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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE: (Continued)

MR. DONAHUE: (continuing) Upon passage of the resolution, the Mayor is directed
to cause a report to be made to this Board as to whether this is an appropriate
action for this Boagd to take. These streets will next be abandoned by ordinance,
and publication and,public hearing will occur before final adoption. If the
Board finally approves the ordinance and the subject properties are transferred,
the City will receive the sum named before, $599,360,which is the going rate for
property sale in the downtown area.

With this in mind, and with the knowledge that a cul-de-sac will be created on
North State Street, creating an island of City-owned property bordered by State-
owned property, and property owned by General Reinsurance, with a vote of 5 in
favor and zero opposed, and 1 absention, the Planning and Zoning Committee
recommends passage of the resolution and I so move.

PRESIDENT SANTY: There's a Second to that. Discussion/!

MR. BLUM: This North State Street, many pecople that I know travel this way

to get to Elm. As far as Hill Street is concerned, it no longer exists. There

was one house there that was torn down. The street itself doesn't exist because

the building already is being put on the entire Hill Street. The problem of

North State Street is a problem that the State Traffic or the State's Transportation
does not want an outlet from Clark's Hill Avenue into this areatﬁe%ause the ramp
coming down from the turnpike. So, it's a foregoing conclusiong, 8fth State Street
and Hill Street already belong to General Reinsurance; it's just a matter of a

formality here.

I do want to state this. There are many times that they put a gate or a fence
across this, and I complained to the Public Works and I complained to the Traffic
Department that this land does not belong to General Reinsurance and this fence
was knockdown many times because they have already assumed that this property
already belongs to them. Hill Street, forget about; it doesn't exists anymore.
It now has the foundation of the General Reinsurance on Hill Street. So, what
can I tell you? That's the same thing with the hotel across the street. That
little property, they took that for granted and took the property prior to even
paying a dime for it.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you, Mr. Blum.

MRS. MAIHOCK: Through you, Madam Chairman to Mr., Donahue, please. I would like
to know how would this impact on traffic flow in that area? That seems to be a
very busy area. Secondly, there is a letter mentioned from James Ford, Traffic
and Parking Director, what. did he say about the impact on the traffic, if anything?

MR. DONAHUE: A cul-de-sac will be created on North State Street. This is an
agreement between the State and the City. It's a foregoing conclusion as Mr.

Blum has said that this will occur one way or another. The Traffic Department

was represented at our Committee and they concur that this is the best way to
solve the situation over there. As part of the requirementgof General Reinsurance,
they will have to spend some money also on traffic signalization to complete this
project. This has all been agreed to with the Traffic Department.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE: (Continued)

MS. SUMMERVILLE: I say enough is enough. We have given streets downtown to
big business over and over again. We're coming here with proposals for planning
and zoning and trying to correct some of our problems that have been done in
the past, and we continue to make excuses. We've given away a portion of Main
Street. We've given away streets that were in the Urban Renewal Quadrant that
these large corporations are sitting-on, and when I say, "enough is enough,"

I sometimes wonder the rationale behind some of these committees. On one hand
they are saying the traffic, traffic, and on the other hand, they are saying,
"It's fine because it's downtown." You say, "It is already done," I say it

can be undone, and I say to General Reinsurance, "open that street." I,

myself, travel that road in my work and I find it blocked-off just like Mr. Blum
said. What are we sitting here for; just to ignore this Board; to continue

just because they want to build a monstrosity down there, and they figure they
want somemore land so who cares? It's only the Board of Representatives. I

say vote no on this issue.

MR. OWENS: Thank you, Madam President. I, too, am very opposed to the closing
of this street entirely; to General Reinsurance, to anyone else that comes in
this City because, personally, I use that particular street, and I'm quite
sure the residents in that area and businesses, especially, like Ramada Inn,
people leaving there would probably use that if it is a thoroughfare at this
point. I also have been very opposed to Main Street being completely wiped-
out the way it is. Why should pecple always have to go out of their way to
get someplace because we want to put up buildings over our streetS? If we
want to do that, why don't we pass a City ordinance thereby giving rights,
aerial rights to some of these buildings, and in that way, we can still pass
under with no headache in mind. I would like the other members of this
Board to vote this down. I think it is disgusting.

MR. WIDER: Thank you, Madam Chairman. I heard Mr. Donahue allude what the
State has done. May I remind Mr. Donahue that I have all the plans that the
State did. I served at those hearings and on the committee to plan bringing
the turnpike through Stamford, and that was not one of the recommendations

of the State; to eliminate North State Street. As a matter of fact, North State
Street was the by-product of the Turnpike; to bring you down to the City of
Stamford around the edges of the Turnpike. So, what has happened here, the
General Reinsurance Company got to the people with the dollars, and they are
not only buying the people, they are buying our street, too, and I really
oppose this.

I have a lot of people who live over in that area who use that street to go

to work, that go to the railroad station, and so forth. Why are we going to
eliminate that when we have no entry to the Turnpike until you get downtown !
You're eliminating the only near route. I think this is outrageous, and frankly
speaking, I don't know what I will have to organize, but there may be some
organizations with taxpayers that if we are going to inconvience them, I don't
think they should pay taxes for it. Thank you.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE: (Continued)

MR. WHITE: Thank you, Madam President. I wouldn't be opposed to turning over
these street, Madam President, if, in fact, we could get from General Reinsurance
their promise that they would landscape all the vacant area that's turned over
to them plus the area not, in fact, used by the present plans of the building.
The building itself is an architectural monstrosity. It really is. General
Reinsurance did not dc us very much of a favor by putting up that sort of a
building. It really is a wretched situation. Of course, it is a reflection
to the fact that we don't have an architectural review board, and it a
reflection to the fact that we have zoned the town very, very badly, and we
still have not yet redone our land use boards yet, and we're going to get this
sort of thing until we do. I wouldn't be opposed to turning these streets
over, if, in fact, we could illicit, probably extract would be a better term,
from General Reinsurance Corporation, their promise that all the vacant land
they get from the City, plus all the land not, in fact, taken by the building
that presently is, in fact,planned, that they would landscape the grass and
trees; this whole area, and that might give a much more pleasing and ascetic
guality of life aspect to the whole situation.

General Reinsurance went down to Greenwich, built on the waterfront, built a
monstrosity down there, milked that, and then took off out of there; came up
here to Stamford, of course. And, incidently, they still have not sold the
building down in Greenwich. They are probably going to rent that out so
they make money all the way around. I would say that the best thing that we
should do, I think, is if we can get from them, the promise among other
things to landscape the area, at least, that will give some sort of a half-
way rational setting downtown. Thank you.

MR. JACHIMCZYK: I'm in favor of this resoluticn for the fact that it will
bring about a public hearing on this issue. It will give the people a chance
to talk out against this matter. I'm opposed to it because I think this is
another example, as Mr. Wider and Mr. Owens pointed out, the haphazard
planning that is going on in this City where a building is being constructed,
and then all of a sudden, they realize that in order to complete the building,
they have to do something either in violation of the zoning laws or taking
over streets, otherwise, the building can't be completed. I really think
that we should pass this resolution just for the fact that we could have a
public hearing, and let the people come out and really express themselves and
say to other City officials how fed-up they are with this haphazard and
ridiculous planning we have in this town.

MRS. GERSHMAN: I have two questions. I would like to know whose district
this property is in, and if they have not already spoken, what are their
recommendations? The two Representatives.

PRESIDENT SANTY: The two Representatives have spoken. Mr. Dudley is out ill,
but Ms. Summerville has spoken for the Representative.

MRS. GERSHMAN: And does Mr. Dudley concur with Ms. Summerville?
MRS. SUMMERVILLE: Absolutely.

MRS. GERSHMAN: Thank you.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE: (Continued)

MR. DONAHUE: I'd like to clarify a few things. #l, this only begins a process
which would bring a public hearing about. Questions about what our obligations
are to close North State Street should be answered, and this would give members
of the Board the opportunity to find that out. It is my understanding that

it is an agreement between the State and City not brought about by the original
planning for the Thruway, but brought about instead by realignment of exits

7 and 8.

No one is giving anything to anybody. We have been asked to sell these properties
for a some of almost $600,000.00 including the request to discontinue North State
Street or a portion of that Street and Hill Street. The City also ask that other
parcels not included in the General Reinsurance petition be included and General
Reinsurance has agreed to purchase those properties at the same cost of approximately,
as I say, $32.00 a square foot.

We're being asked to begin the process. Publication of an ordinance will occur,
but the Mayor must issue a report; that's the only thing we're being asked to
do tonight. I think it's in our best interest that we pass this resolution,
show that intent and see what that report says before we make a judgement on
something that's at least another month in the offing.

MRS. CONTI: I would like to ask a question. If we don't pass this resolution,
does that mean that this street will remain open to traffic permanently?

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. Donahue.
MR. DONAHUE: No, it does not.
PRESIDENT SANTY: Does that answer your question, Mrs. Conti?

MRS. CONTI: Could we have some explanation because there seems to be a difference
of opinion here?

MR. DONAHUE: As I already stated a number of times, there's an agreement between
the City and the State of Connecticut that North State Street will be dead-ended
before it crosses Elm Street. The agreement has to do with the realignment of
exits 7 and 8, dating back a couple of years.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Conti, are you finished with your questioning?

MRS. CONTI: Perhaps, Mr. Donahue could make available to the Representatives
from this District, the information on this because there seems to be some
vast misunderstanding.

MR. GRIPA: Move the question.

PRESIDENT SANTY: A motion has been made. Is there a Second to moving the question?
Several Seconds. All in favor of moving the question, please say aye. Opposed?
The no votes, please raise your hands. The Chair is in doubt. We'll have to use
the machine.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE: (Continued)

PRESIDENT SANTY: (continuing) Please use the machine to move the guestion.
We're voting on moving the question which is on the adoption of the proposed
resolution considering the intention to discontinue portions of North State

Street and Hill Street. We are voting cn moving the guestion only. Has everyone
voted?

Mr. Flounders has left. Mr. Livingston has left. Mr. Tarzia has left.
We have 31 members present. We need 21 votes. :

The motion to move the question has PASSED 21 affirmative, and 9 negative.

We are moving the question and that is on the adoption of the proposed resolution
as discussed. We will now use the machine for a vote. Has everyone voted?

The resolution has been ADOPTED 22 yes, 5 no, and 2 abstaining.

MR. DONAHUE: That concludes the report of Planning and Zoning.

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - Chairman Philip Stork

MR. STORK: Thank you, Madam President. The Personnel Committee met on Wednesday
night, April 27th, at 8:00 p.m. in the Republican Caucus Room. Members of the
Committee in attendance were Reps. Dziezyc, Gaipa, Gershman, Dixon, Jachimczyk,
and myself. Rep. Dudley was excused.

(1) PROPOSED RESOLUTION FROM BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE CLASSIFIED EMPLOYEES'
RETIREMENT FUND 1/13/B3, for Cost-of-Living adjustments to pensions of
retirees. Returned to Committee 2/9/83. Held 3/7/83, 4/4/83.

HELD IN COMMITTEE

MR. STORK: Correspondence has been completed on item #l1. However, new questions
have been generated by the Committee and we will have Finance Commissioner Marra
at our next meeting for a presentation. He has already called me to agree to
appear at our next meeting. The vote was 5 in favor and none against and one
abstaining to hold this item.

PRESIDENT SANTY: #1 was held.

(2) FOR FINAL ADOPTION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE DELETING ORD. #319 AND SUBSTITUTING
NEW ORDINANCE IN ITS STEAD - CONCERNING SALARIES AND COMPENSATION OF EMPLOYEES -
submitted by Rep. Gabe DeLuca 2/1/83. Approved 3/7/83 for publication and
public hearing. Held in Committee 3/21/83.

MR. STORK: Item #2 was held by a vote of 6 in favor and none against due to the
fact that the Corporation Counsel has not yet rendered his legal opinion.

PRESIDENT SANTY: #2 is held. Mr. DelLuca, do you have a question?
MR. DeLUCA: Is it permissible to make a motion on this item now?

PRESIDENT SANTY: Yes. Did you finish with item #2? Do you want to give the
full Committee report?

MR. STORK: Yes, the vote was 6 to 0 to hold.
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE: (Continued)

PRESIDENT SANTY: The vote was 6 to O to held #2.

MR. DeLUCA: I'd like to make a motion at this time, to take this item out of
Committee and bring it up for a vete this evening.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Is there a Second to that Motion? Several Seconds. Item #1
is held, Mr. Wider, and item #2 which was being held by the Committee, but Mr.
DeLuca has made a motion to bring it out of Committee and it has been moved and
Seconded.

MR. DeLUCA: I believe this is an important item and should be acted upon this
evening. I realize that the Corporation Counsel did not render an opinion or
did not review the ordinance that was sent to them approximately two months ago.
However, at a April 18th meeting in the Mayor's office, I asked the Corporation
Counsel if he had a chance to review the ordinance which was submitted to him.
He responded that he needed another month. However, he did say that it would
be permissible if we wanted to finalize this ordinance, and at a later date,
when he had time to review the ordinance as presented if adopted this evening,
he may or may not make changes. If changes were necessary, he would make the
changes and resubmit it to this Board for amendments. I feel that the repeal
of ordinance #319 is important for many reasons. If members of this Board have
been reading the Minutes of the Personnel Commission, you will notice many

items that have an impact upon our tax rate. An example would be the February
24, 1983 Personnel Commission meeting, where it was voted to increase the
salaries of the Registrars of Voters included as part of nen-union management
(tape not very clear) which is also to include the police and fire chiefs as
well as their deputies. These people were never a part of the non-union
management group to begin with, and shouldn't be.

On March 30, 1983, the Personnel Commission granted approval to hire the
Commission on Aging Executive Director at grade A-10-5 instead of A-10-4.

April 22, 1982, the Personnel Commission Meeting Minutes granted approval to
create two new positions in the Health Department. Things like these which are
approved end up in the budget year after year and never get knocked-out of the
budget, and the tax rate keeps going up because of inflated reclassifications
and positions being created.

Another item which really concerns me is that fact that coming before the Board

of Finance, under Ordinance 319, is a request from the Planning Board to

utilize §$5,874.00 of the Planning Board funds for the purpose of bringing into

the Classified service, the position of a Senior Neighborhood Planner.

Mind you, this is a position that is formerely funded by Community Development
Program. This is a position that we deleted in our budget deliberations last

year. Now, the Planning Board is more or less using the back door since they

got funds, since the Community Development no longer has funds for this position,
now we have a chance to bring this woman as a Classified position. I can

go on to mention other items in the Minutes of the Personnel Commission. I feel that
it is mandatory for us to approve this ordinance this evening to put a stop-gap for
all future actions of this type. Therefore, I would urge this Board this evening
to adopt this ordinance and when our Corporation Counsel Ben Fraser does have time
to review the ordinance that he has, we can go back and make the amendments that
are required. In the meantime, something has to be done whereby the Board of
Representatives has approval because this does have an impact,
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PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. DeLuca, the motion is to bring this out of Committee and
that's what we are discussing now. To bring this out of Committee.

MR. ZELINSKI: I Second the motion.

PRESIDENT SANTY: It has been Seconded. We'rxe discussing it now. My question,
Mr. Stork, has this ordinance been published at all?

MR. STORK: No, not to my knowledge.
PRESIDENT SANTY: When was it published, Mr. DeLuca?
MR. DeLUCA: March 12, 1983. I have the ordinance right here.

PRESIDENT SANTY: It was published March 12, 1983. Fine. The motion is to take
this out of Committee. The date of the ordinance that we should have received is
2/2/83. We should all have had it.

MRS. CONTI: Thank you, Madam President. I am confused about this ordinance.

I sympathize with Mr. Deluca‘'s efforts and the goal he's trying to reach, but
as I read this, we are to get all the transfers that now go only to the Finance
Board? 1Is that correct?

MR. DeLUCA: Yes, transfers or any inter-personnel that the Personnel Commission
approves. In otherwords, what has happened, department heads are going before the
Personnel Commission, saying,"I want toreclassify John Doe two steps, or I want

to create a position." BAny of these here come before the Board of Representatives
for approval. It is automatically done at the wishes of the Personnel Commission who
votes for the reclassifications, votes for the creation of these positions, and

a year later when we get the budget books, we see new positions in the book.

I feel that, especially, like in the case of this Neighborhood Planner which we
knocked-out of the budget last year, and now they are coming in to make this

a classified position.

MRS. CONTI: Excuse me. Again, are we prohibited by the Charter from acting on
these transfers?

MR. DeLUCA: Yes, we are. That's one of these that was submitted to the Charter
Revision Commission that if the Board of Finance wasn't dissolved, that the
Board of Representatives should have the final say on all kinds of transfers
within operating expense accounts. Right now, they do not have that provision.
At the present time, we have Ordinance 319.

MR. ZELINSKI: Yes, thank you. Just to maybe clarify Rep. Betty Conti's guestion
to Rep.DelLuca, providing it does specify in the Code of Ordinances which is also
our laws, I don't believe it would be any type of a conflict even though it
doesn't specifically specify in the Charter that we can do it, but also does not
prohibit us from doing it. So, if Rep. Deluca's motion passes, I will interpret
that as not doing anything illegal. I am thinking on the matters that I would
wholeheartedly support Rep. DeLuca's motion not only to take it out of Committee,
but vote for final adoption. Right now, the Law Department has a situation before
them whereby the assistants and one of the Deputy Corporation Counsels are suing
the other Deputy Corporation Counsel because of a situation that Rep. DelLuca
alluded to whereby the Personnel Commission did upgrade the one Deputy Corporation
Counsel, Mr. Boodman, and not some of the other ones. Consequently, I think that
this ordinance that Rep. Deluca is trying to pass were in place, that maybe that
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE: (Continued)

MR, ZELINSKI: (continuing) could have been prevented, and rather than have
the other lawyers have to take this to a Court of Law. So, I would hope that
this would come out of Committee, and we would vote in favor of it. Thank you,
Madam President.

PRESIDENT SANTY: To remind the members, the motion on the Floor is to take this
item out of Committee. There are 29 members present. Mrs. Hawe has left the
meeting and Ms. Summerville has left the meeting.

MR. BLUM: Thank you, Madam Chairman. I wholeheartedly agree with Mr. DeLuca
because this is what we have been fighting about for two or three years ago.
And what it is, is the Merit Rules. The Merit Rules allow the department heads
to go in and ask for a change in classification. They change them from clexk-
typist II to clerk-typist I to secretary, and let me tell you what happens;

the big concern. The big concern is now they get to the higher rate without our
approval, and then a contract comes through, and they get 5 or 8% of the higher
rate. Now, think of that and that is something that has been going on all the
time as long as when I was in the Personnel Committee and we questioned it at
that time, and nothing was done about it. I agree with Rep. Deluca. It's time
that we do something about it.

MR. STORK: Thank you. I just thought I should explain the rationale from the
Committee's point-of-view as to why it was held. I had explained to the Committee
Mr. DeLuca's request that we proceed forward on this item, however, the Committee
felt as a whole that it was kind of a improper procedure to go ahead when we had
a Corporation Counsel opinion pending. That is from the Committee'’s point-of-
view. From a personal point-of-view, I do agree with Mr. DelLuca that the quicker
we move on this item, the better. I'm certainly aware as most of us are, the
expensive decisions that the Personnel Commission renders on a month to month
basis, and Mr. DeLuca, I can be persuaded to change my mind. Thank you.

MR. BOCCUZZI: I would alsc like to agree with Mr. Deluca. This has been a
problem that I have been working on with Mr. Deluca. The reason that I think
that we have to do something is that what happens, this goes back to maybe what
Mrs. Conti was asking. The department head goes in looking for an upgrade and
they have the money in their salary account to pay for this fiscal year. This
Board never sees it. We will only see it at the next budget where that increase
will be already locked-in. One situation that comes to mind is when the Welfare
Commission was in looking for some money for a Field Worker or something, and
they needed the money for the salary and we appropriated it. Within about 10
days or two weeks later, they were before the Personnel Commission and I believe
they got the Welfare Director a $9,000 plus raise. They never came to us.

They had the money all the while. This is what Mr. Deluca and I get upset about.
First you come in looking for a few dollars for a Field Worker, and then you
turnaround and give a $9,000 plus raise and you don't even come down to us.

You already have the money somewhere in your salary account. I think this is
the problem that we are trying to put our finger on and control. It is going

to mean a lot more work for the Board, there's no doubt in my mind, but in

the long run, it will be something that we will control and the taxpayers

will benefit by.
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE: (Continued)

MR. BOCCUZZI: (continuing) You know what happens; comes budget time, you take

a few dollars out of the salary account because you are mad that somebody got an
inerease during the year and you didn't have anything to do with it. That person
keeps his increase or her increase, stays on the job and the last fellow that
was hired gets laid-off because now they are $5,0300 short in their salary account.
I don't think this is fair to the bottom of the pay scale. I think that if we
repeal this and put forth the new ordinance, I think at least if we have to blame
somebody for something, it is going to be ourselves, and I think that we should
have the right to vote on it first.

MR. ZELINSKI: Madam President, point of information.
PRESIDENT SANTY: Yes, Mr. Zelinski.
MR. ZELINSKI: We haven't got 21 people on the Floor.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Members, please take your seats. We only have 29 members present,
so we'll need 21 here all the time. The motion before us is to take it out of
Committee. We're not voting the merits of ordinance. We're just voting on taking
it out of Committee.

MRS. MAIHOCK: Through you, Madam Chairman to Mr. Deluca, I am certainly in favor
of the improvements which would occur from Mr. Deluca's suggestions, but, Mr.
DeLuca, if it is prohibited by the Charter, I don't see how we can legally proceed.

MR. DeLUCA: It is not prohibited by the Charter. 1It's by the Merit Rules itself;
not by the Charter. We have an Ordinance 319 which we are just trying to repeal
the ordinance, and this ordinance here will make it stronger whereby we have the
input; final say on it.

PRESIDENT SANTY: No other speakers, we are going to move right to a machine vote.
The vote is on taking this item out of Committee, the ordinance deleting Ordinance
319 and substituting a new ordinance in its stead concerning salaries and
compensation of employees. We're voting on taking it out of Committee. Please
vote. Use your machine. Has everyone voted? There should be 29 people voting.
Just a majority to take it out of Committee. The motion to take out of Committee
has PASSED 19 affirmative, 6 negative and 1l abstaining.

Mr. Deluca, do you want to move now for final adoption?
MR. DeLUCA: 1I'd like to move now for final adoption of this ordinance.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Is there a Second? Seconded. Any discussion? No speakers;
we don't have to move the question. I would ask everyone to take their seats.
We need 21 votes for this ordinance. We are now voting on final adoption of
proposed ordinance deleting 319 and substituting new ordinance in its stead
concerning salaries and compensation of employees. We received this 2/2/83

in the mail. Please use your machine for a vote. If you approve the ordinance,
vote yes. If you do not, vote no. Has everyone voted? Mr. Blais, what does
your vote record? And what did you want it to say?

MR. BLAIS: Yes.



68. MINUTES OF REGULAR BOARD MEETING MONDAY, MAY 2, 1983 68.

PERSCNNEL COMMITTEE: (Continued)

PRESIDENT SANTY: Yes. Mr. Blais, what is your number? 34. The ordinance
has been adopted 25 affirmative and 1 negative. I will repeat the vote right.

We changed Mr. Blais' vote; it's 25 affirmative, no negative. PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
by those voting.

MR. DeLUCA: I wish to thank everyone.

(3) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL "CONCERNING A PENSION
PROVIDED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD TO LOUIS A. CLAPES" - submitted by
Mayor Iouis A. Clapes 4/12/83.

MR. STORK: Thank you, Madam President. Our Committee was prepared to move
forward on this item and make a recommendation tonight, however, everybody has
on their desk, a letter from the Mayor stating that he is withdrawing his
request for a pension so our report on this item would now be boot.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you, Mr., Stork. Item #3 is off the Agenda.

{(4) REQUEST FROM REP. GERSHMAN FOR: INVESTIGATION INTO THE FEASIBILITY OF
FREEZING THE ENTRANCE OF ALL EMPLOYEES CURRENTLY EMPLOYED IN ANY CAPACITY
BY THE CITY INTO THE CITY PENSION FUND AND MEDICAL BENEFITS, UNLESS SUCH
EMPLOYEES ARE NEW EMPLOYEES AND QUALIFY FOR ENTRANCE.

HELD IN COMMITTEE

MR. STORK: Our Committee has finally had all of its correspondence answered.
The Committee voted 6 in favor and none opposed to hold, and in the meantime,
request the Benefits Manager to draft a resolution incorporting freeze
guidelines and we should have some further report on this next month.

And that concludes the report of the Personnel Committee.

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

HOUSE COMMITTEE - Chairman Gerald Rybnick

PRESIDENT SANTY: There is no report from the House Committee except to remind
all the members before leaving tonight, to clean-up their desks and help with
the cleaning-up of the Caucus Rooms.

COLISEUM AUTHORITY LIAISON COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Elizabeth Gershman

MRS. GERSHMAN: I believe the report was essentially made before, but I will
give a final report to the Administrative Assistant for the Minutes unless you
want me to read it now? -

PRESIDENT SANTY: I don't think so. Thank you, Mrs. Gershman.

Note: Coliseum Authority Liaison Committee report for May 2, 1983 as submitted
by Elizabeth G. Gershman, Chairman, as follows:
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COLISEUM AUTHORITY LIAISON COMMITTEE: ‘(Continued)

"The Coliseum ARuthority Liaison Committee met on Monday, April 25, at 7:00 p.m.
in the Personnel Examination Room, Municipal Office Building, Stamford, CT.
Present were Chairman Elizabeth Gershman, and members John Hogan, Betty Conti,
Gabe DeLuca and John Zelinski. David Blum was absent.

"The discussion of the three items on the agenda, as second committee on these
items to Fiscal, has already been shared with the Board earlier in the meeting.
The votes were 4-1, 1 absent on item #1, $4350 for the Stamford Festival of
the Arts; Unanimous to hold item #2, 850,000 amendment to Capital Projects for
the Stamford Center for the Arts; and 3, Unanimous to hold, Stamford Center
for the Arts National Endowment for the Arts Test Grant. /s/ Elizabeth G.
Gershman, Chairman."

LABOR CONTRACTS LIAISON COMMITTEE - Co-Chairperson John Boccuzzi & Barbara McInerney

(1) THE MATTER OF UNLIMITED SICK LEAVE FOR NON-UNION ADMINISTRATORS: AND THE
MATTER OF NECESSARY ADJUSTMENTS TO LIBERAL VACATION IEAVE to be examined
and considered - submitted by Robert "Gabe" Deluca 3/15/83. Held in
Committee 4/4/83.

MR. BOCCUZZI: I believe everybody has a report on their desks.
If there are any gquestions, I will try to answer them. (Report attached to
Minutes)

PRESIDENT SANTY: I think we all received a copy of that report, and we thank
you. It's a good report, Mr. Boccuzzi and Mrs. McInerney, and the Committee.

PETITIONS - NONE
RESOLUTIONS

(1} PROPOSED RESOLUTION RE POLISH HERITAGE WEEK - submitted by Rep. John Zelinski
4/13/83.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. Z2elinski, do you want to move for adoption of #1.

MR, ZELINSKI: Yes, I so move. Everyone has it. I don't have to read it.
PRESIDENT SANTY: It's a proposed resolution regarding Polish Heritage Weeks.
It's been moved and Seconded. BAll in favor of adopting this resolution, please

say aye. Opposed? PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

(2) PROPOSED RESOLUTION HONORING DON RUSSELL - submitted by Rep. Joh Zelinski
4/13/83.

MR. ZELINSKI: I would like to move that the second resolution honoring Don
Russell alsoc be moved. Thank you.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Is there a Second to that? Several Seconds.
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RESOLUTIONS: (Continued)

MR. BLUM: 1I'd just like to ask Mr. Zelinski, why he's making this resolution,
at this time, when Mr. Don Russell received this honor gquite a few months ago,
or a month ago?

MR. ZELINSKI: If I may, Madam President. Thank you, Madam President. Yes,

I can answer that: #l, unfortunately, I did not find out about it until after
the last meeting, and secondly, Mr. Russell is one of my good constituents, and
I'd like to honor him. Thank you.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you. All in favor of adopting this resolution, please
say aye. Opposed? PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

(3) PROPOSED RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE WITHHOLDING OF TAXES FROM THE INTEREST
EARNED ON DIVIDENDS BY STAMFORD CITIZENS ON THEIR SAVINGS - submitted by
Rep. John Zelinski 4/18/83.

MR. ZELINSKI: Item #3, and I so move.
PRESIDENT SANTY: Is there a Second to that? Seconded. Discussion?

MR. BIAIS: I think that this issue has already been resolved by the Congress
of the United States, and that this resolution, at this time, would be untimely.

MR. DZIEZYC: Not yet, because the House of Representatives didn't pass it.

MR. ZELINSKI: Yes, Rep. Blais is partially correct. The United States Senate
has voted on a resclution by a Senator from Wisconsin to hold until 1986.
However, I spoke to Congressman McKinney's office today, and was informed that
they will be voting, the House will be voting out of their Committee on this,
on June 2nd, so this is pertinent that we vote on this tonight, and I would
hope that we get this passed. Thank you.

PRESIDENT SANTY: We need 21 people on this Floor. Please take your seats.
The Agenda is almost completed. You're noW speaking to the 3rd resolution.

MR. BLUM: I intend to vote no against this resolution because for the simple
reason, they're not exactly after that little person who might have even $10,000
in the bank who declares, who is honest enough to declare his interest: they

are after the big guy who finds shelter not to declare his interest on dividends.
Believe me, they withhold my tax on my wages, I don't see why they can’'t withhold
the interests and dividends of some of those who look for shelters: and

I intend to vote against this resolution, and I hope it goes down in the Congress.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Take your seats because we are going to put this resolution
to a vote.

MR. DeLUCA: Move the guestion.

PRESIDENT SANTY: A motion has been made to move the question. Is there a Second?
Seconded. All in favor of moving the question which is the adoption of #3
resolution, please say aye. Opposed? Will the no votes please raise their hands.
There's not enough. We're going to move the question. The question is on the

final adoption of the resolution opposing the withholding of taxes from the interest

earned on dividends by Stamford Citizens on their Savings.
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RESOLUTIONS: (Continued)

PRESIDENT SANTY: (continuing) We're going to use the machine for a vote.

If you are in favor of the resolution, vote yes. If not, vote no. Please

use your machine. Has everyone voted? The resolution is NOT ADOPTED. The
motion has failed by a vote of 13 negative, 1l affirmative. The motion is

defeated.

ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES

March 7, 1983 Regular Board Meeting - HELD

PRESIDENT SANTY: Are there any additions or corrections to the March 7th Minutes
as received in the mail?

MR. BOCCUZZI: Madam President, I make a motion that we hold these Minutes due
to the fact that all throughout the Minutes, we had a problem with the tape
or something, The problem is, Madam President, that I think somebody is going
to have to sit down with somebody and try to figure out what's been left out
to get properly before us. I think a lot of the discussion that was had, that
was pertinent to the vote, is not in there. I think maybe Annie and you, and

a few of us could probably sit down and check it out.

PRESIDENT SANTY: A motion has been made to hold the March 7th Minutes because
of the difficulty with the tape. A motion has been made and Seconded. I would
ask the Representatives to please give your attention; there's a motion to hold
the Minutes of March 7th because we did have difficultywith the tape to try to
resolve it. All in favor of holding the Minutes, please say aye. Opposed?
Minutes are being HELD so we can resolve the tape problem.

April 4, 1983 Regular Board Meeting - NOT READY

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUALS - NONE

OLD BUSINESS - NONE

NEW BUSINESS - NONE

ADJOURNMENT
MR. BLAIS: Madam Chairman, I move for adjournment.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Is there a Second for adjournment? Seconded. All in favor
of adjourning, please say aye. Meeting adjourned at 12:53 a.m. See you next

Tuesday, budget meetings.
By w‘/}h'nafﬂm

Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative fsistant
(and Recording Secretary)
APPROVED: Board of Representatives

AK
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“TA - MAY 2, 1983 REGULAR MEETING °*
4TAMFORD BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES ATTENDANCE ROSTER; 35 Present;
DS/02/83 20:= 5303 5 Absent (Dudlez galdstein,
NUMBER PRESENT = 3 35; 5 absent. Hogan, Bybnick, Signore)

Y 1 CONTI B Y i ROOS J Y 21 LIVINGSTIN J Y 31 TELINKI J
Y 2 GURDIAN G Y 12 DELUCA R Y 2 BOCCUZZI J N 32 SIGNQRE N J
Y 3 FLOUNDERS B Y 13 DEGAETANI B N 23 HOGAN J B 33 PERILLD A
Y & WIIER L Y 14 CONTI A Y 24 FRANCHINA J N2 BLAIS P
YSSHEA Y 1S TARZIA J Y 25 DZIEDYC P Y 35 RINALOT M L
Y & NCINERNEY B Y 16 WHITE W Y 25 BONNER ] N 5 RYBNICK G
Y 7 GERSHMAN E Y 17 MAIHOCK A o Y 27 DIXON H e Y 37 DONAME D
Y 8 OWENS B Y 18 GAIPA N . '8 28 GOLDSTEIN § Y 38 WIEDERLIGHT
Y 9 JACHIMCIYK D Y19 END Y 28 PERILLO & Y 39 HAE N
Y 19 STORK P Y 29 SUMERVILLE A N 3 DUDLEY J Y 48 SANTY J L
ATTENDANCE CODE: Y = Present
N = Absgsent.
Voting Code: Y = Yes
N = No
A = Abstain

. - (Dash) = Absent from the Meeting)

STAMFORD BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVESQ@S/02/83 21:53:28
VvaOTE # 1 . YES 16 NO 1S ABSTAIN @ NOTVOTING g ‘f‘
Motion to Return to Committee Fiscal #1. APPROVED 1.6 Yes, 15 No, 4 Non-Votihg
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STAMFORD BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVESQ@AS/02/83 22:15:3568

VOTE # 2 YES 21 NO 12 ABSTAIN 2 NOTVOTING A &
Motion to Approve Fiscal #5: Approved 22 Yes, 11 No, 2 Abstain.(Resolution)
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STAMFORD BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES@S/02/83 22:37:1356
VOTE # 3 YES 30 NO 4 ABSTAIN O NOTVOTING
MOTION TO RETURN TO COMMITTEE FISCAL #6; APPROVED 30 Yes, 4 No.
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STAMFORD BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES@S/02/83 23:24:45

VOTE # 4 YES 2S NO 3 ABSTAIN © NOTVOTING @
MOTION TO APPROVE. P&R ITEM #7, AS AMENDED BY GABE DelUCA; APPROVED, 29 Yes, 3 No.
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