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May &4, 1959

The proposal to incorpcrate an jncrease in salaries for members
of the police force and provision for separate classification
in the classified service presented your Commission with its
most difficult problem.

Inherently these matters are admipistrative.and ample authority
exists in the Charter as now worded to permit the Personnel
Commission and your board to make the changes proposed, within
the limit of funds appropriated.

Where there is such apparent unanimity that something should be
done, and nothing happens, it 18 understandable that the policemen
should consider Charter Revision as the anly way to get their case
before the voters.

At the public hearing, it was apparent that many appearing were
discussing the necessity for better compensation for the police
force, a matter on:which your Commiseion is in full agreement.
There was, however, little discussion of whether a Charter
amendment 18 a proper way to.effectuate this, which is the problem
before us.

Your Commission is convinced that the salary scale of public
employees in the classified system is an administrative matter,
not. a-matter of basic law to be covered in g City Charter.
Certainly & Charter Revision Commission is not a proper body

to consider by what amount a given salary level .should be
increased. Your board has not even referred this question to us.

With reluctance and only because the administrative provisions
have operated so slowly, your Commissiom, by a unanimous vote,
places before you. far consideration an. smendment to require the
Personnel Commiasion.tq establish a separate category in the
classified system for various grades of members of the police
force. The same considerations apply, in our opinion, to the
Fire Department and we have recommended its inclusion in the
amendment.

The amendment we place before you is as follows:
Under Sec. 735 amend (1) to read: "For the classification of
all positions in the classified service and a pay plan for such
positions, with a separate classification and pay plan for the

members of the protective services, namely, the fire and police
force." :

A proposal to include a specific increase of $600 over the 1958
pay schedule in the amendment was defeated by a vote of 5 to 2.

It is our hope that before this Charter Revision Commission expires
on June 1, 1959, the Personnel Commission aund your board will
already have taken steps %o cure the situation and determine the
amount of any resulting increase so that such an amendment need
not be sumbitted to referendum.
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To summarize, your Cormission recommends the following Charter
Amendments for submission to the voters in a referendum at the time
of the next City election: -

1. An amendment to require continuance of residence in Stamford
as a2 condition te continuance in office.

2. An amendment to define the permissible political affiliation
of members of the Personnel Commission.

3. An amendment to permit referral of zoning regulation changes
to the Board of Representatives on application of the lesser
of 207% of the affected property owners or 100 where only one
zone is concerned.

4. An amendment to give the Board of Representatives scle power
to appropriate funds for duly authorized investigations by
the board. 7

5. An amendment to require separate classification of the
Protective Services within the classified service.

We await your further instructions.

Respectfully submitted,

JAMES N. MULREED, CHAIRMAN
JOHN L. CAMERON LOTUS MILLS, SECRETARY
FRANK J. D'ANDREA MONROE SILVERMAN
PATRICK J. FORTUNATO  JULIUS M. WILENSKY

MR. RHOADES: "We are experimenting with che Home Rule Bill (Public Act No. 463, of
General Assembly Session of 1957). As we have said before, the State is watching us,
Jim Mulreed, Cal Raiteri and Lotus Mills have mentioned very frequently that the
rest of the State has come before the Legislature, as usual, with their Charter
changes. In some cases the Legislature refused-to consider them and in other cases
they did, but we arz pioneering here and a litctle uncertain as to how to proceed. 1t
seems obvious, however, at this point that what happens is, that someone should move
that this item be aosproved by cthe Board, in which case we will then notify che Town
Clerk that this should be pur on the machine at the next election. This should be
part of the motion. 1If that is done here tonight by a simple majority vote, then it
will be done.

"We have also h2re u reply from the Corporation Counsel to a question which was
directed to him by Mr. Macrides in regard to the powers of cthe Charter Revision Com-
mission. The reply would seem co indicace thar the Charter Revision Commission
doesn't have very great powers - at leasc chey do not have the power to reject items
which we send up to them. But, we are not coancerned with that macter. How many are
there, Mr. Macrides!"

MR. MACRIDES: "at least 5 or & items."

4187 3
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MR. RHOADES: 'We are concerned only with the =-- we have passed them already. The
Charter Revision Commission. has now approved them. 'They have returned them to us,
roughly in the same form in which we sent them to: them. This item which Mr. Macrides
now presents is one of them. The Chair feels that the proper procedure would be for
Mr. Macrides (or anyone else) to make a motion that this-Board approve that item and
request the Town Clerk to placenit on the voting machinas at the next Municipal
Election.”

Re: Paragrﬁgh (1) in report of the Charter Revision Commission dated April 6, 1959:

(Concerning residence in Stamford as requisite for continuance in office,
either elective or appointive) :

MR. RHOADES: '"Ladies and gentlemen; the item which makes it mandatory for a person
who wishes to remain on'a City Board in Stamford, to also remain a resident of the
City of Stamfoxd."

MR. HUIZINGA: "I am highly in favor of this amendment to Section 706 of the Charter.
However, one or the things that I think we are trying to do ie to clarify beyond a
question of a doubt, If a resident office holder in the City of Stamford moves out
of the City, what defines residence? - I might: have' my residence here, for imstance,
and bacause of this Section 706, and because I:want to remain on the Board, I will
not sell my residence until my term has expired, but T will move to another section
of the state and rent my house. I will keep my residence here just so that I can
remain on the Board. That is the thing that we are trying to avoid."”

MR, MACRIDES: "I think that what Mr. Huizinga is getting into is the area of the
difference between "RESIDENCE‘ and 'DOMICILE'. I think that if the word 'domicile'
were used, there would be a lot of difficulty, but in terms of resident elector, as
it is used, I think it positively would mean physical residence within the City. I
don't think that what Mr. Huizinga cited as an example of still continuing to own a
residence, will fulfill that requirement. I think that you will have to actually
reside in the city."

MR. DEFOREST called attention to a mistake in the Charter Revision Commission report
in paragraph (1) 5th line where it refers to "Iown" of Stamford instead of "City" of
Stamford.

It was agreed that this word should be changed from "Town" to "City" by motiom of
Mr. DeForesc, duly seconded and CARRIED unanimously.

Re: Changes made by Board of Representatives after submission by Charter Revision

Commission

MR. RHOADES: "It has been pointed cut to the President that if changes are made by
this Board, it then has to returm to the Charter Revision Commission and another
public hearing has to be held. This is contained in the language of the Home Rule
Bill.

"A correction of a typographical error does not have to be done by motion. It can

merely be done by a stroke of the pen. The President would suggest that someone

make that correction between here and the voting machine. However, the Chair is

golng to RULE that the motion has been withdrawn and that the vote on it is to be

stricken out, Decause he does not believe it is the intention of Mr. DeForest to re-

turn this matter to the Commission and hold another public hearing. TIs that correct, -
Mr. DeForest?" }
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MR. DEFOREST: "Yes.®™" Mr. DeForest's motion was withdrawn.

(14 TREY
VOTE taken on sending on to the Town Clerk the matter contained in paragraph (1) of
the Charter Revisiou Commission report - "Concerning residence in Stamford as requisite
for continuance in office} either elective or appointive." CARRIED unanimously.

MR. MACRIDES: "Now, I run into & problem. The next i.t'_em contained in the report is
one of the items which hds'been rejected by the Commission. I might suggest that I
skip this item and go on to the other itean which they have approved."

It was agreed that this would be done.

MR, MACRIDES read paragraph (3) of the report of thie Charter Revision Commission:

 Political affiliation of members of Personnel Commission - (Amendment to Sec. 731
of Charter) R

MR. MACRIDES MOVED for approval of the following wording, as submitted by the Charter
Revision Commission. Seconded by Mr. Fortunmato and CARRIED unanimously:

Amend tbe . second sentence of sub-Bection (e) of Sec. 731 to
read as follows:

"The other two members of the Commission shall be' known to be

in sympathy with the merit principle as applied to civil service,
shall not be members of the same political party, shall neither
hold nor be a candidate for any other political office or pasition
and shzll not be a member of any local, state or national committee
of a political party or an officer in any political partisan club
or organizacion.”

Proposed changes to Zoning and Planning Board referrals to the Board of Representarives
(See paragrapb (5) of Charter Revision Commission report)

MR. MACRIDES: "The proposed amendment is to amend Section 553.2."

MR. MACRIDES MOVED for approval of the following, as submitted by the Charter Re-
vision Commission. Seconded by Mrs. Zuckert and CARRIED unanimously:r

To amend Section 553.2 of the Charter as follows:

3y changing the third from the last sentence of said section

o read: "The number of signatures required on any such written
petition shall be one hundred or 207 of the owners of privately
gwned land within 500 feet of the area so zoned, whichever is
Least, if the proposed amendment applies to cnly one zone."

Proposal to add a Section 206 to Charter - To give the Board of Representatives
power to appropriate funds for investigations authorized under provisions of
Section 204.2 o the Charter

MR. MACRIDES MDVED for approval of the following, as submitted by the Charter Re-~
vision Commission. Seconded by Mr. Geronimo.

Sec. 206 - Funds for Investigation.

The Board of Representatives shall have authority, by a two-thirds vote
3049 of its entire membership, to incur any expenses which it deems necessary
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or advisable, in connection with any investigation authoriged under
Sec, 204.2 of this Charter, Expenses so incurred shall be paid by the
Department of Finance gn warrant.issued hy the Mayor and countersigned
by the clerk of the Board of Representatives. The Board.of Representa-
tives may, by @ two-thirds votg of.its entire membership, appropriate
funds to cover expenses incurred pursuant to this section without
request for such appropriation by any dfficer of any department: of the
Stamford govermment other than the Board of Representatives.

MR. RHOADES: "This is the item about which a question was raised by the Corporation
Counsel, representing the Mayor at the public hearing. The gist of his statement
being that it might leave some future Board with an open hand in regard to appropri-

a tions which might be misused. Thera is no indication that this Board would ever do
such a thing." y

MR. TOPPING asked if there would be any limitation on any particular smount of monmey
that could be appropriated under this Section.

MR, RHOADES: "There is none."

MR. TOPPING asked 1if this would have any effect on the limit of the amount of bonds
that could be appropriated.

MR. RHOADES: "This was the suggestion that Mr. Cushing (Corporation Counsel) made.
Here again, if any amendment is made, it will have to be: returned to the Commission
and go through the formal course again."

MR. ROCHE said if a limit were placed on the amount, it would emasculaye the whole
P“rpoae .

MR. BAKER MOVED the QUESTION.

MR. RHOADES: "“Excuse me, gentlemen. Mr. Di Sesa (Assistant Corporation Counsel) is
making this comment, which I am sure you will all be interested in, particularly you,
Mr. Macrides - that we should not be taking final action on these tomight, 1f we
intend to make any changes or any amendments - that the whole thing has to be sent
back to the Charter Revision Commission. The Chair does not follow his reasoning,
but Mr. DiSesa is here tonight and is the Acting Corporation Counsel. We would be
glad to have him express anm opinion on it. We are cperating under a deadline, too,
that our own resolution expires......"

MR. MACRIDES: "It expires insofar as the report is concernmed - it doesn't actually
expire."

MR. RHOADES: "So if we do not act toaight, it does not necessarily mean we will be
unable to act." :

Mr. DiSesa was requested to give an interpretation of the provisions of the Home Rule
Act.

MR. DISESA: "This is my point. You are operating not only under your own resolution,
(Resolution No. 278 adopted June 2, 1958 - see page 1945 of Minutes) but you are also
operating under, of course, what was Public Act No. 465 which is now Section 7191 of

our General Statutes, and you must, of course, comply with the requirements of the
Statute.

"Now, what the Statute says is this: It says that (and I will skip and just get to
the point where you are now) after the Charter Revision Commission has submitted its
report to your Board, you then, under the Statute, have 30 days in which to hold a
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public hearing on the report, which you have done. It then states that you shall
then, within 15 days after such public hearing, make recommendatibns to the Charter
Revision Commission, for such changes in such report as it deems desirable. Provided,
that if no such recommendations are made within such 15 dayu, the report of the
Charter Revision Commission shall’ be deemed final.'

"Now, the report of the Commission shall only be fipal, if you make no changes at- all
in the report. You are acting here now on the re?ort, not on the amendments.

"The Statute then goes on to say: That 1£ you do make recommendations or any changes,
the Commission shall confer with the appointing autho¥ity concerning any recommenda-
tions so made’ and may amend any provisions of the proposed Charter amendment (or
amendments) in a:cordance therew:l.l:h. Or, the Commission may re ject such recommenda-
tinns. ; {3

"In either cdse, the Commission shall make 1ts final report within 30 days after
receiving such recommendations.

“"Therefore, if you are going to make any recommendatioms at all, you have to refer
the ENTIRE report back to the Charter Revision Commission - not for a. public hearing,
but for consultation first with VYou and then & final report by them.

"Then, you will have an additional 15 days after their final report to either approve
or reject the proposed amendments.

"Now, if you're not going to be making any changes tonjight or any recommendations,
then perhaps you might consider the report as final. However, if you make: any
recommendations at all, the Statute does require that it go back to the Ghaztex;
Revision Commission = t:hat: is, the report ftsel £, and nol: any partinular amendment.

"So, therefore, if there are going to be any recommendations you should first go...

MR. RHOADES: "All right. We can determine chat. Mr. DiSesa we ARE operating under
a deadline which is the life of the Comission. Under our resolution, tbe Commission
was originally set up with an expiration date of June--------- "

MR. MACRIDES: “June 29th."
MR. RHOADES: "---== ----June 29th, 1959."

Note: Se2 Resolution No. 278, page 1945 of Minutes
" of June 2, 1958 meéting.

MR. RHOADES: "However, we would have to, under our own resolution, terminate all of
this business before the 29th of June."

MR. DISESA: '"Well, you would have to do that anyhow. You nuw only have one more 30
day waiting period. Theén, of course, you could act the very next day if you so wished.”

MR. RHOADES: "Let's ask this question, particularly because I think that any suggestions
along that line would probably have to come from Mr. Macrides. Do you intend to make
any suggestions for chaages?" ,

MR. MACRIDES: "Yes, I do."

MR. RHOADES: "Consequently, perbaps we had better just stop where we are, on the
advice of Counsel, and proceed to wbatever changes that Mr. Macrides has to suggest,
and, we will follow the advice of Counsel -- and L{f these suggestions of Mr. Macrides
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are adopted, we will return the whole report, to the Charter Revision Commission for B
a joiot meeting wiitk at least a part of our Board, for further consideration. 2 :

"Mf. Macrides - 'sqppo'ae we desist ré;:m _this." p‘!'l.:oce:_ld‘nre. and go back to the 1rems where
you can suggest either changes or returning the item to the Commission for further
congideration."

MR. MACRIDES: "I taink -- my feeling is that with the report that we heye hed -- with
the interpretation of the Charter that we bave had, from the Corporation Counsel, and
cur resclution, that the Cherter Revision Commission acted illegally in rejecting the
several pmvisioua which it did: re:jecﬁ. My feeling is that. these should be sent back
to the Charter Revision Comiaaion. We have already indicated our interest in the
passage of thase things by vote of at least 27 members, and I think that they should
all go back to the Charter Revision Commission for further action by them.....along
the lines of the action that they have already taken on the existing provisions.

"So I would therefore MOVE et this point that tha Charter Revision Commission re-
jections be sent back to them." Seconded by Mr. Murphy.

MR. RHDADES: "Briefly, Mr. mér‘ida_a,'_what-, ARE: .'I:h.e items? The members most certeinly
cannot vote on such a measure without knowing what they are voting on."

MB. MACRIDES: “The point I am making is that they have ALREADY voted on these matters
by & vote of at least 27."

MR. RHOADES: "That is correct, but will yovu po:i.fj_l: out which items were re jected?”

MR. MA.CRIDES; ‘"Pirst of all was the language in .S_eétion 401 which has to do with the Al | ";
Mayor's powers to remove the Corporatiom Counsel, or to remove any appointive Depart- |
ment Head." i

MR. RHOADES: "That item was rejected by the Charter Revision Commission."

MR. MACRIDES: "The second was the amendment that certain provisions in Chapter 50 to
give continuity to the membership of the Board of Public Safety.”

MR. RHOADRS: '"Yes."

MR, NOLAN: "Well - I'm just wondering. According to the way I would read the report
of the Corporation Counsel.......that they (the Charter Revision Commission) didn'c
act within their legal rights. They were supposed to draft a Charter change and
they didn’t do it. So, I am wondering if this amounts to a change. They didn't send
us on what they properly should have sent us on."

MR. RHOADES: "It would certainoly require a conference of the Commission and of our
Charter Revision Committee, which would, we assume, represent the Board in this
matter,!

MR. NOLAN: "According to this - I don't think that we have to vote on it or anyching
else, as long as they haven't acted in the proper fashion."

MR. RHOADES: '"Perhaps that is a very simple way, Mr. Macrides, in which this whole

thing can be done. If we merely move to return the veport to them and then ask for —

a joint meeting with our Charter Revision Committee, representing the appointing ik
authority, and the Charter Revision Commission. Perhaps it can then be worked cut in B
such a conference. It is called for anyway in the Bill. Mr. DiSesa, does that sound

like a reasonable way in which to handle thia? If we vqcé merely to return this and

ask for a joint meeting.... You see, the point is ~ it is not a matter of change.
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They have rejected certain items. Now, according to the Corporation Counsel in his
interpretation of the law, they did not have the right to do-so. We, therefore wish
to work that matter out." T G a
MR. DIBESA: "It fs a case where you could make- recommendation to the Commission for
such changé’ 18 slich’ repott,” Iff you Vant’ to?change: the' report) you' would' have to ask
thed to téinsert’ those! {teds’ whichy they’ have refatted =~ T°thifik you hight run into
more problems than'ydu'would bé 'mé'i}aly making a' request, ot making a ‘recommendition
for .chanse..“»? ey g r.f ~ Fird ‘ "-fﬂ-; ey e DR H g 8 : - | - T
A x ad.oey =] i B 1 RE-TER el I = B
MR. RHOADES: "I see. All right - let's try this one: Suppose we pass a motion that
the items stricken out by the Chhrter’ Bevision Commission be’restored?’ Thia repre-
gents a change in their report. This, would then requirs, without any request on
our part - and it could-even be set'up between the Charter Revision Committee and
the Charter Revision Commisasions--«to work out the language'of items thus to be re=-
stored.  Would that-do=it, Mr. DiSesal" ta )
— ey T 1

MR. DISESA: "I think- thatpiobabiy, at-this point] would'be’the hest Bolution. "I
won't predict what the legality of the procedure would be." :

v = (M A ¥ s niiy g rin IR Lt | :
MR. RHOADES: "We understand that perfectly well. But, what we are trying to find
here tonight, without spending a lot of time reading sll of these items,' as’to how
we can bring the thing back from the conflict between the two groups. And, this
appears to be the simplest way to do it. If we move to restore the items deleted
by the Charter Revision Commission, this automatically would call for a conferéhce
and would have to come back to us again.”

MR. CONNORS: '"Mr. Chairman. In other worda, if we submit the Charter revisionsito
the Charter Revision Commission, and they reject any - in other words, we submit
seven and they reject three -" L ‘ 1HITETAM

MR. RHOADES: “They can't reject thei; Mgi Confors."
MR. CONNORS: "What are they supposed to do?"

MR. RHOADES: "That's a very good question. Mr. Macrides and myself have discussed
this matter a great many times over the telephone ir the last month or so, and the
President feels exactly as you - it seems to leave the Charter Revision Commission
with very little except a title."

MR. CONNORS: "Then why do we have a Charter Revision Commission at all?"

MR. RHOADES: "This is just weak language in the Home Rule Act itself. These things
seem fo always be writ:ten that way."

MR. RHOADES: "Mr. Macrides, Mr. DiSesa (Assistant Corporation Counsel) has made this
suggestion, which is another amendment to the motion we are trying to get Here:

That we do not specify the Charter Revision Committee, so there can be an inter-
pretation as-to whether there has to be a joifht meeting of the whole Board or not.
The language is a little ambiguous there too. Maybe it means the Charter Revision
Committee and maybe it means the whole Boaxd." j

MR. MACRIDES: "I think that you will find that that restores the original language.™
MR. RAOADES: "Then suppose you make & try at a motion, Mr. Macrides."

MR. MACRIDES: "f would MOVE that the Board recommend that the Charter Revision Com-
mission take into account all of the proposed amendments that had originally been
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referred to the Charter Revision Comiuion and enact same."

Seconded by Mr. Murphy. _ E

MR. WILENSKY: "I'm in favor of shortening this up, but T think we re doiug something
wrong when this has nof:been:approved, 'I;m tha:l:en D,evis*gnl Commission. spent a lot
of time and. did a lot ggfmeauga_ging pri.o,r to,the writing af t.h:l.s report. I'll
grant you that the Board'of szreuntativam had 27 votes: in, favor of every; one of
these amendments (to the Charter), But, I.doubt if 1t would get 27 votes on all of
them again if they were carefully considered. Now, the shot gun approach obviates
the consideration of l:hem, one by one, on their merit:s." _

MR. RHOADES:; "'rhcy wﬂ:L abviously hnve tnge,vm;ed gn again;h,ere éveul:uall?. even if
we paostpone it. for; anol:he;_pnnl:h; o fnwW CATOEET. 21 ie 23 Nardle

2O T9B ARV A
MR. WILENSKY: "Yes, but to: turn them back.now = you; are- sayi.ng to l:hen l:hat: they have
to come back with l:he sort of language which;would put them,on, the; referendum,!'

MB. REDADES: "This is the ruling of the (‘.orpéraution cduhsel "

MR. WILENSKY: "We are perfectly 11abler to) tora: down any one of them. 7"
- b Y A

MR. B.HDAnES: "No - that is not con:ecr.. No a:l.r. You n:e unt: nt liberny tn turn down
any of them." . 3 - SIITG o7 s e s e

o o /| .'Q‘,IA
MR. WILENSKY: "We have to act on them all?"
. ot brn —
MR, RHOADES: "That is correct. You.cannot send back none - you haye to send back
all. This is the ruling of the Corporation Counsel.' . ..., Qoo .

MR. MACRIDES: '"We can vote them down after they come back to us."

MR. CONNORS: "Is it a 'quesl:ion of how many votes you need here tonight om each of
these itema?"

RHDADES: "We have nothing to vote on l:nniéhl::"
MR. CONNORS: "Then, in other words, Mr. Macrides is just veading them tomight?"

MR. RHOADES: "That's correct. The Chair is responsible, partly, for this situationm,
although he thinks that the people who wrote the Act were the ones who were really
responsible for it.

"It appears now, according to Mr., DiSesa's ruling, which certainly is correct, that
we have no business voting on these items if we do not intend to accept the whole
thing just as it is. If we are going to make any suggestions whatever, or changes

in the. whole report, it then has to go back to the Charter Revision Commission for

a joint meeting with the Board or the Charter Revision Committee, as the case may be.,"

MR. HUIZINGA: "Mr. President, I think that the simplest way to handle this whole
situation, if I understand correctly what Mr. Wilensky is saying-~---. We are voting
on something here and we might not get the same number of votes. -I don't think this
is properly before us. I am hoping that this motion will be withdrawm. I think that
the simplest way to resolve this whole matter is this - that che thing was given to
the Commission. They didn't act legally, according to the interpretation of the
Corporation Coungel, in bringing to us this report that they did bring. So, that re-
port has now been made and is a matter of record. So, why can't the Board, before ]

taking any action on anything tonight, just forget che whole matter - and take no
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action tonight and at our next meeting, have them come in and bring the report which
they are legally compelled to bring in?"

MR, MACRIDES: "This is the earlier suggnsl:ion madé by Mr., Nolan and at that time Mr.
DiSesa said that this would paerhaps compl:lcatg things. AL

MR. HUIZINGA: "Well, if we take no action whatscever on the report which you have
made so far is withdrawn, then it atands exactly as it doed whén it was first put be-
fore us, does it not?"

MR. MACRIDES: "That's where the complication comes in...,."

MR. RHOADES: "Mr. Macrides, if we took no action tonight., If we authorize our Charter
Revision Committee to meet with the Charter Rsvision Commission to straighten out

this whole business. If we took no action tonight add merely poal:poned it until the
June meeting, would anything..i...”

MR. MACRIDES: 'Then we are running afoul of one particular provision - one that re-
quires such action within 15 days after public hearing."

MR. RHOADES: "Co, it appears, Mr. Huizinga, that wa have to return this to the Charter
Revigion Comi.ssion - we have no choice.”

MR. BAKER asked if Mr, Macrides motion had been seconded. He was told it had been
seconded by Mr. mrphy.

MR. BAEKER: "Thenm; I'Il speak .to the motion., I think we- should refer this back to

the Charter Revision Commission, together with a copy of the Corporation Counsel's
ruling, so that they might comsider it in the light of his ruling. This is not takiag
action on the report. It is merely*referring itiback l:o them. "

P FLT(T

MR, MACRIDES: "This is exactly what Mr. Huizinga said."

MR. MACRIDES: "I think here again that you are running into one other complication -
the fact that the Charter Revision Commission'is supposed to have reported back to
us by tonight. If you say tuat you have no report then you are im trouble there also."

MR. RHOADES: "The suggestion which Mr. DiSesa made previously seems like a reasomable
one, if anything is reasonable here tonight. That is, that this Board merely vote to
restore the deleted items and this automatically sends the report back to the Charter
Revision Commission and calls for a joint meeting. That is just a simple motion that
the deleted item be restored be made here tonight by this Board, which will satisfy

the 15 day law, keep it from beiag automatically all being accepted by our failure to
act, It is just a simple motion to restore the deleted items, which will automatically
produce a general conference."

MR. NOLAN: "1'll make that motion."

MR. RHOADES: "All previcus motions are hereby withdrawn, and all previous votes
having been cancelled, MR. NOLAN MOVES that we restore the deleted items in this
report."

Seconded by Mr. Kolich.

MR. FORTUNATO said the Commission wanted any recommendations of thz Board,

MR. RHOADES said there would be a joint conference on that, in regard to the deleted
items.
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VOTE taken on Mr. Nolan's motion. CABRIED unanimously.

51k ¥ " R |
MR. MACRIDES MOVED to delegate to the Charter Revision Committee full authority to £
act for the Board of Representatives. oY T

Seconded by Mr. Nolan and CARRIED unanimously.

URBAN REDEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE: ., - . it

MR. NOLAN recommended that two additional members be added to this Committee as
follows: and so MDVED. Seconded by Mr, Russell and CARRIED unanimously:

MR. EDWARD P. WYNN, JR. (Democrat)
MB. ELLIS B. BAKER (Republican) . _

MR. MACRIDES asked that the Board go back to the ldst item in the report from the
Charter Revision Commission in ordexr to complete their reporl: which was considered
previously. 8 i

MR, MACRIDES MOVED that the following particular amendmet;t: be dropped. Seconded by
Mr. Kolich and CARRIED unanimously: rdsry ; g

Under Sec. 735 amend (1) to read: "For the classification of all
positions in the classified service and a pay plam for such .

positions, with a separate classification and pay plan for the

members of the protective services, namely; the fire and police vtk 5 i _ 3
force, okzatmnd iasal ol e [+
Re: First item considered in report of the: ex :B‘gvi's:l.'on Golimian;:l.'bn conce;.'nin -

regsidence in Stamford as reguinite gor continuance in office. either elective or
appointive.

MR. MACRIDES MDVED that this be APPROVED with the following recormended wording, which
motion was duly seconded and CARRIED unanimously:

(1) To make it clear that continued residence in Stamford is generally
a requisite for continuance in office, elective or appeintive,
it is recommended that Section 706 of the Charter be amended to

read:

Sec. 706 Qualifications,

Every person elected or apppinted to office shall be and remain
a resident elector of the City of Stamford and if such officer
shall cease to be such a resident elector his office shall be
deemed vacant, except in such specific cases as the Board of
Representatives may suspend this requirement for appointive
offices.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUALS:
MR. RHOADES: "Almost all of this has been covered already; except that we have re-
ceived today a letter from the League of Women Voters which has been referred to

the Fiscal Committee, favoring reassessment - the money in the budget for reassess- . g
ment.

"We also have received a letter from Senator Raiteri on the Planning and Zoning Bill.
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Mr. Baker = do you have that letter? This was, in effect, a B"@lijl*w_tgich'goufd with-
draw.all the decisions of local plannera completely.. We have Ajrecgji’yed a very complete

answer from Mr. Raiteri, which I think should be'read.”™  °"

[P

ot

MB. RHOADES read Mr. Raiteri's Iétter, which stated that Mr. Raiteri had made inquiries
about this Bill and if it were passed it would completely eliminate all Planning &
Zoning Boards and also void any regulations adopted by these Boards. This would mean
that Stamford would' thei® operatie nder™ thefprovisions of the General Statutes instead
of its own Planning & Zbning Boardw.' *ThHe“letter further stated that Mr. Raiteri was
opposing this Bill and had reason to believe that the Bill would not be pasged.

OLD BUSINESS §
MH. BLOIS brought up the matter of neglected cemeteries. He read from the Gemeral
Statutes, 350. Bec.l. on Care of Cemeteries by Cities and Towns. It was explained
that this matter was still in the hands of the Committee and a report would be forth-
coming in thg?fqg_ar futﬁ:‘t‘:te.ﬂ a

b3 . e 4 R —.<L-1_,‘.’.;

e
NEW BUSINESS

Re: Bill No. 163 - An Act Providing for Publication of Municipal Ordinances and
Special Acts X . e

" Yo R iFA LN 3
MR. BARER spoke in regard to the above Bill. He said this-Bill was no Ehreat to
Stamford, as we already comply with the provisions. ‘

Re: Invasion in Building Trades by members of Police and Fire Departmenta

MR. GERONIMD: "It has been brought to my attention by many of my friends end associates
in the Stamford Building Trade, the subject matter with which they are deeply concerned.
If it is allowed to continue it can become a serious threat to their livelihood. 1In
view of the limited amount of work, there is an invasion and competition, not only

in the field of the building trades, but also in other forms of local employment.

These fields are being invaded by members of our Police and Fire Departments on

their off duty time on a competitive bidding hasis. If thid is allowed to continue, it
will be a serious threat."

Mr. Geronimo MOVED that this be referred to the Personnel Committee. Seconded by Mr.
Nolan.

MR. KETCHAM said he believed in free enterprise and chat it is the right of each
individual to do as he sees fit. However, he said from what Mr. Geronimo has presented,
it indicates unijue working conditions whereby some of the municipal employees can

take advantage of certain opportunities and would recommend that this be looked into.

VOTE taken on Mr. Geronimo's motion. CARRIED.

10th Anniversay of Board of Representatives:

MR. RHODADES: "This is the 10th anniversary of this Board. Steve Kelly and George
Connors have been on it for ten years. It is a long. long time. There are other
members present and one or two who are absent who have served for four terms, some
for two and some for only a couple of months, The City of Stamford has been very
fortunate indeed in the caliber of the men who have served on this Board.

"The President tpok the trouble to go back through the records of the past tem years
to observe the mumes of people who have served on this Board. They are a very
_distinguished conpany.
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"There may have been some doubt among the people at the time of Consolidation when a
40 man Board of Representatives was set up. There were some who said that it couldm't
be dome, but it has been done and very successfully indeed and we have the 'right to he
proud - proud of the fact that we serve long hours with no pay for no return except
the satisfaction of knowing that wa are doing a good Job for the c:lty of ﬂtmfnrd. 1
believe that we have a right to be proud."

At the time of Adjournment, Mra. Zuckert and Hrs. Enmr served the Board mmboro wit.h
refreshments in honor of the 10th Anniversary of the Board.

ADJOURNMENT :
Upon MOTION, duly eeconded and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourmed at 11:10 P:M.
Respectfully submitted,

Velma Farrell, Executive Secretary
APPROVED:

~ " Norton Rhoades, President
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