same distriot as Lord & Taylor? It they oan get away vith inoreasing 
the taxes ot these corporations, they oertainly vill also sneak into the 
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home owner!~_~,operty . whioh isJOow in Claes "B" and raise their taxes too 
~der the protense th"t eowers will be ooming. lie said he thinks this 

. , 

whole thing is 8 big faroe and he hopes that Lord & Taylor, Olin Mathieso~ 
and General Electric - the concerns that were mentioned tonight, w111 ________ 
excus~ us for expressing the opinion about inoreasing taxes. 

MR., CALDER said he thought the basis for determining the tax rates for 
Diatricts "A, "B" and "CO were the services that you received. He said 
ei th~", ' this particular district qusllfies under services rece! ved as 
District "A or it doesn't~ He said if it does quality, then he can see 
no moral obliga~ion to classify it as being in the proper tax district 
where it ~~longs jpst because it happens to be a new store that has just 
settled here. He said if they receive the same services which he receives 
in his District, whi~h is "A", tben i~ should be put in that district. 

MR. FEDAK said the major opposi~ion as he sees it is that these three 
major companies have just located here and are now being subjected to a 
new tax. He said he thinks it should be brought out that it is not these 
three companies that are being taxed, but the taxes are being imposed on 
the ones who own the land on whioh ~hey are located, because they are NOT 
one and the eawe. . 

MR. JOSS said he agrees with Mr. Calder and he sees that Mr. Ceorgoulis 
complaint 1s for the poor home owner again, who finds himself staggering 
under the taxes for "B" District and then finds himself 'in: another tax I 
district before he knew what hsppened and without the services that go along 
with it. He said it may be another fivs years or so before the City gets 
around ' to giving them the services that go with the taxes they are being 

\ asked to pay. 

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said, as an accountant, she begs to differ with Mr. Fedak 
on the ~ax structure. She said inventories of retail stores in this City 
a~e taxed, so therefore Lord & Taylor, per se would be taxed on inventories, 
furniture and equipment and, in addition to the building, which happens to 
be in their name. She said she would also like to ask about home owners in 
this immediate area which YOIl propose to change - lIould they not, also, be 
pleced .. ~Lhigher taxing 'd1st.r1c~7 Also, she said, if the ta:.ces had been 
higher, perhaps Lord & Taylor would not have wanted to come here in the • I 
first place, and you are getting taxes from them on inventory, buildings, 
stock, furniture and fixtures, which you would not gst 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 80 for the reason thst he does not 
possess the knowledge of what all these changes will cost and while lIer 
think we might get a lot more money in tax revenues .and it might cost u a 
lot more to give the services than we will get back in taxes for theee 

~::v~~~~; an~e~~~~e~::eo~a~h!~ :i~h~hi:yw~~ ~!!{ ~~ ~dt~!~ie~~~~!~~, 
we know more about it. 
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.m. SGOFIELD said the Master Plan is currently under study for bring­
ing it up to date and all this discussion at this point ie way out of 
order • 

• m. HEINZER said he only reiterates what he said before in reterenoe ' 
to Mr. Fedak's remarks. In the first place, he said, it ia , the com­
pany that pey"s the tax and not the owner, beoause it is reflected in 
the rental. Ho said he is most worried about the reputation that , ' 
Stamford is going to get tor doing this kind of thing when it oomes 
to us trying to get other industry and other stores to locete here. 

~. GEORGOULIS MOVED THE QUESTION, Seconded. CARRIED. 

THE CHAIRMAN said the question is on Mr. Ceorgoulis' oommi tteea ' 
recommendation that ' Proposal 80 be REJECTED. He said the vote on the 
Committee'. report is CARRIED. 

11R. JOSS MOVED that Propoeal 80 be sent baok to the Charter Revision 
Commission that all cars and personal boats and , personal property 'would 
be olassified as one tax district. 

~g CHAIRMAN asked Mr. Joss it he is referring to inventory • 
• 

~. JOSS said "no" - just cars and boats, period. Seconded. 
" 

~. HEMINCWAY said he wants more information before he votes on this. 
He esked if we are starting something unique, or is this oommon prec­
tice in the State ot Conneoticut. \ 

" 

.m. GEORGOULIS said Ee can answer that "que stion;" becauss" about "slght 
or ten years ago the Board of Representatives had a similar situation. 
A proposal was made at that time to make one tax structure for ALL 
automobiles and boats and at that time the Board found out that we could 
not do it. lie suggasted that this be reinvestigated, because we will 
probably get the same answer. He said as he recells, it is something ,-" 
to do with the wey the tax structurs is set up whioh made it impossible 
to put the cars ~~ts under cne tax distriot. He suggested going 
to the Tax Assessor ~ -Ottioe and they oan probably give us the answer • 

.m. RYBNICK said the simple roason why it could not be done, 1s beoause 
it is governed h7 the State Stotutss and oan't be ohanged exoept h7 
the Home Rule Aot and h7 referendum," 

~. BOCCUZZI suggested that perhaps by going to the State we might be 
eble to bring the cers and boats under one taxing distriot. 

THE CHAIRMAN said as far as this proposal is ooncerned, we haven't 
got the time to do all this - tomorrow is the deadline to get this baok 
to the Charter Revision Commission • 

.m. GRISAR said he thinks ths Proposal is fair - thet a Cadillao owned 
in "A" D1etr1ot is the same as a Cadillao owned in "C" D1etriot. 

)£CS CZ4P'F>' 4$ .. 5[ , (1' ,ijP,;lQ!.Q$ ;4;;9$4 ,.;,;34 2'1.! ~ 4-AP .1, 'i ~' )';tsfi; ,4 .. F •• J4 _ l§$ s.pz; ; , . i 4 • 
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THE CHAIRMAN asked the man who made the motion (Mr. Joss) it he 
would accept letting the Charter Revieion Commission look into the 
legality of extending the e&me mill rete for boats and cars. 

MR. RUSSELL eaid in order to simpli!7 things - this was brought up 
by Representative Iacevo in a past Charter Revision Commission and 
all we have to do is look up the recorde at that time and it will 
probably tell the legal reasons why it could not be done. 

MR. IlEINZER suggested the Board go caretully here, becauae this 11111 
mean almos~ double work for the Tax Aaseesor's Office and instead 
of having everything listed undsr one tax rate, separate bills will 
have to be made out for people who may have a houss in "C. District 
and whose boat or car ie under the "A" District - separate tax rates 
will hsve to be figured on each one of thoee items. He said he is 
sure you will find out that this will juet about double their work 
and may even result 10 a net loss to the City when it is ell over. 

... 

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

MR. RYBNICK said now that we have Home Rule, we are able to do this. 

MR. MURPHY said it this is true and we can change the whole tax system 
just be going to referendum under Home Rula, he can't aee why we then 
can't change it. 

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

PROPOSAL 85 

DESCRIPTION I 

S.C. 500 •• 501 •• 503.1, 50~.21 Change title of Chapter 58 from "Board 
Or Public Safety'" to "p?l1c~ C?lnmiseion" and "Fire Comm1ssion" and to 
delf,1,e s.~ . 580 8n1 actg...D_n~lI Secti?n in plaee: also agd new Sec.580.l 
and ~l1.m.tn .. r.e • .1J.....;:!'f.,~ "B<lard of Public Safety" in Charter. 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no acU"n is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 92 

DESCRIPTIO.!! : 

Sec. LO, 1tem (28) lest l1ne. d,lete "Either. or" 
w 11 then reeg: ".. w r he e ut 1 e 

To c eriC "0 1 h+ 0 eminent ~ n 

MR. CEORGOULIS said no act10n is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 98 

DESCRIPTION: 

Sec. 12') to delete "except member. of +'he fuerd of Finance". The first 

I 
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aentence to then read. in part: " ••••••• any elegtive officer maY be 
impeached and removed from office .""," (To render members of the 
Board of' FinanSe sub1egt. to impeaghment the Bame as any elective officlr.) 

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

PROPOSAL 101 

DESCRIPTION I 

Seg. 204.2 - To clarity this Sestion regArding constituency of inyesti­
gating committee. 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no aotion is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 105 

PESCRIptION. 

Seg. J04.5 - To clArifY this Segtion by i"8.£tingl "If Degembtr 1 falls 
On SAturday or SundAy. the MAyor "hAll conDO' the Board of fieweaent-.&­
tiyes on the fgllowing Mgnday." 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no aotion is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 108 

DESCRIPTION. 

Sec. 484.6 - To regulate dispopAl of Durplus or UDUBable supplies. etg, 

MR. GEatGOULIS said no aotion ia needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 113 

DESCRIptION. 

Chapter 59. add new Sec. 598 - To restrigt dispositioQ or land owned or 
purchased by the City with progeeds of bonds exgept by approvAl of publig 
referendum' 

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee REJECTED this as it is tied direotly 
to No. 12 whioh was sent baok to the Charter Revision Commi.sion. Seoond­
ed. 

Atter Borne disouseion, TRE CHAIRMAN asked Mr. Georgoulis if he would 
accept referring Proposal 113 baok to the Commission along with Proposal 
12. Seoonded and CARRIED. 

PROPOSAL 115 

DESCRIPTION. 

SeC. 7QQ in loot spntenge, delete the word "Chapter- and insort in ito 
p11ge the word ·Sastion- - In order tg corregt AD Apparent 0rror • 

.. • • 1 
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MR. GEORGOULIS said' no aotion ie needed on thie. Approved. 

\ PROPOSAL 120 

DESCRIPTION I 
, 

Sec. 714J? - At end add." unless otherwise proyided in Sec. 714" , 
I'fo clarify retirement of Police and-Firemen) 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no aotion is needed on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 123 

DESCRIPTION I 

Sea g 525., ;29,. and ;;6.- To clarity appeals (rom Planning Board to 
COmmon Plea. with General Statute 8-10 

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

PROPOSAL 125 

DESCRIPTION I 

Sec. 431. and Sec. llJ. - To eliminate the requirement that Members ot 
Police and Fire Department be electors ot the 'City , 

MR. GEORGOULIS said no action is needsd on this. Approved. 

PROPOSAL 135 ' (See aotion taken under Proposal 5) 

DESCRIPTION: 

Sec. 574.1 (new) - To direct the City to charge tor aerial maps. 

MR. GEORGOULIS said hie Committee REJECTED this and recommends it be 
included as an Ordinance - same action as taken under Proposal 5. HE 
SO MOVED. Seconded and CARRIED. 

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

REJECTED PROPOSAL 1 

DESCRIPTION I 

Sec. 553.11 (new) - To require that all applications for changes to 
Zoning Map be referred to the Planning Board for a report as presently 
raguired in the case of applications to amend the text ot Zoning 
Regulations. 

MR. GEORGOULIS sald his Committee teela this should be returned to the 
Charter Revision Commission for study and SO MOVED. Seconded. 

2 i , ] i 5 
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MR. HEINZER said the Committee wants thie returned to the Commission 
for study with reference to Proposal No. 20 and Proposal No.1. He 
said he believes this bas already been taken care of when we asked 
tbe Commission to consider this undor Proposal No. 2 when they asked 
tbat a new Proposal be submitted. 

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

REJECTED PROPOSAL 8 

DESCRIPTION I 

\ 

Seg. 101 •• 11Q •• 115.- T9 sbonge the compoait1on of the Bomrd of 
Representatiyea and to Shonge the voting diatrigtee 

Y.R. GEORGOULIS said the Committee felt REJECTION should be continued. 

REJECTED PRopOSAL 132 , 

DESCRIPTION I 

seg, AP., 26-3. 26-4 and 26-5 - To etrenrlben authority Dr the Seyer 
Cornm1seion. 

MR. GEORGOULIS said his Committee una n1oous17 felt tbat rejeotion of 
tbis Propossl is warranted • 

MR. SCOFIELD said his Proposal would strengtben the authority of the 
. Sewer Commission and is in aocord with the General Statute 7-247 which 
does not reflect its concern on duplication and cost. He said the Gharter 
Revision Committee seems to imply that this Proposal would cause increased 
cost, which is foolishness. With the growing concsrn over harbor pollu­
tion in Stamford, he said it seems inccnceivable to allow the reoord to 
show that monies wers appropriatsd for the planning of a new sauage treat­
ment plant back in 1964 which took us three years to piok engineers who 
were never epproved by tbe Sewer Commission. He said it took us 16 months 
in the planning stage with more months still to go before oonstruction 
can start. He said the cost of this proorastination will double the cost 
of this project. Hs said the Sewer Gommission MUST be given the final 
authority over the City's sewers system. He said the Charter as it is 
presently written does not even allow the Sewer Commission to oheck the 
hsavy infUtrstion of storm wat~r run-off in sewers constructed before 1951. 
He said he wanta to point out that the Public Works Commissioner oannot 
pouib17 dsvote the time necessary to thia oomplex problem as one agenoy 
such as the Sewer Commission can. He said all he asks is that the experts 
in this field be allowed to apeak before the Charter Revision Committe. 
of this Board &nd"not to throw this away as it is a very worthy 'proposal. 

, I. 'r' " 
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THE CHAIRMAN pointed out to the speaker that this Proposal has been re- I 
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 Repressntatives) has refuned to do this and therefore the 
Committee's recommendation iH for this NOT to ~o hack to ~he Charter 
Revision Commission, so therefore the speaker (Mr. Scofield) is speaking 
AGAINST the recommendation of the Committee and asking people to vote 
"no" on the vote that will come up. 

MR. SCOFIELD said that is correct. 

MR. RUSSELL said there 1Il8)" be another reason vhY the Committee acted in 
this manner and it could be that it was not olear just what vas the 
position of tbe Sewer Commiseion Vas in this matter - such as engineer­
ing advice. He said there has to be soma clarification as to how this 
highly technical and involved information and recommendations from an 
engineering standpoint, how this would get through to the Seller 
Commission. He said there is a point of confusion in this area that 
goes beyond just giving them the power and has to be clarified. 

MR. GEORGOULIS reminded the Members that ve tried to include the Sewer 
Commission in one of the Ordinances and it lias defeated, and apparently 

the Charter Revision Commission fel t the same vay as our Committee felt. 

MR. SCOFIELD said he spoke to the sub-committee on Charter Revisions 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 1I0rthy of their consideration. 

MR. GEORGOULIS said he is rsferring to the Board of Representatives 'who 
defeated it. 

HR. PLDrmCK spoke in favor and said it might be a good thing and he lIill 
go along lIith ~~. Scofield on it. 

VOTE taken on MOVING THE QUESTION. Seconded and CARRIED. 

THE CHAIRMAN, said the question is now on the recommendation of the Charter 
Revision Committee that lie approve the action of the Charter Revision 
Commission in rejecting Proposal 132. LOST. The Committee's report vas 
rejected. 

MR. SCOFIELD MOVED that the Proposal (No. 132) be recommitted to the 
Chal·ter Revision Commission for reconsideration and ssk them to receive 
testimony from expe»ts before making their tinal decision. Secondea and 
CARRIED. 

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

HR. COPERlNE thanked Mr. Kaplan for filling in so ably in the absence of 
th9 PreSident, Mr. Fusaro. 

~ i . , . 
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ANNOUNCEMENT 

MIl. MORRIS announced that the President's w1i'e, Mrs. Fusaro, juat had 
a baby boy. Applause. ,J, 

ADJOURNMENT I 

Upon motion, dul7 8eoonded and CARRIED, the meeting Va8 adjourned at 
ll.)O P.M. 

NOTE I 

/ - jJJLru Ywdf 

Thi8 meeting vaS broadcast 

Velma Farrell 
(Administrative As8istant and 
Recording Seor.t~) 

over RADIO STATION WSTC until II P.M. 
VF 

, _.. 'v I" ,. & 

" 


