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Special Meeting ot lOth Board ot Representatives 
held Monday, April 14, 1969 

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 -
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. 
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58.3.3 

Spacial Meeting of loth Board of Representatives 
held Monday, AprU 14, 1969 

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. 
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5B34 
Speoial Meeting 'or lOth Board or Representatives 

held Monday, AprU 14, 1969 

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. 
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Spaoial Meeting of lOth Board of Repreaentativea 
held Monday, April 14, 1969 

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. 
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