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43. MINUTES OF MONDAY, JANUARY 11, 1982, REGULAR BOARD MEETING 43. 

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

THE PRESIDENT: Please vote now, yes if you agree with Mr. Flounders' Motion, 
and no, if you disagree with it. The Motion is CARRIED with 22 yes and 18 no 
votes; no abstentions and no non-votes. 

Mr. Stork, will you give your report on the PERSONNEL COMMITTEE? Just a 
moment, Mr. Wiederlight is standing. 

MR. WIEDERLIGHT: I Move ·· to Adjourn. Seconded by Mr. Blais. Please say AYE 
if you wish to Adjourn; opposed NAY. We will need a DIVISION. Mr. Blum? 

MR. BLUM: Point of Order. I would like to know if the appeal from the Zon­
ing Board is not taken up tonight, does that affect it coming back here some 
other time? Is there a particular time that it has to be voted on? 

'!HE PRESIDENT: The Chair understands that the ruling is 21 negative votes or 
21 affirmative votes are required, but we can consider it at the February 
meeting. But now we are ready for a vote, and the motion is .•.• Is that a 
question to the Chair, Mrs. Guroian? 

MRS. GUROIAN: As as I have been given to understand, we have to vote on it 
at this meeting. 

THE PRESIDENT: To answer that question, Mrs. Guroian, I think it is important, 
before we go, is if you all think that it is important to consider that item 
tonight. We will go on with the vote for Adjournment, but there is a pertinent 
question here, and you must decide if you are interested in the answer or not. 

The vote on Adjournment is DEFEATED 20-20, a tie vote. Mr. Stork, please go 
ahead with your Committee report. 

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - Chairman Philip Stork 

MR. STORK: The Personnel Committee met on Thursday, January 7th, in the 
Republican Caucus Room. In attendance were Representatives Dziezyc, Gaipa, 
Gershman and Stork. 

THE PRESIDENT: I would ask the members to please be respectful to the speaker. 
This is an important issue. This is the Firemen's contract. 

MR. STORK: Rep. Blum was also in attendance as an interested member of this 
Board. We had one item on our agenda and that was the ratification of the 
Firemen's Labor Contract. 

(1) RATIFICATION OF FIREMEN'S LABOR CONTRACT for one year from 9/1/81 to 
6/30/82, per Mayor Clapes and Labor Negotiator ThOmas Barrett's official 
submission to this Board as of December 19, 1981. Finance Board Chair­
man Everett Pollard under date of 12/21/81 advised they will not be issu­
ing an advisory opinion in this instance. 

MR. STORK (continuing): -Speaking for the City on this matter was Thomas Barrett, 
the City's Labor Negotiator; Chief Vitti of the Fire Department; and Dr. Wm. 
Linke of the Fire Commission. Speaking on behalf of Local 786 of the Inter­
national Association of Firefighters was Peter Brown, President of the Union. 
Some of the changes in this contract are the hiring of two new firefighters. 
This is due to the mini-pumper being added as a new piece of equipment. The 
mini-pumper will be used to handle the majority of calls the Department receives 
such as brush fires, automobile fires, etc. Four men per shift will be assigned 
to this equipment, necessitating the two extra firefighters. Each who 
is required by the Board of Fire Commissioners to wear his dress uniform shall 
be paid $400.00, and that is up from $300.00 as a Clothing Maintenance Allowance 
per contract year. All other employees shall be paid $300.00 which 
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE (continued) " 

MR. STORK ~ontinuing) is up from $150.00 as a clothing maintenance allowance; 
a fully-paid optical plan/which previously cost $5.00 a month for individuals 
and $11.00 per month for families. A fully-paid family medical retirement 
package for all members who defer their retirement until age 55 or older. 
The pension for those individuals already retired between three and eleven 
years will be increased 5~ and for all those retired 12 years or more, their 
pension will be increased by 7%. For those firemen retiring no~ their pension 
will increase from 66-2/3 of their pay after 28 year~ to 74% after 32 years 
of servicerand Mr. Barrett reported will save money on this increase for 
firemen that live up to 77 years of age and currently the average life expectanc 
as reported in the press recently is 69-1/2. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Mr. Stork. 

MR. STORK: I'm not finished, 

THE PRESIDENT: I would ask the ~presentatives Mr. Wiederlight, Mr. Livingston , 
Mr. BlaiS, Mr. Cont~ if you are going to be here,please take your seasas it 
is very disrespectful to the speaker. 

MR. STORK: The final item of the contract that I would discuss is that 
firemen attending college will receive full tuition refunds for successfully 
completing job-related course~ Previously they could get refunds . for any 
course they would tak~ but it must now be job-related. 

THE PRESIDENT: I would like to SUlounce that Mr. IJiederlight has left the 
meeting. Mr. Livingston, are you leaving the meeting? Mr. Livingston ( 
is leaving the meeting. Go ahea~ Mr. Stork. 

MR. STORK: Thank yo~Madam President. The duration of this contract is one 
year at an estimated cost of $684,300.0~ It is in this area and this area alone 
that the personnel committee has a problem with this contract. It doesn't seem 
fair or an exercise of sound judgment to this committee that the City of Stamfo: 
can be held up for ransom on an annual basis for both the police and fire 
department contracts. It~ the position of the personnel committee that the 
City's labor negotiator should not negotiate any contract in the future for 
a duration of less than two years. We think that the taxpayers are entitled 
to have their hard-earned tax dollars spread out over a longer period of time. 
To further affirm this positio~Madam Presiden~ the personnel committee voted 
unanimously four tozeID(4-o)to put the City of Stamford and its labor union 
on notice that this personnel committee will not accept for consideration any 
contract in the future that contains a duration of less than two years. That 
being our only objection to this contrac~ ~dam president, the personnel 
committee voted unanimously four tOZeID(4-D)to approve ratification of the 
firemen's labor contract and I so move. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is there a second to Mr. Stork's motion to accept this labor 
contract. Seconded~ Ale- there any speakers? 

MR. DeLUCA: Let~ look at this contract and look at the police contract which 
we just voted on several months ago. ~e personnel committee chairman made 
some strong recommendations, but I don't believe they are strong enough. I ( 
think we should also recommend to the labor negotiator that we will no longer 
approve any contract with the police, firemen, or anyone,especially the police 
and firemen1unless the provisions were made whereby all new fitemen or policemen 
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. DELUCA(continuing) unless the provisions were made whereby all new 
firem~n or policemen cannot retire until the minimum age of 55 before they 
can even collect 50% of their pension. We talk about the city being held 
hostag,e by just signing one-year contracts. Look at this contract he"o on 
page 2~now a firemen will be getting 6 days' funeral leave for the deaL_ of 
a parent, spouse or a child. We just approved a contract for the police 
for 5 days so you can bet your bottom dollar that the next contract for the 
police will call for 6 day~ and sll the other units will be calling us for 
6 days for the death of a parent, spouse, or child. We can no longer keep 
affording to give benefits in thEmanne~ or permit people to retire after 
20 years. Our federal government has realized the fact that social security 
has gone broke. That is why they are comming out with incentives for people 
who generate their oWH IRA plan even though they are covp.red by a pension 
plan by their employer. This is more or less like enforced savings; and social 
security going broke/so you better be prepared to have your own savings for 
your future;and at the rate we are going,the city ia going to be going broke 
with these 20_yesr pensions whereby after 20 years a person can be 40 years 
old and retire at age 41. I don't think we can keep affording any privilege 
like this here plus more days off for them. I would urge a rejection of this 
contract and let it go back to arbitration. 

THE PRESIDENT: Before I go ,to the next speake~ I would like to make special 
note that Mr. Dixon has left the meeting. Next to speak is Mrs. Saxe. 

MRS. SAXE: Thank you, 'Madam President. The City :athers/ of which I am one, 
must have more information on the effect the amount of the bonded indebtedness 
has on each taxpayer/ not just written by contract, l;he pressure from the 
group that will benefit from the results of the yes or no vote. It is my 
feeling that the firemen and the policemen and the municipal workers do not 
wish to be the cause for which their children and their grandchildren and 
their grandchildren will not be able to afford to live in Stamford. By having 
their children and grandchildren pay for these retirement benefits through 
bonded indebtedness through 20 years plus high interest rate. To compound the 
cost of indebtednes~ these contracts will add tax dollars to all of our budgets 
for years to come/so please reconsider this contract and ask the rank-and-file 
do they want to have their roots in Stamford or work for just from the ages of 
20 to 40 and leave. If this group of real Stamfordites want to stay and have 
their children stay her~ please consider that bonded indebtedness and recall 
the contract so the taxpayers have a break.thWe have been very fair with your 
salaries, so please be fair to yourselves and ~axpayers. I vote No for this 
contract. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Mrs. Saxe. 

MR. ZELINSKI: Thank you Madam President. Let me start by saying that I am 
concerned with the taxpayers and the money allocated.Howeve~what amount of 
money can we put on a fireman's life? ' He lays his life on the line every time 
when thatlitll rings and he has to go out. He never knows when he might be in 
a position 't[roughout the country firefighters have been killed; we have read 
about it in the paper time and time again. I don't think we can put a price on 
life. These men lay their lives on the line/okay, Because of their jobswhere 
that bell rings at various times/ they have to jump and go ouSit takes fears 
off their lives/okay, and I don't think any amount of money can justify that. 
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. ZELINSKI ~ontinuing) I really feel that tonight we should be concerned with 
those issues that override the issues of dollars and cents, If someone is saved 
by one of these men because of a fire, you can't pay them enough for it. And 
I don't think this is the time now and here to criticize certain aspects of a 
contract. I may not be in agreement of all the different aspects of it, but I 
think it would be a tragedy to deny these men their deserved money. I would 
also like to state in all respect to Mr. Stork that possibly the comments 
pertaining to the one.year contract is not germane to this item on the agenda 
that I would respect if should put ~t on next month under a new piece of business 
because that is not germane to this particular item the firemen's contract. 
Whether I agree with him or no~ I think that the committee should be present 
and it should go to Steering and should be put on and then they should take a 
vote on i~ but on this particular contrac~ I sincerely hope tonight that we 
consider the lives and the jobs of the firefighters above the monetary funds 
here. Thank you. 

MRS. McINERNEY: Yes. I feel very strongly that the economic climate that 
presently prevails within this country and within this cit~ an understanding 
that there is a clamor by taxpayers within the City of Stamford who are 
concerned about the reassessment value and the possible effects reassess­
ment will have on their future taxes. I agree with the previous speaker~ Mrs. 
Saxe and Mr. Deluca. I think that this contract should be rejected and I 
think the prime concern by all governmental workers, be it local state or national " , should be one of job assurances and job retention in an area where the unemployme: 
rate is riSing significantly and I would urge everyone to reject it. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: I believe Mr. Stork said the personnel cOllDllittee was going to 
advise that the Board would not look favorably upon contracts that only go for 
one year. Am I correct in assuming that most contracts now will be ••• the end 
of the contract will be in 19821 June 30, 19821 

MR. STORK: That is correct. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: Wel~going along with your suggestions, I think the time has 
come to notify both the City and the Negotjator that the time of the 
percentage raise is over. When you give percentage raises, you continually 
open the gap between the lower echelon _ and the upper echelon .• I think we 
should go on record as asking the negotiator plus the administration to come 
up with a figure that everyone gets the same amount. I think these whole 
salary accounts,due to the percentage rais&\are getting out of hand. The 
top of that half of the union is getting twice thedolJa%:bcmase III the lower half and 

J 
the lower half pays the same amount for food and etO. as the top half. 

MRS. GERS~~: Madam President, due to the late hour, I feel that we really 
cannot address these important issues I Move that we Recess this meeting 
until next Tuesday. when our Special Meeting is called for Reapportionment. 

THE PRESIDENT: There has been a Motion to Recess until next Tuesda~ For 
the Board~ interest and informatio~ next Monday is Steerin~ following the 
Steering eommitte~ there will be a public hearing on the Reapportionment 

( 

Plan submitted the Respportionment Committee of this Board. On Tuesday 
there will be a Special Meeting called at the request of the Reapportionment 
Committee to vote on the Reapportionment Plan. Mrs. Gershman's Motion is to ( 
Recess and take the rest of this business, or this contract up - Mrs. Gershman, 
the rest of the agend~ or just this contract~ 

MRS. GERSHMAN: Both, the rest of the contract and the rest of the agenda. 



o 

47. MINUTES OF MONDAY, JANUARY 11, 1982, REGULAR BOARD MEETING 

THE PRESIDENT: Has that been Seconded. Mr. Roos Seconded it. Motion to 
Re~ess until next Tuesday. 

47. 

MR. STORK: I w"n~ed to make ' ',a , Point of I.nformation, if we fail to act on 
this the contrac~ becomes effective January l~ which is next Tuesday. 

THE PRESIDENT: So we will have to vote on it before midnight next Tuesday. 
No it is antomatically in effect. Mrs. Gershma~~you reconsider your motion 
to reces~ because it would automatically go into effect;we could not act on 
it then. 

MRS. GERSHMAN: Yes I will~onsider my motion to reces&, if I may please restate 
the motion after the vote is taken. Yes I willreonsider. 

THE PRESIDENT: But you want to go ahead with your Motion? 

MRS. GERSHMAN: I will re-consider my motion. 

THE PRESIDENT: You are withdrawing your motion? 

MRS. GERSHMAN: Yes. 
THE PRESIDENT: Is the Second withdrawn? Yes? Thank you, Mr. Roos. 
Gershman, do you have anything further to state. 

I Move the Question. 

Mrs. 

MRS. GERSHMAN: 

THE PRESIDENT: No, you have already spoken, so you cannot also Move the ,Questio~ 

Madam Chairman I also urge my distinguished colleagues to reject 
~~ !~!!~t for the simple reason that I have no objection to the salaries, 
but when I read that contract and I look at all the fringes, what bothers me 
is that it isn't the dollar figure;I have seen somewhere an estimate that it 
is costing uS over $40,000.00 per man. Now those are not the figuresiwe ~ee 
in the salaries. They'm hitting in the fringes. You know you go out n t e 
street and you hear ~Irs. Jones or whoever complaining, everybody complain~, 
b t th~n these contracts are brought before the Board, this Boar~ tim~ an 
t~e again, approves the contracts. I don't think most people bother to read 
between the lines. I don't know why. But that has always bothered me. 

MR. ROOS: When these 2a-year pensio~ereconsidered by this Boar~and not 
this BOard, CIber Board!! of Representatives, the story was then that they wanted 
young,stron~eager men to be firefighters. The twenty-year pension would then 
allow men to be replaced and it would, and we would haveSyounger force. now we 
are told that if we give a 74% pension we are going to attract and keep these 
men a longer period of time and the City is going to benefit. We can't have 
it both ways; 74% pension is quite a pension; it is almost a full week's pay. as 
far as men putting their lives on the lin~men in many fields put their lives 
on the line also. I think that if you look into the various utilities 
you will find that the death rate in utilities,electrical: telephone, are 
higher than the police and the firemen also, 

THE PRESIDENT: Iask the Board members to please give some respect to the 
speaker; please pay' attention. 

MR. RODS: I do think that these pensions are excessiv~ the fringes are too 
great. We are going to be paying them birthdays pretty soon and I think 
it is going too far. I think the taxpayer is soon going to be incapable of 
meeting all of these things and I think we should get •••• if a man's going to 
spend his life working for the City he should be paid for it, but he should not 
forget he has had a job and he also should be rewarded and I don't think that 
this contract is a fair contract. 
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. WIDER: Thank you,Madam Chairman. I sit here and I listen to people and 
I think about the powder keg that I live in. I think about how nice it is 
to see good firemen responding to where you may be smelling children burn; 
and I understand moneyj I am one of the poorest men on the Soard but if having 
good firemen will cost me some money,then I'm willing to pay for it, because 
I want to see good qualified firemen in the City of Stamford and police;now 
at some time we look at things and we think about what we are paying but we 
don't think about what we could be paying and we may be paying if we don't 
have them when we need them. And that is what I want you to think about and 
I know the contract has some things that could be and should be eliminated but 
the fact is I don't want to see the men eliminated ~ause that is what is going 
to be hard to get for service after while . It isn't tcoeasy to even get firemel 
in Stamford right now. We are having to recruit people from out-of-town for 
good firemen so you see I think you ought to think twice when you say reject th: 
contract. You better think about what we have and what we could have. Thank y< 

in 
MR. GAIPA: Madam Chairman. my 30 years in the personnel work. I have never 
seen such a generous contract asthefiremen's contract except on two occasions, 
and both of these occasions W.sre two other hazardous type jobs, policemen 
in the tty of Stamford and the teachers of the City of Stamford, However, 
I voted for this contract tn committee because after questioning Mr. Barrett 
who said that this is exactly what the policemen received, how can we really 
start picking on the firemen at this point in the game. If we gave it to 
the policemen several months ag~ then what did firemen do to deserve this kind 
of treatment? These guys have been living without a contract now since 
last July 1st and I find that in itself rather shocking. I share all the 
worries of this Board aER~t the cost of the contrac~ and it is har~ it is 
tremendou~ but it is not time to shut the barn door, yet there is one more 
horse that has to get away. 

THE PRESIDEIIT: Thank you tir. Giapa. 

MR. FLOUNDERS: Move the Question. 

THE PRESIDENT: It has been moved and seconded to move the question . 
All in favor say Aye. Opposed1 One apposed. The question is moved. We are 
now voting for ratification of firemen's labor contract as presented by Mr. 
Stork. We will use the machine and I will tell you when to vote. Vote up 
for yes to ratify the contract. Down for no. 

MR. ZELINSKI: Could we get the people out of the cauCUs room? 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes J would ask the Leadership of both sides,although it 
appears. " . ~ • 

MS.SUMMERVILIeThey don't want to come out. 

( 

( 
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE (continued) 

THE PRESIDENT: We are now voting on the ratification of the firemen's 
contract. Yes, Mr. Blum? 

MR. BLUM: Please, put my name on that list of speakers. 

49. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, there are several, there are six others. We are now 
voting on a very important issue, the ratification of the firemen's contract. 
If you are in favor of ratification, vote up for YES; if you are against 
ratification, vote down for NO. You can also ABSTAIN, or not vote. Has 
everyone voted? Mr. Dudley and Mrs. Goldstein? Is anyone else in the 
caucus room who would like to vote on this? We shall now count the vote. 
There are 37 members present. Mrs. Gershman has left. The Motion is 
DEFEATED with 10 yes, 13 no, 11 abstentions, and 6 non-votes. Yes, Mr. 
Rogan? 

MR. HOGAN: I wish the record to note that I am abstaining for a possible 
cotiflict. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, Mr. Hogan, that will be noted in the record, that 
MR. HOGAN has abstained from voting on the firemen's contract due to a 
possible conflict-of-interest. Mr. Rybnick is now leaving the meeting, 
and we have 36 memers present. Let me check the vote on the machine, 
please. It is all right, because if they had left, that would show as a 
non-vote. Someone said they thought there were 35 present. 

I will repeat the vote: 10 yes to 
11 abstentions; and 6 non-votes. 
to Planning and Zoning Committee. 

ratify; 13 against the ratification; 
They did not vote. We will now go on 

MRS. HAWE: Madam President, I make a Motion to Adjourn. 

THE PRESIDENT: We have a Motion to Adjourn, which has been Seconded. 
Please say Aye if you are in favor, and Nay if you are opposed to adjourn­
ing. We will have to have a DIVISION, using the machine. For your clari­
fication, on this machine, once you have left after the vote is taken, it 
does not record that you were absent,it records as a non-vote, so the 
Administrative Assistant will have to record it manually that certain mem­
bers have left the meeting. So it is not t:hesuper machine that we thought 
it was, after all. 

MR. ZELINSKI: If we Adjourn, when will we take up the rest of our business? 

THE PRESIDENT: That's not debatable, but let's go on to this Motion to 
Adjourn. I share your concern, but it is not debatable. Please vote YES 
if you wish to adjourn at this time, and NO if you don't. The Motion to 
Adjourn has beenDEFEATED with 19 NO votes, 16 YES votes, and 5 NON-VOTES. 

I will now ask the Vice-Chairman of Planning and Zoning, Mr. Stork, to give 
his report. I understand that the print-out of the computer states 16 Yes, 
19 No, and 5 non-votes, so we have to go by the print-out. That's another 
little bug that we will have to investigate. Yes, it has been recorded who 
left the meeting. Mr. Stork, do you want to go on with your committee? 
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE - Vice-Chairman Philip Stork 

MR. STORK: The Planning and Zoning Committee met on Friday, January Bth, in the 
Board of Representatives' Main Meeting Room. Members of the Committee in attend­
ance were Reps. Guroian, Signore and Stork. I Chaired tne meeting in my capacity 
as Vice-chairman of the Planning and Zoning Committee. Items 1, 2, and 3 were Held 
in Committee. 

Item #4 is tne Referral Concerning Zoning Board's Decision on Application U8l-0l7 
To Amend Section 17 of tne Zoning Regulations entitled "Applications and Permits, 
Subsection C. 

The Zoning Board's amendment changes tne b!!fv1r~§S clause" to tne extent that after 
the granting of a foundation permit, a fuIr:p~ril!t must be granted witnin six months 
from the date of the foundation permit. The Zoning Board passed this amendment at 
their meeting of Oct. 26, 19B1. Subsequently, a group of landowners from the City of 
Stamford filed A Petition of Appeal witn the Zoning Board to refer said matter to 
the Board of Representatives in accordance with the provisions of Section 553.2 of 
tne Charter of tne City of Stamford. 

The landowners' petition consisted of 36 pages and contained 362 names. Our Agenda 
says 35 pages, but it was 36. Our Committee conducted a public hearing in response 
to the petition. For tnree hours we heard testimony, botn in favor and against tne 
Zoning Board's decision. Those in favor seemed to be concerned with absuse of tne 
savings clause in the area of developers submitting hastily drawn up plans in an ef­
fort to file for permits ahead of proposed zoning changes. On the otner hand, tnose 
that spoke against the amendment, specified tnat small developers especially sometime! 
have great difficulty in arranging the financing their projects require, as well as ( 
passing through all of the City and State agencies tnat are required before tne 
issuance of permits. Six months, in their opinion, was not sufficient time, and' 
various recommendations were made to impose a time limit of up to one year instead 
of six montns. 

At the conclusion of the hearing, Madame President, tne committee voted unanimously 
3-0 to adjourn our meeting to Sunday, January 10th, in order to digest the various 
testimonies and to form our own opinion as to what decision to reach. We re-convened, 
as stated, at the home of Rep. Signore and became our deliberation. Members of the 
Planning and Zoning Committee in attendance were the same three individuals that were 
in attendance at the January 8th meeting: Reps. Guroian, Signore and Stork. Also 
present on this evening was our Board President, Jeanne-Lois Santy. 

I pointed out to tne Committee that we had one of three decisions tnat we could 
reach: to approve, to reject, or to reject the amendment witn a non-binding recom­
mendation. After all members of the Committee entered their in-put, it was agreed 
tnat we were not in favor of tne Zoning Board's amendment in the area of a six 
months' time limit. We agreed that we should not approve the amendment, and that 
it should be sent back to the Zoning Board to be re-worked with a new time limit of 
between six months and one year. The Committee voted to REJECT the Zoning Board's 
amendment of Section l7-C of the Zoning Regulations by 2 for rejection, none opposed, 
and one abstention. In keeping with the Board of Representatives' policy of making 
motions in a positive fashion, I Move tnat we approve the proposed amendment of the 
Zoning Board in the matter of Application #Bl-017, but note that our report is in ( 
the negative. 
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PLANNING AND zoNiNG COMMITTEE (continued) 

MRS. McINERNEY (sitting in for President Santy momentarily): Thank you, Mr. 
Stork, that's in the form of a Motion, and do I have a Second? SECONDED. 

51. 

MR. DONAHUE: Through you to Mr. Stork, was that Motion received from Corporation 
Counsel? Was the wording received from Corporation Counsel? 

MR. STORK: The wording was in my own words, but I did consult with Corporation 
Counsel and just baSically he agreed that the Motion should be in a positive 
fashion. 

" 

MR. DONAHUE: Well, as you know, that is very technical, these motions, and the 
wording has to be correct and approved by Corporation Counsel. In all cases 
that we've had issues before us, that wording is not all inclusive as it must be. 
The other thing that I have a serious question about, and as you know, there has 
been quite a lobbying on both sides, for and against tftis issue; andat the heart 
of this issue may be the very question of ComprehensiveeZoning itself. I also 
feel that we are not on good legal grounds because the Committee Meeting was held 
on a Sunday evening in a private home. By its very nature, that is intimidating. 
I think there •••. a door is open to a legal challenge in that regard. Those two 
things, plus the fact that not only were no Democrats represented on your Committee, 
but more importantly, there are whole segments of this community that were left out 
of those meetings through the problem that we've been having with this impasse on 
the Board. 

Let's put that aside for now, there are Districts, whole Districts, that are not rep' 
resented properly, an4 it is perhaps another door that is open to a court challenge 

because of that, where voters in this community, residents and taxpayers of this 
community, have been disenfranchised in some ways by what has transpired here. I 
would recolIIDend that, and would so MOVE that we TABLE this discussion until such 
time as more discussion and more study could be placed in this matter. 

MRS. SANTY: There's been a Motion made to TABLE this, is that your exact Motion? 
To Table this? Seconded. 

MRS. McINERNEY: A Point of Clarification. Through you, Madame PreSident, to Mr. 
Stork, and if he can't answer, perhaps to Mr. Donahue, what is the legal time frame 
in which we have to operate under this zoning appeal? 

MR. STORK: I'm sure I have the" answer if you'll just give me a second. 

MRS. GUROIAN: I discussed this with Corporation Counsel and according to the Charter 
and I was just going to look up where it is, we have to have acted on it by our 
second regular meeting. Now we had a meeting at the end of December which would be 
considered as as our regular meeting; and this is the second regular meeting of this 
Board, and this is what conclusion we came to. There is a question whether the 
Special Meeting is also the regular meeting; but in order to avoid any question as 
to whether we are within the time frame or not, the conclusion that we reached was 
that it would be safer to vote on it at this meeting than to postpone it to the next 
meeting when it could possibly be challenged as that was not our second regular meet­
ing. 

MRS. SANTY: This is for clarification, Mrs. Guroian. You're saying that the Special 
Meeting we had in December could have been classified and counted as a regular meetin. 
for this action? Mr. Stork, you are ready now with your answer. 
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued - re ZONING REFERRAL/APPEAL) 

MR. STORK: Yes, I agree with Mrs. Guroian. That was my interpretation in my 
notes. We did hold this in Steering Committee once in December, so this would 
have been the second meeting. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: If I recall, the December Meeting was a Special Meeting that had 
specific items on the CALL of the Meeting. Correct? Madam President, did you 
send out a Call for a Special Meeting? I believe it was a Call of a Meeting due 
to the fact that this Board did not, by resolution, change the date of the Regular 
Meeting which is normally the first Monday of the month. Isnlt it correct that if 
you do not have the meeting on the regular day, then the meeting is changed by 
resolution, by a vote of the Body; O.K., we did not do that in December, so there­
fore we did not have a Regular Meeting in December. What you did was have a Special 
CALL of a meeting at a specific date which stated specific items to be discussed. 
Is that correct? So therefore we had a Special Meeting. We did not have a meeting 
to take up our regular agenda. 

MRS. SANTY: Yes, a Special CALL was sent out. 
consider all items on that agenda as set up by 
ing of Dec. 10th. It was a Special Meeting to 
on the Agenda. 

Except that a meeting was called to 
the Steering Committee at its meet­
consider all items that was considere 

MRS. McINERNEY: As a further point of clarification, was that particular item 
Ordered on the Agenda by Steering? 

MRS. SANTY: All it gives on here for the Call under Planning and Zoning, the 
four items appearing on the Tentative Steering Agenda were Ordered Held in CommitteE 

MRS. McINERNEY: All right, then technically, it was not on that Special Meeting 
Agenda, is what you are indicating. 

MRS. SANTY: Yes, thatis what I am indicating. 

MRS. McINERNEY: All right, then, I would say that would not count as a meeting. 

MRS. SANTY: The point is that now the Chair would like to go back to Mrs. Guroian 
because she conferred with Corporation Counsel today. The Chair conferred with 
Corporation Counsel but only on one issue, that we needed 21 affirmative votes or 
21 negative votes, and we should vote accordingly, however we are going to act on 
this. 

( 

MRS. GUROIAN: The Charter also states in one question that the Board of Repre­
sentatives must have a meeting every ••• must have at least the one regular meeting 
every month. The only meeting that we can point to which could be considered the 
regular meeting would be that special meeting, and so the meeting in December which 
is mandated by the Charter as a regular meeting would have to be that meeting. 
This matter was held up by Steering on December 10th, and the fact 'that it did not 
put it on the Agenda does not mean that we skipped that month. They chose not to 
put it on the Agenda, but it makes it incumbent on this Body to vote on it at the 
second regular meeting which we deemed to be on the safe side would be this meeting 

MRS. CONTI: Yes, I assume we can only speak now on this Motion to Recommit. I 
desire to speak on the Main Motion. ( 

MRS. SANTY: No, the Motion was to TABLE. 

(End of tape, some dialogue lost here.) 
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. BLUM: (some dialogue lost in flipping tne tape) ••.• that would therefore be a 
Regular Meeting. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: I have to disagree with Mrs. Guroian and Mr. Blum. The Rules of 
tne Board state the Regular Meeting is the first Monday of tne month, unless a 
resolution is passed by the full Board changing tne date. No resolution was passed, 
so therefore, theoretically, we had no meeting, no Regular Meeting for the month of 
December; but you called a Special Meeting, which you have the· right to do. A 
Special Meeting is not the Regular Meeting. I don't know if you want to go to Mr. 
Fauteux for a parliamentary opinion, because Mrs. Guroian has already made up her 
mind. 

MRS. SANTY: Just as a Point of Clarification, the Chair accepted a Motion to Table 
this . A Motion to Table is not debatable. To Lay on the Table, if thatis what he 
is saying, it is not debatable and we should not be carrying on this debate. I 
would like a clarification, if there is one, from the Parliamentarians, between Tabl 
ing and Lay on the Table. There seems to be a slight difference there, but if it is 
the same thing then we should not even be debating this issue. 

MR. FAUTEUX: There is no difference. 

MRS. SANTY: Then the Motion made by Mr. Donahue to Lay on the Table is not debat­
able and it was Seconded, so we should be voting on that Motion. 

<=) MRS. GOROIAN: May I read from the Charter as to regarding the change of the date 
of the Board of Representatives' meetings. 

c 

MRS. SANTY: But it really is not pertinent at this time. We will vote on the 
Motion to Lay on the Table, to Table, and we will use the machine. Vote up for 
Yes to table, or Down for No, not to Table. PASSED, with 21 Yes votes, 14 No, 
and 5 Not Voting. The item is TABLED. 
MR. BLUM Moved to Adjourn. Seconded. (Ayes and Nays vocalized but not counted yet). 
MRS. GUROIAN: May I have a point of clarification before you entertain the Motion 
to Adjourn? If in fact •••• I want it understood that my understanding is if in fact 
Corporation Counsel rules that we had to have voted on this referral this meeting, 
the Board must understand that we would have approved the Zoning Board's decision 
and denied the appli.catIon by default by the very fact that we did not vote on it. 
So it's very possible that it will not come to a vote next month at all and that it 
will have been approved by inaction by the Board of Representatives. 
MR. BLUM: Isn't that nice! 
MR. WHITE: May I make a point? Corporation Counsel doesn't ~ on anything. 
Corporat~on Counsel gives us opinions. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: There is a Motion on the floor to Adjourn. 

MRS. SANTY: There is a Motion on the floor to Adjourn, but the Chair is going to 
take this prerogative now to announce Committee assignments. This evening Mr. BlaiE 
and Mr. Donahue very eloquently described the specific Rules of this Board that we 
are to follow: we are to honor the Rules, we are to stay together ••.•• 

MR. BOCCUZZI and MR. DONAHUE: Point of Order. There is a Motion to Adjourn on the 
floor •••.. other voices protesting .•.• 
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THE PRESIDENT: I am not debating any question. I am making the announce­
ments of the committees •••••• 

MR. DONAHUE: The only item we can discuss is the Motion to Adjourn. 

THE PRESIDENT: We will vote on the Motion to Adjourn and then I am going 
to announce the committees immediately following. We will use the machine 
on the vote to Adjourn. Up for yes to adjourn. and down. no. not to adjourn. 
The Motion to Adjourn haa been DEFEATED: 20 No votes; 14 Yes votes. and 6 
non-votes. The Chair rules that we have a quORDM. 

MR. BLAIS: I Challenge the Chair's ruling that there is a Quorum. 

THE PRESIDENT: I am going to make the committee auuouncement. and this is 
not business transacted. I would ask that you return to your seats and 
stay to hear your committee assignments. 

The statements were made by Mr. Blais and Mr. Donahue to honor the Rules of 
this Board. many times this evening. Page 4 of our Rules .states that all 
committees should be appointed by the President unless otherwise specifically 
directed; but most importantly. all Board members should serve on at least one 
committee. These are the -Rules that you people are asked to abide by to­
night. We have to go by these Rules because the other Rules are being discus­
sed. I will. therefore. auuounce the committee assignments tonight. now: 

APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE - Mary Jane Signore (R) 
Handy Dixon (D) 
Gabe DeLuca (R) 
Barbara deGaetani (R) 
Joe Tarzia (R) 
Anthony Conti (R) 
Mildred Perillo (D) 
John Boccuzzi (D) 
Ann SUDDJlerville (D) 

I want to make special note now that these are names that were received 
by the Leadership of the Democratic Party. 

FISCAL COMMITTEE - Marie Hawe 
Paul Esposito 
Betty Conti 
Joe Franchina 
Burt Flounders 
John Roos 
Gerry Rybnick 
John Hogan 
Jerry Livingston 

(R) 
(D) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(R) 
(D) 
(D) 
(D) 

( 

( 
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COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS (CONTINUED) 

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE - Tony Conti (R) 
John Zelinski (D) 
Barbara McInerney (R) 
Robert Fauteux (R) 
Audrey Maihock (R) 
Ann Saxe (R) 
Don Donahue (D) 
Jim Dudley (D) 
Lathon IUder (D) 

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - Phil Stork (R) 
Sandra Goldstein (D) 
Paul Dziezyc (R) 
Walter Gaipa (R) 
Betty Gershman (R) 
Don Donahue (D) 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE - Peter Blais (D) 
Philip Stork (R) 
Mary Jane Signore (R) 
Grace Guroian (R) 
Dennis White (D) 

0 PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE - Burt Flounders (R) 
Alfred Perillo (D) 
Robert Fauteux (R) 
John Roos (R) 
Ann Saxe (R) 
Mary Lou Rinaldi (D) 
John Boccuzzi (D) 

HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Paul Dziezyc (R) 
Mike Wieder light (D) 
Joe Tarzia (R) 
Barbara deGaetani (R) 
Mildred Perillo (D) 

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE - Gabe DeLuca (R) 
Bob Owens (D) 
Joe Franchina (R) 
Walter Gaipa (R) 
Alfred Perillo (D) 

o 
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COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS CONTINUED 

EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE - Robert Fauteux (R) 
Mary Lou Rinaldi (D) 
Walter Gaipa (R) 

SEWER COMMITTEE - ··No assignments to this committee, 
There are other vacancies on these 
committees that will be filled. 

PUBLIC HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEV • . COMMI'l'TEE· - David Blum (D) 
Lathon Wider (R) 
Ann Summerville (D) 
John Roos (R) 
Ann Saxe (R) 

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE - John Roos (R) 
Jim Dudley (D) 
Betty Gershman (R) 
Ann Saxe (R) 
Ann Summerville (D) 

, 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMlHTTEE ... Audrey Maihock (R) 

Marie Hawe (R) 
Dennis White (D) 

CHARTER REVISION & ORDINANCE COMMITTEE - Robert Fauteux (R) 
AND REAPPORTIONMENT Grace Guroian (R) 

Burt Flounders (R) 
John Roos (R) 
Don Donahue (D) 
John Hogan (D) 
Paul Esposito (D) 
Ann Summerville (D) 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE, - Jerrv Livingston (DD) 
Jim Dudley ( ) 
Audrey Maihock (R) 

SPECIAL HOUSE COMMITEE - Gerry Rybnick 
Bobby Owens 
John Roos 

(D) 
(D) 
(R) 

There are some vacancies to be filled, but those are the assignments. 
I want to remind everyone that th~~obligated by the Kules of this 
Board to serve on one committee. The President recognizes Ms. McInerney. 

MS. Me INERNEY: Yes, Madam President, were those names the ones submitted 
to you, is that correct? In the order of the listing in which they were 
submitted to you? 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, they were. 

( 
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MR. BOCCUZZI: Point of Personal Priv:l.lege. 

THE PRESIDENT: There is no Point of Personal Priv:l.lege here. Mr. Fauteux? 

MR. BOCCUZZI: I'll stay here until I get my two cents in. 

THE PRESIDENT: Of course. 
ADJOURNMENT : 
MR. FAUTEUX: I make a Motion to Adjourn with the following conditions. 

The conditions for this Adjournment. which are in order by the way. is to 
carry all unfinished buainess forward from this meeting to Tuesday night. 
immediately after the consideration of the Re-apportionment business which 
will be in front of this Body as a Special Meeting. Seconded. 

MRS. PERILLO: A Point of Personal Privilege. 

THE PRESIDENT: No, you may not. Mrs. Perillo. because this came up before 
and I wanted to even make a statement. and it is non-debatable; it's not 
questionsble. 

MRS. PERn.LO: I am not debating anything. I would like my name at this 
time to be removed from both committees that it was put on. 

THE PRESIDENT: Fine • 
. 

MR. BLAIS: Madam Chairman, I would like my name removed from all committees 
you have unilaterally placed me on. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is the Clerk of the Board here? Mrs. McInerney, will you 
take special note for me. I need a Clerk up here about the names that are 
being taken off. A Clerk of the Board. 

MR. FAUTEUX: Point of Order. please. We have in front of this meeting a 
Motion to Adjourn which takes precedence over any other business. Will we 
please proceed to a vote? 

THE PRESIDENT: The Motion to Adjourn has been made to continue any further 
business on this agenda to our Special Meeting on January 19th. It has 
been Seconded. Signify by saying AYE if you are in favor of adjourning; 
NAY. if not. The Motion is APPROVED with all yes votes, and one no vote. 
being Rep. Zelinski. The meeting is ADJOURNED at 2:55 A.M. 

(Note: Reps. Livingston. Wiederlight. and Dixon left at 
2:00 A.M.; Mr. Rybnick left at 2:30; and Mrs. G~man 

By ./'11, 
Helen M. McEvoy. Administrative Ass 
(and Recording Secretary) 

Note: Above meeting was broadcast by Radio 
APPROVED: WSTC-WYRS in its entirety. HMM:MS 

- .--
[i,A~1 =t:f8<v pd4 ;-u.: 

Jeannois Santy. President ~ 
17th Board of Re~resentatives 
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SPAULDING aAC!, TO COMMITTEE - !IlTION DEFEATED - Tie Vote 20-20 
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. VOTE #2 - FOR: THE CONFIRHATION OF BRUCE SPAULDING AS PUBLIC WORKS CQMKISSIONER. 

S?Al.:l .. OING -~~ MOTION DEFEATED: 19 Yes; 19- No; 2 N.V. 

(A.Summerville's mark) 
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