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PRESIDENT SANTY: What happens on the Board, Mr. Boccuzzi, and I have been on
many of these appeals, is the decision is made that day. The Board goes in and
~makes their decision.

MR. BOCCUZZI: Within the five days?
PRESIDENT SANTY: As soon as the appeal is made and an appeal is heard by the
Appeals Board, a decision is made at that meeting in private session, -they come

back.

MR. BOCCUZZI: That's what I mean. He got five days to make his appeal, but
when does the Board hear it?

PRESIDENT SANTY: They make the decision on the day that they hear it. Yes.

MR. BOCCUZZI: Within the five days?

PRESIDENT SANTY: Yes. It's when the Appeals Board can set-up a meeting.

When they can have the meeting, and usually I would say that it's withing

two weeks. We have one pending now for the next couple-of weeks. It's not
within the five days. They can appeal and as soon as the group can get together;
that's the dead-line at this purpose when you can get the Mayor, the President
of the Board, and the Chairman of the Board of Finance, and another member there.
MRS. HAWE: That wasn't part of my motion but I'm sure you could amend it.

MR. BOCCUZZI: Could we amend that to say, "within 30 days after the appeal
is received?"

PRESIDENT SANTY: Would you like to inject "30 days" there? Two weeks, 30
days, what do you think, Marie?

MRS. HAWE: I don't know. I've never sat-in on any of these and don't know
really the workings of it, but that would seem reasonable to me, 30 days.

PRESIDENT SANTY: I know it's within the 30-day period.
MR. BOCCUZZI: I wouldn't like it to be drawn out.

PRESIDENT SANTY: It never has on the Boards that I've served on, but
you can put the 30-day limit then? we'll add that. Is there a Second

to add the 30~day limit?

MRS. HAWE: Where it says the, "Board of Contract Appeals, shall proceed within
a reasonable time," we'll say, "shall proceed within 30 days."

PRESIDENT SANTY: Shall proceed within 30 days. There's a Second to that.
Any other discussion?

MRS. GUROIAN: I would like it repeated again because I didn't quite get all
of it.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Fine. We're on page 47, Section 5-80-85. Mrs. Hawe, do
you want to repeat that motion?
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MRS. HAWE: I'd like to change that section to read as follows, and there are
several changes in it so I'll just read the whole thing. "Within five days

after the conditional award of a bid, any unsuccessful bidder may appeal such
conditional award by filing written objections and the reasons for such objections
with the Mayor. The Mayor, the President of the Board of Representatives, the
Chairman of the Board of Finance, the Commissicner of Finance,as a Board of
Contract Appeals shall proceed within 30 days to hear such appeal and sustain

or deny it. In the event the appeal is sustained by the Board, it shall order
the rejection of any and all bids and the readvertising of the subject matter

of the conditional bid award which shall thereupon be deemed rescinded,"

PRESIDENT SANTY: That is the motion. Any other discussion?
MRS. GUROIAN: Can she just repeat the last sentence?
PRESIDENT SANTY: The last sentence, Mrs. Hawe.

MRS. HAWE: "In the event the appeal is sustained by the Board, it shall order
the rejection of any and all bids and the readvertising of the subject matter
of the conditional bid award which shall thereupon be deemed rescinded."

MRS. CONTI: I would like to ask what is the difference between the language,
"conditional award" and "acceptance" and why are we changing from acceptance
to conditional award?

PRESIDENT SANTY: I think Mrs. Hawe stressed that. Do you want to repeat that,
Mrs, Hawe?

MRS. HAWE: According to Corporation Counsel, the word, "acceptance" has vested
legal implications. In otherwords, if the word "acceptance" is written in the
Charter, and scmeone is awarded a bid and then an unsuccessful bidder appeals
through this Board of Contract Appeals, and his appeal is sustained, then the
person who is given the bid, with this word, "acceptance" in there, can take
the City to Court. However, if the word, "conditional award of a bid" is put
in there, the City is safer on legal ground until such time as this Board of
Contract Appeals makes its decision; as long as this word, "conditional" is in
there, it doesn't tie the City in.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you. Mrs. Guroian, do you have any further debate?

MRS. GUROIAN: If I followed it correctly, she's eliminating all reference to
a Board of Representatives having any representation on this Body?

PRESIDENT SANTY: WNo, the President of this Board is always a member of this
Body which is currently the procedure.

MRS. GUROIAN: O.K.

MR. DelUCA: Move the guestion.

PRESIDENT SANTY: A motion has been made. A Second to meve the guestion.
Seconded. A&ll in favor of moving the question, please say aye. Opposed?

We'll move right te a machine vote on Mrs. Hawe's motion. Has everyone voted?
The motion has PASSED 23 affirmative, 2 abstentions, and 1 not-voting.
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MR. LIVINGSTON: Madam President, we're on page 48, 49, page 50 has been
deleted. Page 51 has been deleted, page 52 has been deleted, page 53 has been
deleted, page 54 has been deleted, parts of page 55 has been deleted, a small
portion of page 56 has been deleted.

MR. DeLUCA: Page 56, Sec. 5, that's the only section we have. I'd like to
delete the words, "the Majority leader, the Minority leader and the Standing
Committee Chairpersons of said Boacd." This would be in keeping with our own
Board of Representative rules as far as who can reguest an opinion from the
Corporation Counsel. That's my motion.

PRESIDENT SANTY: The motion is to eliminate, "the Majority leader, the Minority
Leader and the Standing Committee Chairpersons of said Board." We're on page 56,
second sentence, section 5-80-113. Is there a Second to that motion? Seconded.
Any discussion? 2 .

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I don't agree even though it is our practice to follow all of
these matters through the President of the Board, I do think that it's a good
protection to have just in case there are any other members who want to get

an opinion through. I think it's a good protection. I think we ought to keep it
in. We put it in about four years ago, Madam President, I'm sure you remember,
just for that reason, and I really think it should be retained. 1It's just

common practice and courtesy to funnel it through the Chair.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Any other speakers? We'll move right to a machine vote, and

its on the motion made by Mr. Deluca to delete, "the Majority leader, the Minority
leader and the Standing Committee Chairpersons of said Board." Has everyone voted?
The motion LOST 2 affirmative, 22 negative, 1 abstaining and 1 not-voting.

MR. DUDLEY: I happen to miss one page. I apologize. Page 55, under section
5-80-111 Qualifications: "No person shall be eligible for the Office of
Corporation Counsel," and I would like to reinstate, "unless that person

is a member in good standing of the Connecticut Bar and has been in active
practice of his profession in Connecticut for at least five years."

PRESIDENT SANTY: There's a motion made and Seconded to reinstate those words
that were eliminated by the Commission. Any discussion?

MRS. GERSHMAN: Thank you. I don't see why we have to have, "in Connecticut.”
I'd like to delete the words, "in Connecticut."

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. Dudley, you may speak to your motion. You're speaking
against Mr. Dudley's motion.

MR. DUDLEY: My rationale behind that is #l, somecne can be a member of the
Connecticut Bar, and could be out-of-state as well; Could be a member of another
Bar as well. I would like to see somebody from the City, but being realistic
about it, it opens up a wider area covering the State of Connecticut and I think
that someone should be well-versed in the City politics and the way the City
operates in the City of Stamford, and somebody from out-of-state would not have
that knowledge, and I think they should have the knowledge of the State of
Connecticut.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you.

£3
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MRS. McINERNEY: Yes, I think that Jim is right. The Corporation Counsel

often has to go and defend both the Charter and have a good knowledge of the
Connecticut State laws, and I would like to see this retained or approved as
suggested by Mr. Dudley.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you.

MR. WHITE: I would disagree. I would think that many times you would want to
get a Corporation Counsel (inaudible) to scmeone who is not necessary an active
professionalist, an active practice of his profession here in Stamford, In fact,
I'd like to see Corporation Counsels appointed, guite frankly, who are not in
practice here in Stamford, and possibly not in practice here in Connecticut.

I think-one of the great problems here in Corporation Counsels may be that,
unfortunately, don't forget, they're part-time people; they go back to their
profession here in Stamford, an awful lot of conflicts-of-interest involved.
There are an awful lot of questions in terms of where their true loyalties may
lie. I don't have to pursue this, but I think we understand such. I think one
of the real problems here in Stamford with the Corporation Counsel is two-fold:
#1, we do not have full-time Corporation Counsels, and we do not have them under
contract. I'd like to see about 10 Corporation Counsels under five-year contracts
working full-time for the City, paid anywhere, say from $75,000 to $100,000 a
year, and then you would really have a law department that would start pressing
the interest of the community full-time without having to worry whether or not
their practice is going to be hurt because they're jacking-up some developf£¥ .
arocund town here. I think this may be, perhaps, a step in the right direction
where we can start looking outside of people whoogre in active practice here

in town, and in Connecticut. I would be in favorpcontinuing this deletion, in
fact, I would be in favor of really redoing this whole section at some future
date.

I think the problem is now that we have a Law Department that is organized
along a one-horse basis. We talk about the fact that we are a big town,
unfortunately, that we're a big city, unfortunately, but some how or other,
we are attempted to get along with a law department that is organized really
on a one-horse basis that we use everytime it goes into court.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you, Mr. White,
MR. DeLUCA: I pass.

MRS. McINERNEY: Yes, I don't believe the motion was that the person would have
been in active practice of his profession in Stamford, Connecticut for at least
five-years. I must be a little bit confused. I thought the motion was in
Connecticut, not Stamford, Connecticut. The other point is we couldn't hire

a lawyer who practices in New York unless he also was allowed to practice in
the State of Connecticut. He would not be able to defend the City. I,
personally, would like to see somebody who has the expertise and the knowledge
of practicing within the State for at least five years.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you. Any other speakers?

MR. DUDLEY: If I may just clarify, I would like to change exactly what I said
for clarification purposes. "No person whall be eligible for the Office of
Corporation Counsel unless that person is a member in good standing of the
Connecticut Bar and has been active in their practice in Connecticut for at
least five years."
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MRS. GERSHMAN: I, too, would like to clarify my statement; we live too close

to New York. Many lawyers are licensed to practice in Connecticut, but they

do also practice in New York. The good, sound citizens of Stamford, but not
practicing in Connecticut which is too close to New York.

PRESIDENT SANTY: There being no further speakers, we'll move right to a

machine vote on Mr. Dudley's motion. Please use your machine. Has everyone
voted? The motion is DEFEATED 10 affirmative, 15 negative and 1 not-voting.

MRS. SAXE: I would like to move that we put the Labor Negotiator under the
aegis of the Law Department. Thank you.

PRESIDENT SANTY: You're on page 55. Where are you adding that, Mrs. Saxe?
MRS. SAXE: If we have to add an additional number, it would be 5-80-115.
PRESIDENT SANTY: You are on page 567

MRS. SAXE: That is right.

PRESIDENT SANTY: There is a motion made and repeat that motion once more,

MRS. SAXE: I move that we put the Labor Negotiator under the aegis of
the Law Department.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Is there a Second to the motion? Mrs. Conti Seconded it.
Mrs. Saxe, do you want to elaborate on that?

MRS. SAXE: Yes, I would like to elaborate on it. I would like to say that
since he has to represent the municipality in many actions and proceedings,
he should have the right and the counsel in constant use and at constant hand
of the Law Department. I don't think he should be on another floor. I
don't think he should have his own department. I think he should be part of
the Law Department. Thank you.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Any other discussion?

MR. DONAHUE: ... In fact, what we are doing is reconsidering an action that we
have already taken. I don't believe this motion is in order at this time.

PRESIDENT SANTY: That's right, Mr. Deonahue. The Chair would have to agree
with your ruling, and since I have appointed Mr. Donahue as Parliamentarian,
you would have to move for reconsideration of what we have already done,
Mrs. Saxe.

MRS. SAXE: Then I so move for a reconsideration. Seconded.

PRESIDENT SANTY: What side did you vote on? Were you on the prevailing side?
It won; did you vote yes?

MRS. SAXE: I don't remember.

PRESIDENT SANTY: You don't remember. We'll have to go back and check the
voting machine.

MS. SUMMERVILLE: Could we call a Teller?

PRESIDENT SANTY: Yes,
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MS. SUMMERVILLE: They're going home, Madam President.

PRESIDENT SANTY: No, we have Mr. Stork. Mr. Stork, do you want to come up
here and assist us, please? 1Is there another Teller? Who is the assistant
Teller of the Democrats, Mr. Boccuzzi?

MR, STORK: Mr. Wiederlight and Mr. Blais.

PRESIDENT SANTY: They both have left. I would suggest that we come back

to that. . We will go ahead. For reconsideration, we will have to make sure
you're on the prevailing side. She would have to be a yes vote.

MR. LIVINGSTON: Leaving page 58, that takes us to page 59.

PRESIDENT SANTY: We were just on page 56. We're on 57. Mrs. Maihock, do you
have a question? We're on 59. We didn't go to 59 yet, Mrs. Maihock. We're on
57. Anything on 577

MR. LIVINGSTON: If there is nothing on page 58, we will go to paée 59.
PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Maihock, do you have an amendment?

MRS. MATHOCK: I'm making an amendment that the Assessor shall make a reasonable
charge for the copies of the Grand List.

PRESIDENT SANTY: What section is that going to be under? Please give the page
and the section.

MRS. MATHOCK: It comes on page 59, at the top of the page, the first paragraph;
the last section of the first paragraph.

PRESIDENT SANTY: "and a reasonable charge to be made for additional copies?”
MRS. MAIHOCK: Yes.

PRESIDENT SANTY: "Instead of one free copy," you're changing the wording?
MRS. MATHOCK: Yes.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Just read me what the wording is.

MRS. MAIHOCK: "The Assessor shall make a reasonable charge for the copies of the
Grand List."

PRESIDENT SANTY: You're eliminating, "one free copy." You're eliminating the
free copy to charge for. Is there a Second to that motion? Is there a Second?
No Second. The motion is not on the Floor.

MR. LIVINGSTON: We are on page 56. We are on page 60.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Before we go any further, I'm sorry, Mrs, Saxe, your motion
is not on the Floor. You were not on the prevailing side.

" MR. LIVINGSTON: Page 60 referes to a Transportation Department. Page 61.

There's no comments. Page 62.

PRESIDENT SANTY: We're moving right along, Mr. Livingston.

MINUTES OF SPECIAL MEETING FOR CHARTER REVISION JUNE 14, 1983 L
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PRESIDENT SA&NTY: We're on page 62. .
MR. LIVINGSTON: Page 63
PRESIDENT SANTY: Page 63.

MR. LIVINGSTON: Page 64,
PRESIDENT SANTY: Page 64.
MR. LIVINGSTON: Page 65.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Page 65. I want you to understand that these are our
recommendations. These are still coming back to us. There are several on
page 65.

MR. WHITE: Thank you, Madam President._ This is on page 63, It has to do
with the Zoning Board and Planning Board, correct?

PRESIDENT SANTY: You are on page 657
MR. WHITE: I'm on page 63. This is the Planning Board.
PRESIDENT SANTY: There's very little change on that from the original Charter.

MR. WHITE: Right. I understand, Madam President, why they didn't wish to change
the present land use apparatus. They wish, in fact, to keep the question of the
right of appeal to the Board of Representatives for land use decisions which
they consider very, very important, and of the home rule act, if, in fact, they
change it, we would lose that privilege, according to them.

But, there's a question of the Building Inspector and the Zoning Enforcement
Officer. I really wish that those two jobs would be, in fact, separated.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Do you want to make a motion, Mr. White? What page and what
section? '

MR, WHITE: I don't want to wish to make a motion, Madam President. What I wish
to do is to make a recommendation by this Board that, in fact, they seek a legal
copinion as to whether or not, the Zoning Inspector's office and the Building
Inspector's office can, in fact, be separated without violating this question

of home rule and the question of appeal to the Board of Representatives?

My point is, Madam President, that they salt the opinicons of various lawyers
here in town, various lawyers out of town; all these law firms in a day to day
‘practice.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. White, I agree with you. Would you please put that in
writing when you get through?

MRS. McINERNEY: Madam President, a point of information. Mrs. Hawe and I are
co-gpongoring a letter that was written tonight on the same subject.

MR. WHITE: My point is this, Madam President, I don't wish them necessarily to
go to lawyers here in practice. What I'm asking to do is that, in fact, they
go off to the Yale Law School, and, in fact, ask the lawyers there, experts in
the Yale School on land use law, a municipal law, and on State constitutional law,
and get an opinion from them if, in fact, it would viclate land use, it would
violate the home rule act. My point is that you are going to get an entirely
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MR. WHITE: (continuing) different opinion, and probably a much more academic
and learned opinion. Thank you.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you. Mr, White, would you just jot that down for me.
This is a recommendation that goes along with our proposal? Is this what you
are suggesting?

MR. WHITE: That's correct.

PRESIDENT SANTY: We'll have to accept that as a motion. And there is a Second.
We're dicussing that.

MRS. CONTI: Thank you, Madam President. This is more or less a point of
inquiry. Have the State Statutes been changed? I know in the past that the
State Statutes required that the Building Inspector and the Zoning Enforcement
Officer be .the same individual, and unless that has been changed, we can't -~
really do anything about it.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. White, are you knowledgeable on that? I have no idea
that it has been changed.

MR. WHITE: I believe it was changed; yes, I believe it was changed. In fact,
I think some municipalities in the area have, in fact, taken that step to
separate the two if I am not mistaken, but we can find out in terms of inquiry.
Yale University is extremely knowledgeable along these lines.

MRS. GUROIAN: I recognize what Dennie White is saying, and I share some of
his concerns especially about that particular issue, but I also would like to
remind the Board that substantial recommendations have been made to the
Commission. The Commission has something like one week in which to make all
those changes if they should so deem.

The question of the changes in land use, I think that many of us feel more than
that one issue that he has brought up should be done. It would be my feeling
that rather than burden this Commission with making all the changes that welre
proposing or whatever part of them that they chose to change, and also investigat-
ing this particular issue in the short time that they are allowed by law, is
virtually an impossibility. It would be my feeling that perhaps the next Board
should appoint a Charter Revision Commission just for the land use portion of

the Charter, and then they would have more time to go into it extensively.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. White, your motion was made and Seconded. Are you directing
that letter to the Commission with our recommendations? In the beginning of this
session, we decided that along with our recommendations, would go some rationale
behind our thinking. Is this what you want us to do? To go on further?

Remember, it is going back to the Commission for their approval, and they can
review our recommendations and it is coming back to us for final approval.

MR. WHITE: I'm in something of a guandary, Madam President. I den't want

to delay this or drag this out. My point was really more in the line of a
letter on the part of this Board to the Commission, in fact, to perhaps use
another resource, other than lawyers in private practice, to investigate this
whole question.
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PRESIDENT SANTY: That's very simple; then what we will send to_ this recommendation,
we will include in that letter, it gets approval of lawyers or some evaluation
from lawyers outside of the community.

]
MR. WHITE: Such as Yale University Law School; an academic background where they
have no direct commitment.

MRS. McINERNEY: I would like some clarification, Madam President. Just to refresh
my memory, this packet is due back to the Commission by June 22nd, am I correct,
Madam President?

PRESIDENT SANTY: Yes, Mrs. McInerney.

MRS. McINERNEY: We have to have ocur recommendations on this report back by next
week, the 22nd, next Wednesday.

PRESIDENT SANTY: It has to be in their hands on the 22nd.

MRS, McINERNEY; I assume we will be here very late this evening since we're
only on page 63.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. White, we can send a letter with a recommendation. That's
what we said we would do in the beginning. Let's go on further. That's just
a recommendation, we don't have to vote on that.

MRS. SAXE: Thank you, Madam President. I move that we remove the Public
Works Commission, the Health Commission, the Public Welfare Commission, the
Parks and Recreation Commission, and the Sewer Commission from the Charter.
Thank you.

PRESIDENT SANTY: 1Is there a Second to that motion? We're on page 63(b).
Is there a Second to that motion? Sorry, for lack of a Second, there is no
motion on the Floor.

MRS. CONTI: Are we on 65 yet?

PRESIDENT SANTY: I think we are. Mr. Livingston, where did we leave off?

-

MR. LIVINGSTON: We left off on page 65.

PRESIDENT SANTY: We're on 65 now. i

MRS. CONTI: I wish to address a point here. Under Section 6-00-9 Meetings and
Expenses: I wish to delete the very last sentence in the very last paragraph
on that page which reads, "However, subject to appropriation, the members

of the Board of Representatives may be reimbursed for out~of-pocket expenses.”
I would like to delete that.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Is there a Second to that motion. Seconded. Would you
like to address that?

MRS. CONTI: Yes, I would. We all ran for office knowing that there was no
reimbursement, no payment for our services, and to change courses in the middle
of the stream, so to speak, would not be fair.
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MRS. CONTI: (continuing) Also, if we should be reimbursed, then every other
Board and Commission member serving anywhere should also be reimbursed.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you, Mrs. Conti. Mrs. Gershman, you have another motion,
do you not?

MR. FLOUNDERS: Thank you, Madam President. I would like to move on page 62.

PRESIDENT SANTY: We have a motion on the Floor. Can we complete this first,
Mr. Flounders?

MR. FLOUNDERS: Sorry. :

PRESIDENT SANTY: We have a motion. Does anyone want to address Mrs. Conti's
motion?

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I disagree with Mrs. Conti, I do believe that subject to
appropriation that the members of the Board to be reimbursed for out-of-
pocket expenses., I really thought that they should be paid but because the
size of the Board wasn't decreased, I am not going to move that now, but I
hope that we at least keep the expenses for the 40 members.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you.

MS. SUMMERVILIE: I don't know if this is the right order but I would like to
amend the motion to state the out-of-pocket money to not exceed $1,000.00.

PRESIDENT SANTY: No, that's not proper at this time because the motion is to
delete the whole section.

MS. SUMMERVILLE: When the proper time comes.

PRESIDENT SANTY: You can be next. Any other discussion? No, we're going to
move right to Mrs. Conti's motion which is to delete that sentence, "However,
subject to appropriation, the members of the Board of Representatives may be
reimbursed..." If you agree with her motion to delete it, you vote yes. Has
everyone voted? The recommendation has PASSED 13 affirmative, 11 negative, and
2 not-voting. Ms. Summerville, you wanted to make a motion? We've deleted that
so it is out; it's not proper at this time.

MS. SUMMERVILIE: Point of information.
PRESIDENT SANTY: Yes.

MS. SUMMERVILIE: Madam President, I see now that Mrs. Gershman wants to go back,
which she has a right. Mr. Flounders wants to go back. Through the Chair to

Mr., Livingston, I think Robert's proper ruling would be that you repeat the page
twice, if there are no persons wishing to speak on that page, Madam Chairman,
that you rule that we do not deviate and keep going back because we will be here
all night if we keep going back.

PRESIDENT SANTY: This is the last time we are geing to do it. Mrs. Gershman
is first. Mr. Livingston will repeat the page, I'll repeat the page and then

we're going ahead.
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MRS. GERSHMAN: Mine is on page 64. I would like to put a cap on how many years
any one person can spend on a Board or a Commission, and to-that end, under
Section 6-00-3 (b) which is at the top of the page, at the end of it where they
talk about how the Mayor shall make nominations and how they should be appointed,
I'd like to add, "No member of a Board or Commission shall serve on the same Body
for more than two consecutive terms if the term of appointment is five years, or
three consecutive terms if the term of appointment is three years."

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Gershman, I think you are on Section 6-00-4, 1Is there
a Second to that motion? Seconded. Discussion? Mrs. Gershman, may I have that
in writing. No discussion.

MR. DONAHUE: I believe early this evening, we've already discussed something
very similar to this motion. It was elected officers; I realize that. That's
why I said it was similar to the issue, and I think the points that were raised
then are also important when deciding on this, and I do not believe this should
be accepted by this Board.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Gershman has put that under Section 6-00-3, under (a).
Actually, it would be at the bottom of page 63, Mrs. Gershman. Further discussion?

MR. WIDER: Madam Chairman, I refuse to accept the idea. We're going to
discourage people from participating in the government if they serve more than
two terms. I feel that instead of discouraging them, we should encourage them;
instead of asking them to get out if they are doing a fairly decent job, I
would say that we should encourage them to participate. I don't think we can
legislate the times when a person can be dedicated to serving.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr, Livingston, do you want to speak to this?

MR. LIVINGSTON: I agree with Mr. Wider. It is up to the voters to terminate
participation on Boards.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you. There are no other speakers. We'll move right
to the question on Mrs. Gershman's amendment. Does anyone want it read? No,
we'll go right to a vote. Has everyone voted? The motion LOST 5 affirmative,
19 negative and 2 not-voting.

MR. FLOUNDERS: Thank you, Madam President. Going back to page 62, I'd like

to move that we eliminate the deletion of the Public Works...that we delete

the Public Works Commission which is out of there. This in my judgement will

only serve to reduce the accountability of the Public Works Department. It's
counter-productive, and it will politicize it. The Parks and Recreation Commission
and the Stamford Golf Authority are the combinations of former Boards and former
Commissions. But I see no reason for a Public Works Commission and I move that

we delete it.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Is there a Second to that motion. Seconded. Do you want
to speak to that, Mrs. Maihock?

MRS. MAIHOCK: I agree with Mr. Flounders. I think that it is an unnecessary
creation. The Board of Representatives through its control of the City's purse-
strings can indirectly provide oversight and encourage efficient, accountable
management. Also, a competent Public Works Commissioner should be able to
administer his department efficiently, and effectively. It could happen that
the Public Works Commission would not have eguivalent expertise since this
department deals with engineering and technical matters, and it could be

counter-productive to the performance of the Public Works Commissioner.
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PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you, Mrs. Maihock.

MR. DONAHUE: I think the real issue here is the issue of continunity that has
been raised so often in the past, and one of my main feelings about a Public
Works Commission is that when we change Commissioners once every two years, or
thereabouts, that something be left behind to make sure the projects started
are completed, or even projectsSstarted are bequn, in some respects, so I believe
this should stay in the Charter.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you.

MR. BOCCUZZI: This happens to be one of the recommendations that ‘I made to the
Charter Revision Commission. I just feel that the way the budgets are set-up
now in the City, we no longer control what actually happens, in not only the
Public Works Department, but any department where you have the situation where
you have groups within the department, and you have a different amount of groups
under one salary line per se or whatever.

I think it's the second largest expenditure in the City of Stamford. I think

that a Commission overseeing the operations of the Public Works Department serves
more than just looking at the Public Works Commissioner. It also serves notice

on department heads within the Public Works Department that they have a job to do.
It also, at leasts, gives the people who work through the Public Works Department
someplace to go if they have some sort of a grievance. All around,it is a good
thing for the City. You're protecting one of the larger departments with a group
of people. You have continunity from one Public Works Commissioner to another.
You have the possibility of bringing the morale of the people that work in the
Public Works Department up. You don't have one individual in the Public Works
Department, and this is no reflection on any one person, who is in a place of
authority to be able to do anything or prevent anyone from within the Department,
from getting a promotion. I think it's a good check on what is going on in the
Public Works Department. It is nothing against the Commissioner of Public Works.
It's good for the whole Department. There are a lot of department heads and what-
not in the Public Works Department that feel that due to their status, they could
do things to the people who work under them, and the people who work for them have
no comeback.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Thank you, Mr. Boccuzzi. Any other speakers?

MRS. SAXE: Thank you, Madam President., I think to have a Public Works Commission
or any of the other Commissions is a reduction of the power of the Mayor, and

this Charter is supposedly structured to give the City a Mayor with power; we

are taking it away from him.

I also feel that the department heads are ‘visible to the rest of us, and, therefore,
they have to be accountable. If we put people that are not professionals on these
Commissions and ask them to do the day-to-day work of the department, it takes

away the accountability, and I think we are foolish; it's a bad business move,

and I think the Mayor and his way of appointing should be held responsible as

the Commission should be held responsible for the departments that they_ are asked to
manage. We should not be putting ourselves in a position of second guessing them
or an out. Thank you.
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MRS. GUROIAN: I think the Public Works Commission, if I remember the discussion
by the Charter Revision Commission, was put in after they decided to make the
Public Works Commissioner, Director of Public .Works, under contract. Because

he was_a professional under contract, they felt as though there should be a
Commission as an overseeing body. Since we have now decided that we revert back
to the Commissioner of Public Works as a political appointee, directly in the
Mayor's Cabinet, I don't see the purpose fara Public Works Commission any more.
It just doesn't make sense. You argued against a contract position so that the
Commissioner of Public Works would be part of the Mayor's Cabinet, part of his
team, etc., etc., and then instead of the Mayor, you put a Commission over him.
To me it just doesn't make sense; one or the other. Either have him a contract
person with a Commission or have him a public appeointee beholding to the Mayor
without the Commission.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Any other speakers?. We'll move right to the question. There

is no other speaker. We'll move right to the question. - The question is on the
motion by Mr. Flounders to eliminate the Public Works Commission on page 62.

Please use your machines; to eliminate the Public Works Commission from Appointive
Boards and Commissions. Has everyone voted? The motion has PASSED 17 affirmative,
8 negative and 1 not-voting. Mr. Livingston, what page are we on now?

MR. LIVINGSTON: We're on page 65 now, Madam President.
PRESIDENT SANTY: You have a change on 657

MR. STORK: No, I wish to make another motion. I'd like to move for adjournment
until 7:30 tomorrow night, Madam President.

PRESIDENT SANTY: There's a Second to adjourn to tomorrow night. Do you realize
that there are many people here that won't be here tomorrow night, Mr. Stork?

MS. SUMMERVILLE: I'd like to amend the motion.
PRESIDENT SANTY: Yes, Ms. Summerville.

MS. SUMMERVILLE: 1I'd like to amend it to 6 o'clock in the morning so the second
shift could come in. The ones that went home early are sleeping already.

PRESIDENT SANTY: The motion is made to adjourn to 7:30 tomorrow. It's not
debatable. You better consider that carefully when you vote this.
Ms. Summerville, you want to amend it to make it 6 o'clock tomorrow morning?

MS. SUMMERVILLE: Yes.

PRESIDENT SANTY: The motion is on the Floor to make it 6 a.m. tomorrow morning.

No Second to that amendment. The motion is not on the Floor. We're voting on

Mr. Stork's motion to adjourn to 7:30 tomorrow night bearing in mind, that there

are many people that won't be able to come here tomorrow night. Use the machine.

Has everyone voted? The motion has LOST 11 affirmative, 1l negative and 4 not-voting.
Mrs. Goldstein, you have an amendment on what page?

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: O©On page 65, this is a recommendation for the Commission to act

on., I would like them to strenghten the powers of the Health and Welfare
Commissions. I would leave it as loose at that because when I mentioned this

to several commission...

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Goldstein, proceed with the motion on page 65.
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MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I move that the Commission strenghehs the powers of the
Health and Welfare Commissions.

MRS. GUROIAN: I don't see that on page 65.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I'm adding it.

PRESIDENT SANTY: You're adding a new section?

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: No, I'm adding it as a recommendation. I don't know where
else to put it quite frankly. It should really be wherever they discuss the
Health Department; wherever they discuss the Welfare Department, but since
this is a whole section on Commissions, I think that the sentiment could be
here.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mrs. Perillo said that it would be on page 94.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: What about the Welfare Commission?

MRS. PERILLO: The next page.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: O.K., we'll wait until then.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Mr. Livingston, what page are we on now?

MR. LIVINGSTON: We'll be moving off 65 if there are no more amendments.
Page 66, page 66. Page 67, page 67 which has been deleted.

PRESIDENT SANTY: One moment. Before we go any further, Mr. DeLuca is leaving and
Mr. Flounders is leaving.

MR. LIVINGSTON: Do we still have a qdbrum, Madam President?
PRESIDENT SANTY: We're leaving off on page 66, Mr. Livingston?
MR. LIVINGSTON: I had annouhced page 67 two times. That is whera we are.

PRESIDENT SANTY: We're still on page 67, and the problem is that we are losing
people. I think we are down to just barely 21, I think at this point, I would
accept a motieon from the Floor that we recess for three minutes while Leadership
meets. I think it's very important at this time.

MRS. McINERNEY: So moved, Madam President for a three minute recess.
PRESIDENT SANTY: I please ask Leadership to come to the front of the Board.

MS. SUMMERVILLE: I'd like to tell the sergeant at arms to make sure that all
21 stay while we are meeting.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Would you please stay. Would you stay three minutes while
Leadership meets? Please ask the members to stay. We're trying to decide on
a date.

PRESIDENT SANTY: Will the meeting please come to order. I want to make sure

we have 21 members present. Would everyone please take their seats and I would
ask Mr. Stork to count heads, hands and feet. We are on page 67. A lot of the
proposals that came before us tonight were lengthly, debated proposals. We are
on page 67 now. Mr. Wider, I know you have some changes on page 67.

MR. STORK: Madam President, I count 24.
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ADJOURNMENT : ’

MRS. McINERNEY: Madam President, I'd like to make a motion at this time, to
adjourn the meeting to Friday night at 6:00 p.m. to finish the balance of the
work.

PRESIDENT SANTY: A motion has been made to adjourn this meeting until Friday,
at 6:00 p.m., and the motion has been Seconded. Do we have any problem with
that as being a Special Call of the Meeting as Parliamentarian? Do you think
another Special Call has to be initiated? We have a quorum present. It's

in order.

MRS. GUROIAN: I can't come from New York by 6 o'clock.

PRESIDENT SANTY: A motion has been made and Seconded. We can defeat it, and
then, Mrs. Gurecian, you can make another, if you would like, and make it a
later time. All in favor of adjourning until 6:00 p.m. on Friday, please

use your machine. If this is defeated, Mrs. Guroian, you can make another
motion. I remind you that the meeting is in session, and there is no smoking.
The motion is LOST. Mrs. Guroian, would you like to make a motion?

MRS. GUROIAN: I move that we adjourn to 7 o'clock on Friday.

PRESIDENT SANTY: A motion has been made by Mrs. Guroian and Seconded to adjourn
until 7:00 p.m. on Friday, the 17th. As soon as the machine is cleared, we'll
use the machine.

MR. WIDER: Madam Chairman, may I ask a question?

PRESIDENT: It's not debatable. We're going to vote as soon as the machine is
ready.

MR. WIDER: I'm not debating the question. I just want to know what is going
to be the line of communication; people have already left here?

PRESIDENT SANTY: We're going to send out a notice tomorrow morning. Please
vote on Mrs. Guroian's motion: 7:00 p.m. on Friday. Has everyone voted?
Please vote. The motion has PASSED 15 affirmative, 14 negative, 1 abstaining,
and 6 not-voting. The meeting is adjourned until 7:00 p.m. this Friday, and
fafftice will go out to all the members in the morning.

THE MEETING IS ADJOURNED AT 1:45 A.M., with the clean-up squad remaining a while.
and will be continued on FRIDAY, JUNE 17, 1983 at 7:00 P.M..
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