






































































36. MINUTES OF SPECIAL MEETING OF TUESDAY, MAY 4, 1982 

calculate your percent. There is more money being generated from the 
residents, but there has been a bigger percentage increase from the 
commercial. That's excluding the personal property. 

MR. WHITE: So with the enormous growth of commercial properties in 
Stamford, I would think that the increase would be much greater for 
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both figures. Would you not think so? There's a justification for this. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: They both can't go up that much more. They can't 
because I've got 100 million, and it's a question of who pays 100 million. 
I can't have both of them going up substantially, can 11 If I say in 
effect, I need 100 million and the residents are going to pay 60, and 
the corporations are going to pay 40, let's say if I put it on that 
basis, no matter how much the growth is in I'm going to get 60 
and 40. That's basically what's happening here. The next change is 
because of auto going down and personal property going down. 

MR. WHITE: I'm just going to have to see these figures, Commissioner, 
and kind of chew through them, frankly, because I simply don't understand 
in terms of the percentages the actual growth, what's going on because 
we've had, I know you're talking about phase-in but this is critical 
for the whole concept of phase-in, and I don't understand how you can 
have such an enormous growth in taxation when these commercial properties 
are welcomed here to Stamford. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: I didn't say we had a growth in taxation, I said 
we have a growth in the Grand List. There's a big difference. We're 
getting tax for the same amount. 

MR. WHITE: I know that, but the two of them are obviously related and 
the justification for bringing these commercial properties here was 
the fact that it was going to build the tax base and now we find with 
the tax base that we have not a decrease, but an enormous increase for 
the residents. I simply don't understand how that operates mechanically. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: If I put the two of them together on this basis, the 
residents would be required to pay 2.8 million more in tax. The 
commercial side would pay 5.7 more in tax. However, the tangible property 
would go down 6 million, which is commercial. They kind of net out a 
little bit and the auto goes down 4 million. No matter how you slice it, 
if I'm getting 60 and 40, basically, from the commercial and residents, 
I get 60 and 40 no matter what I do on this current Grand List. If 
the growth is in there, it just means proportionally everyone would pay 
less. 

MR. WHITE: I guess what bothers me, Commissioner, and I'll end it with 
this, is the whole question of assessment. I have a very real feeling 
that the actual real estate properties of a commercial establishment are 
basically worth much more than residential and we're simply not picking 
up the proper differences in taxes. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: You're saying we're under-assessing commercial? 

MR. WHITE: I would suspect that from the basis of these figures, seems 
to me, when you get to the final analysis. I don't say you're under-
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assessing them in the sense that you are not, I think maybe the formulas 
are wrong. That's not your fault. 

37. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: That's always possible that the assessments are low, 
but I can tell you this that 700 million dollars worth of assessment 
out of the 4.3 billion, did go before the Board of Tax Review at least 
to register a review and how much of that will ultimately go into the 
tax cost, I don't know. They might be satisfied with their assessments. 
I don't know. $700 million where at this point right now, we're dealing 
with $700 million potential assessment out of $4 billion or so, we're 
talking about 20% being questioned at least through the level of the 
Board of Tax Review. Whether these go to court of not, I cannot predict. 
It's something we're going to be monitoring very closely because it is 
important. Especially at today's interest rates. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: There are four first-time speakers left, and then we're 
going to start a second time, if you want to continue. First time 
speaking still is Mrs. Saxe. 

MRS. SAXE: Mr. Marra and your staff, I'm delighted to have you here. 
I wish it had been like two months ago . 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: We tried. 

MRS. SAXE: You didn't try with phase-in because I know when I first 
came on the Board that was discussed at a meeting that I went to, 
and nobody ever picked it up. But · that's beside the point, that's water 
over the dam. I have a lot of individual questions I'd like to find out. 
Number one, one mill equals how much money? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: On which Grand List? The current Grand List? 

MRS. SAXE: We're going to have to go on the current Grand List. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: $4.4 million. 

MRS. SAXE: Would you say that the re-evaluation was equal and it was 
done well, so that we are now on an equal footing within the whole 
community? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: You mean in the whole 33,000 cases? 

MRS. SAXE: Yes. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: I haven't studied the 33,000 cases. I wouldn't 
make an opinion on that. That's a technical problem for the Assessor 
and I'm leaving that to the Assessor and to the judges when that gets 
questioned, if it does get questioned. I'm in no position to answer 
that. 

MRS. SAXE: We have 33,000 taxpayers in the City of Stamford? Is that 
correct? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: No, we have 33,000 real estate taxpayers; we have 
70,000 automobile taxpayers; and I don't know how many non-taxpayers 
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we have. We have probably thousands of them on the automobile list 
that don't pay taxes. 
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MRS. SAXE: Of the 33,000 real estate taxpayers, how many are commercial? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: Somewhere around 1,500 to 1,800. 

MRS. SAXE: That's a big jump 1,500 to 1,800. Don't you have the 
exact number,'Mr. Faski? 

MR. FASKI: I'm sorry, 1 haven't added them up. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: What's the exact question you want the number for? 
Maybe that will help. 

MRS. SAXE: Well, you can't put all these things together, because you 
say to us we have a mill rate which is going to be 1 mill equals 
4.4 million. Then you say you've got 33,000 taxpayers, you have 100 
million dollars you're going to tax for, and then you break down dis­
tricts and you say you're going to have an increase of 10%; 1 assume 
71% in the B District because it wasn't given; 11% in the C District; 
and 8% in the CS District, as an increase. Well, what are you increas­
ing? Increasing over what: 1 mean you never get the answer. Then you 
turn around and say you have 33,000 taxpayers of which we're going to 
all be having a problem, and the next minute you say we're going to have 
a certain amount of those that aren't going to have any problems or 
any increases, because they're going to have decreases. Nobody knows 
what that number is, or where they're cOming from. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: Can you give me your questions one at a time? 
I'm a little lost. 

MRS. SAXE: I'm lost, too, that's why I'm asking the questions. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: All right, let's take them one at a time. 

MRS. SAXE: If we have 33,000 taxpayers in the City of Stamford, real 
estate taxpayers, how many of them are going to be affected by a 
decrease in taxes? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: 1 don't know. 1 am convinced that without the 
facts there are more increases of a larger number than there are decreases 
of a large number. Numbers of taxpayers. 

MRS. SAXE: All right. So we're going through this rhetoric tonight 
for what purpose, for ten taxpayers? We don't know. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: If the conclusion is that there are only 10 or 
20 taxpayers out here with a problem my suggestion is you kill phase­
in tonight, if that's the only problem. All I'm telling you is that 1 
perceive a problem. You 40 Members here have to perceive the problem 
as you see it. If we perceive it wrongly, we could have a problem. 

MRS. SAXE: Mr. Marra, if we have a problem and we don't get all the right 
input, how can we make a decision? c 
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COMMISSIONER MARRA: You have to make it on the best judgement that you 
can. I think that's what we're trying to do here. 

MRS. SAXE: Then you're saying to us that we should go ahead and we 
should incur a larger amount of money to put into phase-in because it's 
going to cost the taxpayers money for the necessary costs for clerical 
and for expertise to do this and yet we should not have the proper 
amounts given to us, we should do it on supposition? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: If I had the proper amounts, I would give them to 
you. We don't have them at this point. 

MRS, SAXE: Then I think this is a case of rhetoric and I really think 
it's terrible that we should be sitting here under a supposition that 
maybe this could be right. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: Maybe it is. You have to come to your own judge­
ment on what the problem is out there. I'm telling you if the problem 
is large increases to large numbers, phase-in solves it. That's all 
I'm saying. And where does it go? It pushes the tax burden more back 
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to the commercial. That it does. It will give people less of a decrease 
than they would get. They'll still get a decrease. That's all I'm saying. 

MRS. SAXE: It was mentioned at some other meeting that· I had gone to 
that commercials in the City of Stamford this year paid 49% of all 
taxes paid. I assume that that will be, of course, be 49% or more by 
next year because that Grand List has grown. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: You mean for next year? 

MRS. SAXE: I'm making a lot of aasumptions because I really don't 
have a lot of facts. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: All right, the 49% I gave you was based on the 
tax from residents who will be paying 52%, and $52 million, which 
represents 54%. The commercial will pay $36 million which is 38%. 
Tangible property will pay $5 million, which is 5%. The autos would 
pay $3 million which is 3%. They were the numbers that were given. 
At that meeting, if it's the same meeting I'm thinking, this is what 
we're reciting the numbers from. 

MRS. SAXE: All right, now it's your opinion that phase-in is something 
that you want to do? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: That is not what I said. 

MRS. SAXE: If for some particular reason, you find that phase-in has 
been expensive, and you have also found out that it is not doing what 
you had perceived it would do, how do you get out of it? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: How do we get out of it? I can't predict how I 
could react to the problems that might or might not come. I don't know 
the extent of that problem. How extensive would that problem be? I 
can't answer you. I really can't answer you. 
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MRS. SAXE: Well, if it becomes a terribly extensive problem and it's 
very costly, how do we get out of this? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: It might be just as costly and more risky not to 
go to phase-in, that's all I'm saying. If we go to the five-year phase­
in, which we're proposing here, at the end of the third year, we can do 
away with phase-in. You're permitted to do that under the legislation. 

MRS. SAXE: You cannot at the end of the first year? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: No, we cannot. 

MRS. SAXE: If we find ourselves in a position where we have to go into 
short-term borrowing because of mistakes, not necessarily mistakes, but 
poor assumptions were made because we find ' something different that puts 
us in a pretty bad bind financially, doesn't it? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: Yes, probably. I would say less of a bind we 
would go than if we misjudged this, did not go to a phase-in, and 
have the same problems you mentioned. I think they would be more 
severe. Same problem. Phase-in brings everyone closer to the center, 
if anything closer to where they were a year ago. If you leave them 
out here, we don't know how serious that is, that's what I'm saying. 

MRS. SAXE: Maybe, we as Legislatoors, would be wise to be penny-wise 
and hopefully not pound-foolish; but to look at our budget and also look 
at our situations and we know where the problem is in the city because 
it's in our labor contracts, and to really and truthfully find out how 
we can work together so we can all stay on an equal footing. If we 
did that, we wouldn't have to worry about phase-in or raising taxes. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: I don't agree. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: I'm going to first-time speakers, and I'll let you 
know when we're going to start the second time. Mr. Flounders to 
speak for the first time. 

MR. FLOUNDERS: Thank you/Madam Chairman, I'm passing. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Passing, do you want to come back Mr. Flounders? 

MR. FLOUNDERS: I don't know. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Gershman, for the first time. 

MRS. GERSHMAN: I pass, too. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Gershman is passing. Mr. Wider is next to speak 
for the first time. 

MR. WIDER: Thank you. I've got figures running out of my head, so I'm 
going to stop dealing with them. Commissioner Marra, we have a budget 
to meet for each year. Do you see with the phase-in, we being able to 
meet our obligation to our budget each year, and if so, how? 
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COMMISSIONER MARRA: Which part are you talking about? The whole ••. 

MR. WIDER: I'm talking about the city budget, and right now we have 
$112 million. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: The budget problem is a problem of it's own, not 
the phase-in. The phase-in just calculates who's going to pay the tax. 
We need $112 million from all the taxpayers. 

MR. WIDER: But, get what I'm saying, if most of us are going over 100% 
increase in our property value; now, if we all spread it over five 
years, then who's going to support this budget? Who's going to support 
our budget each year? That's what I'm thinking about. Will we be able 
to meet our obligations? 
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PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. Wider, oh, Commissioner, do you want to answer that? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: Yes, we will be able to meet our obligations, yes. 
I have no doubt about that from one standpoint. At this point now, we 
still have the taxing authority. I do not see why not we would not meet 
our obligation. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you,Mr. Wider. To speak for the first time, Mr. 
Dziezyc. 

MR. DZIEZYC: In my district, I had numerous calls, and everyone of them 
is more than 225%. Some are 300%, and some are 400%. There's none 
less than the 200% increase. So in my district, everybody's going to 
be clobbered with this reassessment, without the budget increase. 
Not all of them are aware of what's going to happen because they didn't 
figure out their tax, and when the single-family homeowners are going 
to receive that first tax bill, there's going to be a tax revolution. 
They're going to have to proposition 13 or something, because they don't 
reali2e what's going on. The ones that called me, I asked them what 
is their old assessment, what is their new assessment, and I gave them 
the figure, and they sai~ Oh My God!, when they saw the increase. 
They didn't realize it. Before we get to the phase-in. During reassess­
ment, the last two reassessments in 1960 and 1970, I went through it. 
All homeowners practically all went up in '60 and '70 the same way. 
That means somebody was getting a reduction. It must have been the 
commercial or industiral properties and that's what's happening now. If 
you talk to practically everyone that owns a single-family home now, 
they have more than the 200% increase and they're going to be hit hard. 
With a phase-in they'll be saving money, because the first year, I 
figured out mine, and I'll be saving $700. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: Saving $700 the first year? 

MR. DZIEZYC: Yes, $700. Without a phase-in, it's going to cost me $700 
more. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: What percent increase is that, may I ask? 
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MR. DZIEZYC: It's about 300 and ••• (tape ended) 

MRS. PERILLO: Mr. Marra, that gentleman that you had come in your office 
that said he could not pay his tax. I have them in person everyday in 
my store. Not just homeowners, but tenants who cannot afford a rent 
increase if the landlords' taxes go up. I would like to know when people 
come and tell you they cannot afford to pay their taxes, what provisions 
are there? Is there any help for them? What is the answer to them? 
Do they just lose their homes, or do you have provisions to help these 
people? 

MR. FASKI: Well, the first thing is when anyone shows up in our office, 
what we try to do is to take their field card, or property card, review 
it for errors, number one. If they're senior people, we make them aware 
of the different benefits that the State gives, and also Ord. 449, 
which you people have passed which has been pretty good. ' ~e didn't 
expect as many. We came in with somewhere around 134 people had 
applied for additional supplemental credits to their taxes, if you will, 
over what the State paid them. We make them aware of anything and every­
thing that they may be entitled to, such as veterans' exemptions, dis­
ability exemptions, anything possible that we can have. If we feel 
that they want more information as to what if should they do, they're 
over-assessed, we advise them that the Board of Tax Review meets at 
certain times. All the information in any avenue for them, . is explained 
to them at our office. The only one that can do anything as far as 
giving benefits to anyone, is the Board 6f Reps which for their elderly 
any ordinances that you pass here, of course, are put into Motion and 
we comply with them. That's all we can give them. 

MRS. PERILLO: You could not give them an installment plan, that they 
pay so much? 

MR. FASKI: Well, that we have nothing to do with. We have no control 
over that. All we do is we're responsible for assessments; the install­
ments or anything that changes the tax picture at the time they could 
payor anything that is within the realm of the Board of Reps, or they 
would have to change this paying your taxes bi-annually. 

MRS. PERILLO: I would hope we would do something rather than people 
losing their homes after they've worked so hard for them. 

MR. FASKI: Just a little reminder. Your Ordinance, 449 is running out 
this year, May 15. Now that was a two-year Ordinance and you people 
can look into that again. The State is changing qualifications. 
They're bumping them up. I just saw in the paper today where the 
qualifying income is somewhere around $15,000 now, and we still have 
your Ordinance with $12,000, so someone is going to have to sit down 
with you people and create either a new ordinance, if you want to 
extend it, or whatever you want to do but just bring that to your atten­
tion at this point. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: At this time I would like to stop the question-and­
answer period. All the first-time speakers have had their questions 
answered. Is there anyone who has not spoken for the first time, who 
would like to raise a question at this time? I'll give everyone the 
opportunity. 
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MR. FLOUNDERS: Commissioner Marra, Betty Conti asked you for the mill 
rates, your estimates on the mill rates based on the phase-in, and 
you gave them to her. What budget was that based on? What total tax 
levy, I should say? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: $100 million. 

MR. FLOUNDERS: $100 million? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: Theoretically, if I had to guess at where it would 
be right now, we would have to add 12% on it. 

MR. FLOUNDERS: Why did you pick $100 million, because that's what it 
was last year? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: I picked $100 million because we've been trying to 
isolate just the reassessment problem of itself, take it away from the 
budgetary problem. I wanted to ask you how severe the problem waa for 
the reassessment. Anything that happens in the budget would just be 
an add-on. If you settle in at 505, it will be a 5% up to you. 

MR. FLOUNDERS: What you're saying is that you're trying using the $100 
million theoretical example, or tax levy. You were trying to isolate 
the impact of the reassessment? But it is, I would like to point out, 
because I sense that there may have been some confusion among certain 
Board Members, that is a phoney number, an unreal number. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: The $100 million? 

MR. FLOUNDERS: It is not a realistic number at this point. The number 
right now is more like $112, at this moment, correct? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: Yes. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you/Mr. Flounders. To speak for the first time, 
Mr. Bonner. 

MR. BONNER: The question that I have is in two parts. The first is, 
do you have an idea or an estimate of how many homeowners there would 
be in a category of 100% to 200%, that is those who would be paying 
from 200% to 400%. Who would be paying more than they are now? 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: No, we don't have that. The reason we don't is 
because we just got our Grand List as of April 30, and I don't know 
what would be involved in getting that, that's one of the numbers we 
do want to see in terms of stratifying. Bob, when could we get some­
thing like this here at the earliest, if we went to this? The answer 
is it would probably take us two weeks to get it, which is two weeks 
from now is when we have to fix the mill rate, or not far from that. 
You're bringing up a question that is maybe remaining unasked. With 
all of the facts, with all of the numbers, we're giving you, we do 
feel confident. However, I ' do admit there is a certain amount of doubt 
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which weTll have up to the point that we get the 33,000 taxes calculated. 
I can't give you an answer for that other than the people that have 
been most involved with these numbers all are in agreement on what they 
seem to show. That's the best I can give you, unfortunately. I have it, 
tool You have no more doubts than I do. I know it is. But I'll 
tell you what, that even with that doubt, the tendency is too over­
whelming em say that phase-in does not solve that one perceived problem. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Please, if you have any questions through ' the Chair, 
I would ask any first-time speakers, and then we're going to close the 
question-and-answer period. It's been exactly two hours that Commissioner 
Marra has been standing there answering questions. 

COMMISSIONER MARRA: I'm willing to go as long as you want. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: But we were going to limit it to a half hour and we've 
gone into almost two hours in the question-answer period, and I think 
that everyone who has spoken for the first time has finished. I would 
like to thank Commissioner Marra, Mr. Faski, Mr. Thomas, and Mr. Lucia 
for a very informative session. We appreciate the time you have given 
us to be here this evening, and I know in many instances we went off 
on other questions but we have to make many important decisions next 
week, and I think that maybe these questions were important although it 
did not address phase-in. Thank you, gentlemen, and as soon as you 
leave the floor, we will continue with our business. I am now asking 
the Representatives who are not in their seats to take their seats. 
Mrs. Hawe has the floor. 

MRS. HAWE: I would like to make a Motion for publication of an 
Ordinance providing for staged increases in certain real property tax 
assessments. If the Board votes for publication, the Fiscal Committee 
would hold a public hearing next Monday, the tenth of Ma~ at 7:30 p.m. 
in the Board of Representatives Chamber. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: The Motion is made and Seconded. For information 
purposes at this time, chis has been assigned to the Fiscal Committee 
Co-chairmen, Marie Hawe and Paul Esposito. Are there speakers to the 
Motion? 

MRS. CONTI: Actually our residential taxpayers will, in the long run, 
pay more taxes with phase-in than without it. Let's look at the figures. 
The present Grand List is $1.5 billion. The reassessed Grand List is 
$4.4 billion. Taking 20% of the difference between the two, we have 
a first year phase-in Grand List of 2.1 billion. Commissioner Marra 
and I arrived at the same figure; and that's less than half the reassessed 
list on which the tentative mill rates of 26.9 through 25.5 were 
calculated. By reducing by more than half the base on which these 
tentative mill rates were set, we can safely assume that the first 
year phase-in mill rates would have to be at least double, giving us mill 
rates in the first year after reassessment ranging from 46.2 to 53.S. 
Reading the handwriting on the wall, with phase-in we will have the 
usual nickel-and-dime to~en cuts. Can we have order? 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Yes, I'm sorry, Mrs. Conti. Would the Members please 
give Mrs. Conti their attention. We are now speaking to the Motion 
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as made by Mrs. Hawe for publication of the Ordinance in front of us 
on our desks. Continue, Mrs. Conti. 

MRS. CONTI: With phase-in we will have the usual nickel-and-dime token 
cuts, thus setting the stage for the inevitable 20% to 25% increases 
in spending every subsequent year. Thus the mill rate will climb 3 or 
4 mills a year and at the end of the five year phase-in, our taxpayers 
will be paying mill rates ranging from 64.4 to 72.6 mills on their full 
assessments. By the tenth year, adding 3 or 4 mills a year, our con­
stituents will be bankrupt and bereft of property. At the budget pub­
lic hearings, the taxpayers gave us a clear mandate to cut back and 
begin the process ' of shrinking government, not expanding it. Don't for­
get it will cost $70,000 or $80,000 a year for the phase-in paperwork. 

The only way to ease the tax burden on our constituents permanently, 
is to start cutting back on staff right now, enforce the hiring freeze 
that is supposed to be in effect and pave the way for reduced budgets 
each subsequent year in the future. This phase-in Ordinance will 
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only serve to insure business as usual, with constantly increasing taxes; 
and there is another point to be considered and it is this talk of 
the greatest good for the greatest number. That is one of the basic 
concepts of socialism, and I want no part of it. If, in fact, some 
of us were under-assessed, in my opinion we are allover-assessed now, 
but if some have over-assessed for the last ten years, or some part of 
that time, then the inequity must be corrected justly, and phase-in just 
prolongs the injustice. Words fail me at the duplicity that is planned 
for our taxpayers with a sham public hearing on the tenth of May. Every­
one of us here knows that all the budget deliberations will be completed 
and the figures finalized by May 10th. I, for one, protest this decep­
tion being planned for my constituents. Let's be honest with the public 
for a change. There is no time for an honest public hearing, so let 
us vote against publication, and mock public hearing, and let's sharpen 
our axes and get on with the job of cutting the budgets. I urge a no 
vote on even publication. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Hawe is next to speak because she made the Motion 
and now she's going to speak to that. 

MRS. HAWE: I would hope that the Representatives can separate the two 
issues which I really do believe are two separate issues and one is 
the issue of the increase in the budget and the corresponding decline 
in revenues, and the other is thiS phase-in. I think that we have to 
look at the budget in an intelligent manner and to cut as much as we 
can out of the budget, regardless of whether there is a phase-in, or 
there is not a phase-in. I think that has nothing to do with how we 
should look at the budget. The matter of the phase-in of the tax 
assessment is one of the most important issues, I believ~ that's ever 
come up before us . It's vital to the people that we represent. I 
would ask the Board Members to vote for publication of this Ordinance 
to allow the public, the ones that will be affected by this the most, to 
have their say. I disagree with Mrs. Conti when she says that a public 
hearing would be a sham. It's not, it's an opportunity to allow the 
people to come in and to give their views. As I said, the budget issue 
is entirely different from the phase-in issue, and I really believe that 
we should keep those two separate in our mind, and approach the budget 
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in the same way whether we vote for phase-in or not, or vote for pub­
lication of this or not. 

MR. ESPOSITO: I don't want to reiterate what Mrs. Hawe has said, but 
I just want to point out that although many people would agree with 
Mrs. Conti that we have to cut the budget; in order to get the tax 
levy down to what it was last year, we have to come in here next week 
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and cut 12 million dollars. I want to point out that to cut 12 million 
dollars out of this budget as it stands now, is to severely cut services. 
I don't know if we're going t~hat next week and that's another issue, 
but that's what's g6ing to happen. We severely cut services and that's 
just to get the tax levy down to that point. The tax levy is a different 
issue than the phase-in. If we get the tax levy down to the same 100 
million dollars that we have it this year, we're cutting 12 million 
dollars in various City departments, you still have a problem that some 
people are going to be 35% or 40% higher, their tax bill is going to be 
35% or 40% higher because of the increase in reassessment. That is 
what the Commissioner started out his arguemnt with. The point is 
that there is a separation, a difference between the tax levy and the 
assessment. The phase-in only deals with the assessment. The tax levy 
is totally a separate issue. We can have the phase-in, and we can come 
in here next week and .we can cut the budget 20 million dollars and 
then everybody's taxes go down. There's no connection between the two. 
They're really separate issues. 

The other point, which is very important, is the right for the public to 
speak. It's a basic fundamental right of democracy for the public to 
speak. The greatest good for the greatest number. I don't know how we 
associate that with socialism but to deny the public to speak is total­
itarianism. This is a democracy where the public has a right to come 
out and tell us how they feel. I'm not sure what the difference is 
between a mock public hearing and a non-mock public hearing. Every 
public hearing I've ever been to, there are individuals who come out 
and speak and there are also organized groups. At the budget public 
hearing last month, we had an organized education lobby, they had signs, 
they had posteIS,they had labels. We had organized groups from other 
parts of the city. We also had many taxpayers, individuals who read the 
announcement, wanted to say something and came out. Every public 
hearing has that group. I'm not sure what we would have here Monday 
night. I've urged, individuall~ and I'm now urging collectively every 
Board Member to at least give this an opportunity, a chance. I don't 
know if the corporations are going to come in here and argue for or 
against this. I don't know if it's going to be the small homeowner 
from Shippan or the Cove or North Stamford. I don't know if it's going 
to be the condo owner. None of us really know for sure. 

Mr. Zelinski and Mr. Bonner both asked a question. How many homeowners 
had a 100% increase? How many homeowners had a 200% increase, or 400% 
increase? We don't have those answers. We're not going to have those 
answers for two weeks, but if we give the public a chance to come in 
here next week, they might tell us. They might tell U8 if they had a 
400% increase, or they only had 100% increase. By killing this now, 
we're denying the basic fundamental right of the public to tell us what 
we should be doing as their Representatives. I don't agree with this on 
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every issue, and-I don't think we should go to public hearing for every 
issue, but this issue is so important, so essential, it affects every 
single citizen who has property in this city that it should be given 
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that hearing. There has been no issue this important since the Charter 
Revision Commission of a few years ago when we had a request to hold 
taxation down to a certain level. Therefore, I would strongly urge my 
fellow Board Members to support the publication, and the public hearing; 
and if I may, just so that we, if this passes, have an accurate ordinsnce, 
I'd like to make an amendment because on page two of the ordinance 
it refers to the additional personnel needed in the tax collector's 
office, and it wouldn't be the tax collector's office, but it would 
be data processing. If I could make that amendment, so that if this does 
pass the publicatio~ it is an accurate ordinance. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: You all have your ordinances in front of you and you 
understand what Mr. Esposito is saying at this time? Will you make the 
amendment formally, Mr. Esposito? 

MR. ESPOSITO: I would move that on page two, paragraph 5, the Board of 
Representatives recognizes the implementation of this phase-in ordinance 
will necessitate additional personnel in the Assessor's and Tax Collector's, 
I would amend that Tax Collector's office be crossed out and Data Process­
ing office be substituted, thereby, requiring additional appropriations 
for their offices. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you, Mr. Esposito. Motion to amend Mrs. Hawe's 
Motion has been made and Seconded. We're now going to speak to the 
amendment. Is there any discussion on that? Motion to Move the question. 
We don't have to Move the question; there's no one else to speak. We will 
now vote on the amendment. All in favor of Mr. Esposito's amendment, 
please signify by saying Aye. Opposed? I would like the No's to raise 
their hands to they'can be counted: Mrs. Perillo, Mr. Franchina, Mr. Blais, 
Mr. Rybnick, and Mrs. Saxe are the No votes. The amendment has Passed. 
We are now going to •.• Three abstentions: Mrs. Conti, Mrs. Guroian, and 
Mr. Blum. We are now going back to the Main Motion, and I remind the 
Representatives we are speaking to publication at this time on this 
ordinance. Next to speak is Mr. Zelinski. 

MR. ZELINSKI: Move the question. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Motion has been made to Move the question and it's 
been Seconded. There's no discussion on this, Mr. Blum. All in favor 
of Moving the question and we better vote by the machine at this time. 
The machine is printing out the roll call because several people joined 
the meeting after. It will just take about 30 seconds. We are voting 
now on whether to Move the question or not. All those in favor of Mov­
ing the question, vote up for yes, and down for no. Excuse me, Mr. DeLuca, 
you voted yes to Move the question and it's not registering? Mr. DeLuca 
did register. Mr. Franchina? You voted no or yes to that?' You voted 
yes, I'm sorry we have to correct that. The Motion to Move the question 
has 21 yes, 15 no, and one non-vote. The Motion has lost. 
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There are no abstentions, but three people are absent, onenon~ote, 
15 no's and 21 yes. We'll have to go on, Mr. Blum. You're not next 
to speak on the Motion. Mrs. Goldstein is next to speak on the Motion. 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: When I came here tonight, I thought I was definitely 
in favor of the reassessment phase-in. I'm really not so sure now. 
There are so many unknowns, and I'm quite convinced that there may be no 
general good in doing this. However, I firmly believe that on an 
issue so important, and on an issue that faces us once every ten years 
for which there has been so much concern shown by so many people, we owe 
the taxpayers the right to come here and talk and tell us what they 
want, and I think not to publish this ordinance and hold a public hear­
ing and allow the taxpayers to speak would be a very mrogant thing for 
us to d~and I hate to see us do it. If we do vote to publish, I would 
hope that we would get, as Mr. Tarzia suggested a little while ago, not 
on the floor but elsewhere, and I think it's an excellent suggestion, 
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that we ask the Commissioner of Finance for a sample list of real 
taxpayers, no names, with their tax assessments on both their homes, 
property, and personal property, with the phase-in, and without the phase­
in, in the three or four tax districts to see whether there is an apprec­
iable difference with phase-in or without phase-in. I do hope we'll 
consider publishing tonight so that we can avail ourselves of the add­
itional information and so that we may hear the public and know what 
they would like us to do. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Before we go on to the next speaker, Mr. Zelinski 
has left, we now have 36 Members present. Next to speak, Mr. Blum. 
We are speaking to the Main Motion for publication. 

MR. BLUM: Madam Chairman, if this is so important that we want to 
hear the public, I feel that the Board of Representatives room would be 
too small for that occasion. I feel that we should change the location 
of where we will have this public hearing and I suggest that we have 
the same ••• 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Excuse me, Mr. Blum, that statement is out of order. 
We are discussing publishing it. You're speaking to the publication, 
not to the time and date, whether you do or not want to publish it, 
but not to the location. 

MR. BLUM: I'a like to ask a question of you. How do we put where we 
will have that public hearing? 

PRESIDENT SANTY: That is the committee assignment, Mr. Blum. I 
leave it to their responsibility and their discretion. 

MR. BLUM: I've heard people talking in fact of having it at this Board 
room and that's part of the Motion. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: That is the committee decision. We're not speaking 
to that. We're speaking on whether to publish it or not. The committee 
has made that decision and they have chosen that and this has been 
assigned to that committee. 

MR. BLUM: Well, then I~ like to make an amendment to it. because that 
location was mentioned as a part of the Motion. I want to make an 
amendment to that Motion. 
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MR. ESPOSITO: Is that information indeed a part of the Motion, Madam 
Chairman? 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Hawe did read that as part of her Motion. 
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MRS. HAWE: I didn't intend to make that a part of the Motion. The Motion 
was to publish the ordinance and I said then if it is published for 
informational purposes, I stated that the public hearing would then be 
in such, but I didn't intend to make that a part of the Motion. 

MR. BLUM: Well, whether you intended to make it a part, you did read it 
into the Motion. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: It's part of the Motion. You want to amend the Motion? 

MR. BLUM: I would like to amend the Motion, that the location of that 
hearing be at the Cloonan Middle School. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: All right, is there a Second to that Motion? There 
is a Second to that amendment that the public hearing be held at Cloonan 
School. There are several to speak to the amendment. Except that it 
was part of the Motion. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: Madam President, this whole discussion has nothing to 
do with the question on the floor right now. She said it wasn't. If 
we pass that we're going to have a meeting, we'll set up a place. It 
just may be all worthless at the end of this vote, and to say that we're 
going to have it at Cloonan School tonight is ridiculous. You don't 
even know what's going on in Cloonan School that night. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. Boccuzzi, it's his right to amend the Motion. 
It was part of the Motion. You can vote against the amendment if you're 
in disagreement with it. We are now discussing the amendment. First 
to speak, Mr. Conti. 

MR. CONTI: Now this is not on the amendment. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: But we're only speaking to the amendment now. 

MR. ESPOSITO: Yes, I first of all disagree that the original Motion 
has included the Board of Representatives room,but nevertheless, I 
would ask Mr. Blum if he would give the committee a little more flex­
ibility. It may be that Cloonan School is not available next week on 
Monday night, and we are really tied into Monday night and if you would 
amend your amendment by just giving us a little more flexibility, and 
saying any large auditorium, and if not Cloonan School, RippowamJor any 
other large auditorium. 

MR. BLUM: I concede to that. Any large auditorium, other than the Board 
ofi Representativesroom. 

MR. WIEDERLIGHT: The Seconder also agrees. 
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PRESIDENT SANTY: The Seconder also agrees. Fine. That is what we're 
speaking to now is that amendment. 

MR. WIEDERLIGHT: Thank you, Madam President. I think it is important 
that we have the proper facilities available for the public to speak, 
and I fully recognize that most of us do that this facility would not 
be large enough, if in fact the turn-out that is expected does come to 
this meeting. It is my fondest hope, also, that the chairpeople of 
this committee will recognize the need for proper security at this 
meeting, and make the proper preparations and plans to make sure that 
there is not a repeat performance at this meeting as was at previous 
meetings. Not at the Board of Representatives, by the way. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: Next to speak on the amendment, Mr. Blais. 

MR. BLAIS: Move the amendment, Madam President. 

50. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: It's been Moved and Seconded to Move the question which 
is the amendment made by Mr. Blum to change the meeting place from the 
Board of Representatives room to any school with a large auditorium 
available to the committee. All in favor of the amendment please say 
Aye. Opposed? Carried unanimously. Now part of the Motion will be, any 
large auditorium or school that's available to the committee. We are now 
going back to speak to the Main Motion, Next to speak/Mr. Rybnick. 

Mr. Rybnick has Moved the question. It's been Moved and Seconded, we 
are now going to use the machine. There are now 36 Members present, 24 
are needed. If your light does not light up, just raise your hand and 
we can correct it on the sheet. 

MRS. CONTI: Point of Information. Madam President, ho~ many speakers 
are there left to speak? 

PRESIDENT SANTY: How many speakers? 14. The machine is now ready and 
we are voting on whether to Move the question which is voting on the 
publication of the ordinance. Please raise your hand if your light does 
not light up on the board. The vote to Move the question has Passed. 
27 yes, 5 no, two abstentions, 2 non-votes; and 4 people are absent. We 
are now voting on the Main Motion. Mrs. Hawe, would you repeat the Motion 
with the amendment made by Mr. Blum? 

MRS. HAWE: All right, even though that wasn't part of my original 
Motion, but I will. -I Move that we approve for publication an ordinance 
providing for staged increases in certain real property tax assessments; 
if Passed, with public hearing to be held by the Fiscal Committee next 
Monday, the tenth ·of May, at 7:30 at any place larger than here. 

MR. ESPOSITO: Madam President, I request a roll call vote. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: There's been a Motion for a roll call vote. We cannot 
use the machine with a roll call vote. At this time I would ask Mr. 
Wiederlight and Mr. Stork to come up and get the sheets for the roll call 
vote, and Ms. Summerville will call the roll. Yes, Ms. Summerville? 
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MS. SUMMERVILLE: If I understand the Motion, Mrs. Hawe said any other 
place than here that's larger. What happens if there is no available 
larger place whenever you're going to hold this public hearing? Then 
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there is no public hearIng? Thank you very much, Fellow Board ~!embers, and 
Madam President. 

PRESIDENT SANTY: We are now voting on a Roll Call vote. Can we have 
some order here, please? We are now voting on a Roll Call vote. It's 
been Moved and Seconded. All in favor of a Roll Call vote, ~asesay Aye. 
Opposed? We're going with a Roll Call vote. Ms. Summerville will read 
the roll. 

Will the Tellers please come forward when they complete their count? 
A majority vote was needed, a simple majority. It did pass the public 
hearing. The vote was 19 yes, 16 no, and 1 not voting. 

Before we adjourn, ladies and gentlemen I have something to read and I 
think it is important. It's to all Members, you have it on your desks, 
but I think I will read it. To All Members of the Board of Representatives: 
From Audrey Maihock, Chairman of the Environmental Protection Committee. 
Subject: Presentation of the proposed Luis-Mapping Information System. 

"A coalition of City officials will be available to make a 
detailed presentation of the proposed Luis-Mapping Infor­
mation System on Thursday, May 6, 1982, at 7:30 p.m. in 
the Board of Representatives meeting room. All of you have 
received a report on the proposal. The presentation will 
provide a demonstration of the system and allow time for 
questions. We encourage as many of you as possible to 
attend. For further information. in this system, you may 
call Mark Lubbers or John Smith, if such information 
should be necessary." 

I would like to call to your 
have asked for this meeting. 
be held this Thursday. 

attention that Members of this Board 
All of you interested, the meeting will 

Thank you for coming. May I have a !Iotion to Adjourn? Seconded. 
All in favor, say AYE. Opposed? The Meeting is Adjourned. 

ADJOURNMENT: 

There being no further business to 
this Special Meeting was Adjourned 
and Seconded. 

APPROVED: 
By 
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