MAL1.._19S!I
A regular meeting of the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford was
held at the Burdick Junior High School on Monday, May 1, 1950. The meetin2 was
called to order by the President, Samuel F. Pierson, at 8:15 p.m.
Rev. Almeda Vickery, of the Union

~Iemorial

0

Church, Glenbrook, gave the

invnCiltion.

Roll ~all was taken with 35 present and 5 absent. The final attendance was
37 present, 3 absent.
}Ir. Pierson then presented the minutes of the March lIIeeting. It WI\S MOVIID,
seconded and PASS~D that the minutes be accepted.

ef.IlIlQtiS
1•

,

ftllli2!!_fS8 A

John J. Hulkedp regarding the use of City property at Bedford Street and
Hoyi Street for gardening purposes.'
Mr. Pierson explained that at the Steering Committee meeting it was decided
that this be d~legated to the Commissioner of Public Works.
Helen Bromley, 20th District, said that
previous users" should be ,included. •

th~

clanse "preference be given to

Leon Staples, 7th ~istrict, ~roVIID, seconded by Robert Shepherd, 9th ~istrict,
that permission be granted, with the above provisions, a~d it was PASSIIO.
2.

f!lli t i 2!LfS9

,~lenbrook Business Associa!Jon regardinv the erection at a m!morial flagpole

on the Douglas Northrop Memorial Phygrollnd.

o

Babette RlIlIsohoff, 15th District, MOVlD that permissi.on be granted, seconded
b)' RObert Shepherd, 9th District ,
Leon Staples, 7th District, HOVh;l the motion be amended in that the flagpole
be limited to 50 feet, seconded by Helen Bromley, 20th District.
The amendment as proposed was voted and PASShD.
The motion as amended was voted and PASSED.
3·

f~li ti2!Lf~!I

-American Legion Drum and Bugle CorPs, Oscar H. Cowan Post w3 requesting permission to use Cummings Park on Wednesday evenings and Sunday afternoon for their
rehearsals.
JM1t'S N. Mulreed, lith ;listrict, HOVE.D this be classed as an emt'rgency,
seconded by IIdward J. Wojciechowski, 2nd District, and PASS~D.
James W. Harrington, 9th District, }lOVll) that permission be granted, which
was duly seconded.
Helen BrOlllley, 20th District, questioned whether or not this would interfere
with the activity at the park.
Babette Ransohoff, 15th ~istrict, said that it would be a goad policy to
consult th~ Board of Recreation before turning over an, recreational areas to
other groups. She suggested 1t be accepted subiect to the approval of the Board
of Recreation.

o

o
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Michael Wofsey, 1St District, MOV&D that the motion be amended to read
"subject to the approval of the Board of Recreation", seconded by Sewell Corkran,
18th District, and PASSED.
The mot ion, as amended, was voted and PASSED.

OOMMUI:lICAIlOI:lS
1.

f~BSQI:lI:lEL_UlB~CIOB

Concernin~

the Mental and physical requirements for appointees to t,be Super-

numarary fjre force.

Mr. Pierson stated that the Steerin~ Committee had gone over this communication and wrote to Mr. George Wise, Corporation Counsel, on April 26, 1950, requestin~ an opinion since it was the thought of the Steerin~ Committee that SectjQP
'I'll, under which aporoval is requested, no longer is pertinent in that-it is In
conflict with the merit provisions of the Charter.

o

o

, George Wise Corporatjon Counsel, in givinp, his oplnlon orally, said that in
regard to Section 'I'll of the Charter--this particular , ' quiry has created a very
serious question in his mind, and frankly whatever opinion he expressed must be
prefaced by saying it isn't free from some legal doubt. In his opinion the last
sentence in the Civil Service chapter seems, in one swooo, to do away with many
other sections;' He pointed out that Chapter 58 sets forth the various steps by
which the Board of Public Safety functions and the method by which it can act on
disciplinary matters. And then there is the section that governs the Board of
Representatives, vesting in the Board the power and T.he obliglltion, the duty to
Create an appeals board. It sets forth power to the Board of Public Safety in
such detail as what is required for an actual expUlsion from either the fire
department or police department. "It is very hard for me to wipe all that out by
merely turning a page or two and lett ing a sentenee which says that anything inconsistent or contrary to the provisions of the civil service act does not apply to
Stamford. I would rather hold that that should be construed--in trying to figure
the overall intent of the charter--that those men and women who labored to produce
this instrument, seems to Me, would not have labored so much in detail and with
such care because nowhere else in the charter is it so rrovided, so carefully and
so much in detail and apparent clarity, as those provisions that apply to the fire
department and to the oolice department. I must say t~at I would rather place
great weight to the overall intent than be inclined to read into that last sentence
of the civil service section that any orovision, unless specifically provided,
that may be contrary to the provisions of the civil service act or so inconsistent
that it fall by the wayside, and that the civil service provisions take priority.
If that premise has some merit--and I say that to rule or to express opinion-that one sentence in the charter can do away with so much bulk of the charter as
applies to many other provisions in the charter, would seem to me to be a very
drastic step, and to hold merely by an oDinion that that in fact does away with the
bulk of the charter. So, which ever way I were to exoress an ooinion, there would
be serious legal doubts as to its intent or abil i ty by any .iudication or court.
It was my thought to suggest to this board that since this is so important--since
which ever w~y an opinion is rendered will create oerhaps many problems either way
and much uncertainty either way--that we seek advice or a court so that we could
get a ,judicial determination--so thllt lit least we would be able to be guided by a
decision based on an opinion rendered by the court of law. Also, it is my su~
gestion, that very serious thought be given to the clarification of this very
point to the end that when the legislature meets in January 1951, that it be
appropriately lIII\ended. I would suggest that unt.il it is clarified that' the provisions under Chapter 58, and those orovisions ~overnin~ the Board of Represent~-

\

tives as to appeals and as to prescribin~ the regulations nnd the requirements for
supcrnu",arllries to qualify--that they should prevnil."

0

Patrick J. Hogan, loth District, asked if that meant we have no authority to
question the recent promotions in the police and fire depnrtments. He maintained
tn some instances the actions of the Board of Public SafetL werp. upheld in many
n~w appointments and new ~romotions prior to the C1Vll service, and at other times
Mr. Wise opposed it.
Mr. Wise, in replying to Nr. Hogan, made reference to an opinion he expressed
in a letter to Representative Robert G. Shepherd, dated i'larch 6,~ 1950: "I maintain that I have not be~n inconsistent. When the Board of PUblic Safety made the
dppoint",ents of SJ!1ith and Densky, and I said that those appointments or any
apDointments could not be made unless there was an appropri ation for it, they
~'ere made at a time many many months before the hiring of a personnel director.
It is my feelin~ that the mere appointments of a director doesn't mean anything.
Nothing becomes 'eff('ctive until such time as he, with the consent of the Personnel Commission, enacts rules or regulations or standards. There is nothing I
can find in the charter, until such time thilt that is done, that would prohibit
the head of any department to function in his department. If he needs another
~mployee, that is his inher~nt ri~ht to the ooeration of any particular depart",ent of a municipality. If you were to ask me if the Board of Public Safety
could do it now, my answer would be no--on the assumption thilt Mr. Weather!! has
promulgAted rules ilnd regulations, and since the anpointments come from the three
highest on the eligibility list. You have in function the set-up of your civil
service requirements. I have ruled, insofar as supernumararies are concerned,
that they must take eXilminations and be graded and appointed from the eligibility
list from the high~st three. That, in my opinion, isn't inconsistent. II
Robert Shepherd, 9th District, said there wer~ two basic points that he
still didn't think had been ~nswcred clearly: (1) Why in the period between the
effect i ve date of co~sol.id;tt ion and the present time should the appointmen ts be
permanent? Before that, if they were a year and a hillf old they were not per-

o

miln~nt?
(21 Jobs

were created by the Board of Public Saf('ty for WhlCh no appropriation
h.".d been made. As the charter nas been interoreted, this WilS prohibited without
gllinl1 throur,h the Board of Finance and the Boud of Rerres~ntatives.
<

Mr. Wise asked Mr. Shepherd if he were referring to Section 707. That section, he said, says that no extra pay could be v,iven to the same person or to the
sa'11e ,job.
Robert Shepherd said that no money should be spent for a purpose for which
no appropriation was made at the time of the budget.
Louise Seeley, 1st District, stating that the opinion of the COrPoration
Counsel. insofar as what the law states in our town. is the one which carries,
went on to say that Chapter 73, regarding the "'erit system. was added to the
charter in lqq7. All of the sections of the charter which rpfer to the Board of
Public Safety, Board of Appeals, and Board of Representatives were completed in
19q5: They were part of the original structure of the charter. Chapter 73 was
put in in the SPriDg of 19q7 wi th a "savi nR" clause. This is only one of the many
places in which Chapter 73 is inconsistent with other nrovisions because it was .
not a part of the original charter. Section qlq was put in in the same way--at
~he en~ of a p:opo~ed s~ction ~f the state constitution.
She felt that anything
lnconslstent WI th the two sectlons doesn't count. The second thing, HI'S. Seeley
said, W'lS the matter of Section 707 in which it stiltes very clearly tbat "no
.
illlowancc or compens~.t ion in add i t ion to the salary or compensation prescribed in
the appropriation shall be naid ... ". There ., \ctually was no appropriation for

o

o

o
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those two officers in the police department. In November the Bo~rd of Public
Safety went to the Board of Finance and asked for a transfer. Two policemen had
.been appropriated for twice io the Budget last June--once in the police department
~nd also for parking meters.
From the first of June to the first of January they
were charged to the police department, and there was an unexpended ' balance i~ the
parkin~ meters.
In November the Board of Public Safety, or the Mayor, went to the
Board of Finance and asked for the transfer of that fund to pay for the salaries
of these two policemen. The Board of Finance Rever did ~pprove it, so that in. the
balance appropriations as of January first, there was quite a large balance in the
parking meters consisting of the une~ended salaries of those tWO policemen that
had been paid for out of the policemen sa1~ry appropriation. We suggested to the
Mayor that he use some of this for the repair of parting meters. However, in
January the Finance Department discovered it made a very bad mistake and that the
two policemen should have been charged against parking meters. So, the salaries
IIntil the first of July to the first of January, were correctly cbarged to the
parking meters account. The intent of Section 707 was not to prevent .promotions,
but if new positions were created, it was to give the new fiscal bodies the privilege of passing on the increased pay for any newly created offices. Mrs. Seeley
further considered that Section 707 was violated and thought it was the intent
that the last "savings" clause in the civil service cbapter nullifies all of those
provisions in the cbarter that have to do with personnel.
Mr. Pierson said that until such time as this is tested in the courts, the
Corporation Counsel's opinion will be the one upon which we will rule.
Michael Wolsey asked the Corporation Counsel: "Do we or do we not have the
right to establish such rules as we wish regardless of the opinion of the Corporation Counsel to the matter?" For an example, he pointed out, suppose the opinion
of the Board did not ~gree with the opinion of the Corporation COllnse1 on a
specific issue •••
Mr. Wise replied: "The best that anyone can do is to attempt to get an honest
and unbiased inception of the law. If the Board feels that they would like to have
some judicial action in any way they see fit, and I speak for the record, I h~ve no
personal feelings whatsoever. I respect anyone's opinion whether contrary to mine
or not, and I will endeavor to solve a question as I honestly see the answer. It
may be wrong--I only weigh the pros and cons of the whole thing. There is no personal 'feelings insofar as I am concerned of 1\ny action the Board lI\ay want to take
in opposing, or following, or disregarding. I do think, however, that it a situati~n arises--and I speak for the office--whereby any opinion ren~ered by the Corporation Counsel can be subject to all sorts of questions and doubts and hesitations, then it does not lead itself to an orderly fUnctioning of a lI\unicipAlity.
Nll.tunlly, there is difference of opinion. You have judges of our supreme court
splitting on decisions. When I render an opinion to the Board on any question
whatsoever, that is as I honestly see it--As God is my judge--as I honestly see it
unbiased and unpredicated.

o

Kich~l Wofsey, 1st District, said that perhaps his question had been misinterpreted, since there was no question in his mind as to the validity of the
opiniOn or opinjons rendered by the Corporation Counsel. He made reference to the
various . discussions and c1auses 'regarding the merit system which had been bro~ght
before the Board and said he would feel happier tor the opportllni ty to discuss thM
with greater detail in perhaps a smaller meeting where the various opinions could
be sub.!ected to scrutiny. He thou~ht that perhaps at the moment it ought not to
be l~id down as ~n absolute ruling. He 1\sked specific~lly whether the opinion of
the CorPoration Counsel as stated was necessarily "bindinR in 1\11 matters relating
to the actions ot the BOard" •

..•

Mr, ~ise made reference to the qualifications as submitted for the aporoval
of the Board noting that there was no personal conflict between the Personnel
Director and the Board excE'pt to arrive at a fair set of stanc!ard~ • • HIi ,quqt'i!d
from ' the Charter that portion which outlines the duties of the Corporation Counsel. and. in replying to Mr. Wofsey said that if there was an honest difference of
opinion. he would say the question will never be answe~ed by an opinion. lie noted
that some day there would probably be something of sufficient importance to test
it and there would be a 10n~ drawn out leg'll contest. He thought that could be
elimin'lted "by a group such as has been suggested to remove those inconsistencies.
That is only a m'ltter of months because the Gener'll Assembly meets next January.
and there will be no controversial issues on the amt'ndment., Which ever wayan
opinion is rendered. it is bound to create a dqubt whet~et; it is right or wrong".

o

John L. Ca~eron. 20th District. gave his opinion on 'the matter, He said he
thought it would be a very dangerous procedure if we ask the Coroor ... tion Counsel
for an opinion ...nd after getting it. question ft. If we ask for an opinion, gel
it. and then proceed to do something exactly "the opposite, he could hardly see how
we could expect the COrtloration Counsel to defend the Boarlf. It any member of the
Board questions the opinion of tht' Corpora~ion Counsel, then it is up to that member to start the judic ... tion to get it settled. Once we hod the opinion of th e
Corporation Counsel, he didn't think the ti~e should be spent asking whether it is
correct or not. He recommended that in asking for an opinion of the Corporation
Counsel in most things, the matter should be referred to the Legislative and Rules
Committee tO,confer with the Corporation Counsel, and then get the opinion.
Mich ...e1 Laureno. 3rd District, pointed out that the l~st paragraph in the
merit system is l~w, and that the intent of the men who promoted the merit system
was ~s deI1n1te as those who f0rmu1ated the forepart of the Chartp.r.
Mr. Pi~rson asked if anyone hp.d any comments concernine the qualific~tions
submitted by Mr. Weathers, the Personnel Director. At this point he read the
entire let~er, consisting of three pages of qualifications, mental and physical,
for supernuPlararies of the Fire Department.

o

ilS

Hichae1 Wofsey, 1st District. t.fOVI!.D that we adopt the guali fic'lt ions,
by Daniel Miller, 16th District.

second~d

James Hu1reed, ~th District, stated that he did not believe ...nyone at the
meeting was ~ualified to state whether those conditions are necess ... ry. He gave an
eX'lMple of a Man now on the police force who would not be able to meet the qualifications, but pointed out that that person is "one of the finest cops we have
ever had".
Stephen Kelly, 12th District. thought if we had to live up to all those qualifications, we wouldn't have 'lny police or firemen.
Babette Ransohoff, 15th District, MOVbD th ... t ~Ir. Weathers be allowed to speak
to the ~roup to explain how these qualifications were 'lrrived at. It Wi\S
seconded and PASSbD.
Mr. Weathers, the Personnel Director, stated that the 9ua1ificatio~s were
ad6pted from · the National AssociatIon of Police and Fire Surgeons and Medical
Directors of Civil Service Commission of the United States and Medical and Physical Standards for Members of the Police and Fire Dep ...rtments ...rtopted at the Fourth
Annual Convention of the Association, Grand Rapids, Michigan, October 6 and 7,1925.
Hr. Mu1reed:

Is it possible that a man could not meet these qualifications and
still be appointed?

0
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Mr. Weathers:

The man who could meet these qUalifications would be the most
satisfactory.

Mr. Wofsey:

Are these in effect in other cities?

Mr. Wellthers:

I believe they have been adopted by other cities, but I do not
know whicb ones.

HI's. Bromley:

Do you think there would be any young .men who could meet these
requirements?

Mr •. Weathers:

I think we will

Mr. Harrington:

~et

enough applications to meet our needs.

Are there any clauses to include, veterans?

Nr. Weathers:

They must also meet the physir.a1 requirements.

Mr. Kelly:

There are some veterans who did not comn1ete their
education before the war, would that bar them?

Weathers:

Men who Joined the armed forces before the completion of their
high school education who have since returned and received the
equivalent o! a high school diploma, are accepted.

Mr.

CaJtI~ron :

May I ask if the Chief of the Fire Department knows about these
rules?

Mr. Weathers:

I have not taken them up with the Fire Department.
them up with the Board of Public Safety.

Hr. Cameron:

If we table it 30 days, would it hinder you?

Mr. Weathers:

Yes.

Mr. Wofsey:

If these qualifications should cause some difficulty or m",ke it impossible to get enough candidates, can the Personnel Commission
modify them?

Mr. Weathers:

If this Board will give us the

Mr. Connors:

Why wasn't this taken up with the fire chipf?

Mr. Weathers:

It was a matter of time. It had to be rushed to
ing Committee on Mond~y night.

!ir. Lockwood:

Do you still have an

Mr. Weathers:

There is a list of 19.
more men.

Hr. Kaminski:

I always understood under the civil service that men who have been
working for the city two years couldn't be fired, unless there was
a definite reason. Are you going to have them examined again?

Weathers:

No. These qualifications do not affect any oresent members of the
Fire Department.

Mr. ScltreUa:

Do you mind if an amendment was made that some of the requirements
could be waived wherever necessary?

Mr. Weathers:

No.

~lr.

o

school
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hi~h

I have taken

We would like to train these men by July 1st.

ri~ht.

eli~ibility

~et

to the Steer-

list of supernumararies?

The 56 hour week makes a need for 15

Leon C. Staples, 7th District, s~oke in favor of , the qualifications. He sugthey be referred to a committee for r~view and report, with as little
delay as possible •
~ested

.J

~"

,

:zoo
James Hulreed, 4th District, made the amendment that the matter be referred
to the Health and Safety Committee for approval, and that action be deferred
until the meeting in June, seconded by John Cameron, :zoth District.

o

Michael Wofsey, 1St District, pointed out that if we are ready, we should
act at the prorosed meeting of May loth.
Sewell Corkran, 18th District, said that we ou~ht to amend the motion so
that we are assured sufficient men under these strict requirements.
Michael Wofsey asked ;\r. Hulreed if he would agree to putting the matter on
the calendar for Hay loth.
James Mulreed

re~lied

only if the committee will be ready to submit a report.

Babette Ransohoff, 15th District, spoke a~ainst the amendment, as setting a
precedent. She felt the matter was a technical one to be decided by the
Personnel Director and the Commission.
William Adriance, 18th District,

~greed.

Patrick Hogan, loth District, pointed out that when you have such strict
qu'tlifications for any ,iob or position, arbitrary action might possibly be
engaged.
George Lockwood, 14th District, said he didn't see where the need was so
urgent since we already have 19 supernumararies.
John Cameron, :zoth District, said he saw nothing wronp, with the procedure in
referring anything that comes in to one of our committees. He said that probably
they are not as well equipped to set up standards as others, but certainly it is
reasonable to send the recommendations to them before they come to the Board.
He thought, in this particular iustance, the Committee was better equipped to
make recommendations than perhaps other members of the Board.

0

Babette Ransohoff withdrew her objection.
The motion that we adopt the qualifications which was AMEND~D to refer the
matter to the Health and Safety Committee for approval. and that action be deferred until the meeting in June or the nroposed meeting of Hay loth, provided the
Co1!lll1ittee was ready to give a report, was voted and PASS~D •.
R~EQRISJQE_OOMMlIIE~S

Ei§~~l_QQmmitt~~

Louise T. Seeley, Chairman, read the report of the Fiscal Committee, copy
of which is attached.
Louise T. Seeley, 1st District, HOVED that the transfer of $350.00, as
recommended by the Board of Finance from Account No',' 41:zG Snow Remov~l to Account
No. 300.5, Telephone, Mayor's Office, be approved, seconded by RObert Shepherd.
It was voted and PASSED.
AQ2Qi~lm~~1§_QQmmil1~~

Daniel Hiller, Chairman, read a report of the Committee regarding the recommendation of the Hayor tha~~ M. Hone. be reappointed for a three year term
to serve on the PUblic Welfare Commission. The Committee reported that Mr. Lione
was qualified, and a vote was taken by b.llot. Result: 35 in favor - 1 opposed.

0

o

201
Daniel Hiller, Chairman, read a second report regarding names sUbmitted for
consideration to serve on the Board of Representatives to fill the 17th District
vacancy. The names were: Harold R. Clark, Hilda Clarke, and Robert S. Frisbie.
Mr. Miller said tbe committee examIned the qualifications of each of these candidates and felt Hrs. Hilda Clarke the most ably qualified to fill the vacancy, and
recommended that she be approved. The report was not signed by Geor~e W. Lockwood
and George W. Connors, both members of the Appointments Committee.
George W. Lockwood said be did not sign the report because he felt that no
one candidate was more qualified than the other.
George W. Connors said he felt the same as
did not sirn the report .

~ r.

Lockwood, and for that reason

James W. Harrington. 9th District. nominated Mr. Robert S. Frisbie.
nomination was seconded.
John Cameron, 20th District, nominated Hrs. Hilda Clarke.
was seconded.

The

The nomination

John Cameron, 20th District, HOVeD that nominations be closed, seconded and
CARRU.D.
Walter F. Seely, speaking in favor of Hilda Clarke, said he felt obliged to
go along with the 17th District Republican Club and also the town committee.

o

Hunt Sutherland, 17th District, MOVED that nominations be reopened, whicb
was duly seconded. There was a rising vote, by James Mulreed, and the motion was
DEFEATED.
The balloting for the two nominated candidates was:
:31
Hilda Clarke _ RObert Frisbie 16
resulting in the approval, by majority, of Mrs. Hilda Clarke as Representative of
the 17th District to fill the vacancy created by the resi~nation of Jeanette
t. Bell.
Michael Wofsey moved there be a five minute recess ; duly seconded and PASSED.
The meeting was again called to order by the President at 10:20 p.m.
f~onini-ln~_Z2niQf-Q2mmi!!~~

Josepb Zdanowicz, newly elected chairman of the Planning and Zoning Committee
gave his report. He MOVED that KengsiPKton Road and Sanford laae be accepted as
public highways, duly seconded, · voted and PASSED. Hts Committee felt that further
study was required of Lawtg n Av~ in order that the new members of the Committee
might be able to give a recommendation.

o

Hunt Sutherland, 17th District, MOveD that Lawton Ayenne be accepted. He
pointed out that it was prepared acceptable to' the old town st~ndards a yeat ago.
The owner of that road has to oil it while the City is making UP its mind. In
Au~ust or September the Planning Board had its inspector go out and accept it.
Through a confusion in the maps the Planning Board asked us to accept the 200
feet because that is whaT Mr. Tuttle SPecified. "He told me personally that it
was his intention to approve the whole 700 feet". Mr. Sutherland said he tbought
it was time the owners and pe01lle living on it had it accepted. He explained tbey
were not getting mail service and that the road is becominR dilapidated.

,
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James Mulreed, ~th !listrict, seconded the motion "because I think this thing
has been hangin~ fire too long. It was our intention to ap~rove of the . road in
its, entirety and to accept it in its entirety".

,

o

Joseph Zdanowicz, Chairman of the Planning and Zoning Committee, read some
"official notes" given to him by Sherman Hoyt, the former Chairma\1 of the Committee, as to why Lawton Avenue should not be accepted at this time. He pointed out
that the grade on the steep hill on that road was 19 percent. According to the
rules and regulations of the Planning Board, "the grade shall be no more than 12
per cent". He said he felt that UP until the time the I1rade is improved to 12
per cent, the road should not be accepted.
Mr. Pierson asked Mr. Zd~nowicz whether the former town also required 12 per
cent, to which Mr. Zdanowicz answered they did.
Ralph Nau, 19th District, said that was the grade Hr. Bromfield 'gave Mr.
Hickey when he blasted the road down. lie said he thought it was a crime that the
man who owns the road had to pay the town to di~ up his own road. He said we
told him if we oiled it, we would accept it.
The exac~ portion of the road still to be accepted waE questioned and Mr.
Pierson read a letter from the Planning Board dated February 17, 1950, which
stated "we now request that the entire portion of this road be accepted".
Catherine Cleary, a member of the Planning and Zoning Committee, brought
out that at the meeting of the Committee, Lawton Avenue was discussed to some
extent, but there were" some members who were not familiar with the part now up
for acceptance. The members that were familiar with it, and who had been over
it, felt that the steep grade and the siding was not up to specifications for
acceptance by this Board. Inasmuch as it is up to the Committee to really give
the mMter some thought and study, it was felt that one month should be left to
defer it so the Committee could go over it with the new members. The road
apparently has not been oiled lately, she said, and it does not have the coat of
asphalt as required in the specifications. Also, Mrs. Cleary noted, there is no
turn-around at the end of the road.

o

Patrick Scarella, 3rd District, said he was trying to base it according to
the rules of the town government, however, it was already pointed out that the
grade is not up to standards set by that government.
Hunt Sutherland, 17th :listrict, said that he had a letter from Hr. Bromfield
certifying the portion of Lawton Avenue shown on Town Clerk's map N33B~, from Lot
No.6, westerly'to the eFd of the road, is in a position where the town government ~uuld have oiled the road.
James Mulreed, 4th District, reminded the Board that when we acted in the
accepta.nce of Lawton Avenue we did discuss the fIlct that there was no turn-around
at the end of the street, and that at that time Mr. Hickey hoped to continue the
street, and therefore a turn-around was not necessary.
James W. Harrington, 9th District, said that in view of the f~t that there
were members who have not had a chance to see the road, he thought the recommendation of the Committee should be adopted and the motion should not be carried.
A vote was taken on the original motion and it was D~F~AT~D.
Busr~BSS_Q~_IH~_CALE~OAB

lobert Shepherd, 9th District, said he wanted to make a few remarks regarding business on the calendar in connection with the accePtance of streets. He
said he had occasion to compare two streets--nne in Darien, and one 1n Strunford--

o
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that were contracted over the same period of ti~e. One is a hilly sided terrain
in Darien, and the other a flat piece in Stamford. Whereas the road in Sta~ford
is full of holes, the Darien street does not have one single breRk. He said it
was his oDinion that so~ethin~ should be done by this Board and its Committee to
investigate either our requirenlents or our future handling of streets so that
this situation does not happen a~ain. lie said that he belongs to several or~an
izations which iruclude a lot of ~e~bers of the Fairlawn Corporation, and he has
been ashamed to explain that half of the streets that are accepted are built in
accordance with city specifications. He thou~ht it a disgrace to have an adjoining cO!ll!llunity doing a much better job.

.-

•

RObert Shepherd, 9th ~istrict, MOVhD that the Planning and Zoning Committee
be requested to examine the performance bond covering the construction of•.seaton
Road and Standish Road to see whether the contractor is not responsible for reconstruction, duly seconded.
Catherine Cleary of the Planning and Zoning Committee, said she thoroughly
agreed with Mr. Shepherd, and it was for that reason the Committee hesitated in
making a recOllllllendation on Lawton Avenue. She pointed out that after a road is
once accepted, there isn't very much that can be done about it in the event it
is not in good condition. In that connection, she mentioned an earlier letter
from Mayor Barrett in which he suggested that roads be accepted only between
June 1st and September 30th, at which time the roads could be conditioned properly.
She reasoned that we should not take these bad risks.

o

Joseph Zdanowicz, Chairman of the Planning and Zonin~ Committee, said he
thought that Hr. Shepherd's point was ver'!! good and that the Planning Board had
the same idea since they were requiring in the approval of plans, in writing, a
form of bond for the road so that it is in concurrence with the Planning Board.
He said the Planning Board is the headquarters--that is one of their regulations.
He also l'Ient ioned that h~ hoped the rules and requhtions of that Board could be
read before the Representatives for the benefit of all.
Michael Laureno, 3rd ~istrict, 'l'Jc:stioned the comparison made by
Thf' road in Darien hAS only abOllt IS h,mes, as cOJllllAred to the one in
~here there are about ~oo families.
He thought that in fairness, Mr.
builder of the roads, should appear at a meeting and tell his story.
that ~Ir. Leeds would like to defend himself in this matter •
• 0

else.

Mr. Shepherd.
Stamford
Leeds, the
He SAid

•

RObert Shepherd said he w~s not making a criticism of F~irlawn, or anyone
His intention was to see this condition does not happen again.

patrick Ho~an, loth District, pointed Ollt that UrsulA Pl:ice, which was
accepted two months ago, is not passable.
•
The original motion as made by Mr. Shepherd was voted and
Robprt Shepherd, 9th
accepted;
•

o

~istrict, MOVh~

that the

followin~

PASS~D.

Resolution be

BII IT RhSOLVbD BY THh BOARD OF £fuPRhSENTATIVI:.S that the Board of
Representatives assures the Commissioner of Public works and the
City hn~ineer of our complete support in seeing that new streets
Are built accordine to Planning Bo~rd specifications; further,
that the Commissioner of Public iiorks i!.Dd the City Engineer make
certain that the specifications for Sti!.lllford ro~ds in th~
reR"lat;oDs call tor at least as good construction as our
neighboring communities.

\

The MOtion was seconded by

~dward

J. Wojciechowski,

~nd

Jistrict,and PASSED.

It was HOVlD this matter be left to the Planning and Zoning
seconded and PASSED.

~ittee,

duIy

o

QRDltlAtiCES
Nr. Pierson read the following notice, published in the Stamford Advocate
on Friday, April ~1, 1950:
"The following ordinances were introduced at a meeting of the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford on April 17, 1950, by Representative Nichael
Wofsey,.and were ordered to be published.
"Notice is hereby given that these ordinances are to be acted upOn at a
meeting of the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford to be held on May
1. 1950, at 8 P.M., ~t the Burdick Junior High School."
Michael Wofsey, Chairman of the Legislative and Rules Committee, MOVED that
the ordinances be acted upon in accordance with Section 20~.1 of the Charter.
Since a copy of the ordinances was furnished to all members it would not be
necessary to read the entire ordinance.
Robert Shepherd, 9th District, seconded the motion and it was PASSED.
IAII ordinances acted upon and finally approved appear by title only.
complete copy of each ordinance is attached}.

A

~.i!lA!1&US

An ordinance concerning the descrintion of the City

fla~.

o

Michael Wofsey, 1st District, moved that the ordinance be adopted, seconded
by John Cook, 15th District, and PASSbD.
--Qrdi~~~!.U~

An ordinance providing for ?enalty for violation of any ordinance, rule or
regulation where no penalty is provided for such violation.
Daniel Miller, 16th District, MOved that the ordinance be adopted, seconded
by William Adriance, 18th District, and PASSED.

---

QIdi~~-£~!2

-An ordinance providing for bonding of officers or employees before entering
upon the duties of their respective offices or positions.
Helen Bromley, 20th District, moved that the ordinance be adopted, seconded
by Robert Shepherd, 9th District, and PASSED.
~.____~Q~rdi~~n~Ue

An ordinance concerning depositing of the body of any dead animal or fowl in
any street or public place.
Robert Shepherd, 9th District, MOved the ordinance be adopted, seconded by
Patrick Scarella, 3rd District, and PASSED.

o

o

:105
OI!U!!!!l£~~2
~

ordinance concerning distribution of advertising

Michael Wofsey, 1st District,
Michael Laureno, 3rd District,

~oved

the ordinance be

~atter.
~opted,

seconded by

Joseph Zdanowicz, 13th District, asked if this ordinance would cover the
droppinR of leaflets fro~ airplanes.
mchael Wofsey said that it would.
The ordinance was voted and

PASS~D.

__ Q[!!i!l~!l£!:~l!l

An ordinance concerninR the issuance of licenses and

pe~its,

Hichael Wofsey, 1st District, ",oved that the ordinance be
by RObert Shepherd, 9th District, and PASSbD.

generally.

~opted,

seconded

~[!!i!l~£~_hll

An ordinance concerning fumigators.

o

Daniel Miller, 16th District, ~oved that the ordinance be adopted, seconded
by Helen Peatt, 16th District, and PASSeD.
~rdl!l~~_!l.

An ordinance providing for filling in abandoned openinRs.
by

Daniel Miller, loth District, ~ved that the ordinance be adopted, seconded
19th District, and PASS~u.

~ward Ho~an,

O!!li!!ru!~_!13

~An ordinance prohibiting ~aintenance of ~osquito-breeding nuisances.

Jnmes N. Mulreed, ~th District, ~oved that the ordinance be adopted, seconded
by John Cook, 15th District, and PASSeD.
~i~£Lhl!&

An ordinance concerning
by

within the limits of the City of Stamford.

Helen Bromley, 20th District, MOVeD that the ordinance be adopted, seconded
C. Hogan, 19th District.

~ward

th~t

o

huntin~

Patrick Scarella, 3rd District, questioned Section Idl of the ordinance in
it could curtail a man from using a .22 rifle on his own property.

John Cameron, 20th District, said it was reasonable to do away with rifles
unless they are used on a rifle range or for the destruction of vernimous animals
on II. person's private property.
Walter Seely, 6th District, said it was questioned whether this ordinance
would protect a family !ro~ marauders.
Michael Wofsey, 1st District, replied that such action would not be classed
as "hunting", but any person has the right to defend his own ho~e.

,
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Robert Shepherd, 9th District, MOVED, seconded by Babette Ransohoff, 15th
District, that the ordinance be runended so that the words" .... not legally posted
by the owner •••• " contained in Section Idl
be stricken out. It was PASSED.
The motion as amended was

o

PASS~D.

---,-An ordinance prohibiting BB and air propelled rifles or
Qr!li!!!!!!!<!L~15

~isto1s.

Sewell Corkran, 18th District, opposed the ordinance, referring primarily to
the amount of enjoyment received by the use of ~ BB gun by the young people.
Hunt Sutherland, 17th District, remarked that if anyone wanted some idea of
the amount of damage that could be done by a BB gun, he should go to the corner
room of the Burdick School and see how many windows need replacing as a result ••
at $15 a window.
James Mu1reed, LIth ::listrict, confirmed Hr. Sutherland's remarks and pointed
out that the loss to the tax payers in Stamford through the use of these BB guns
is terrific. Also, there has been 105s of eye sight as a result of the BB gun.
Helen Peatt, 16th District, said that she didn't want to take any pleasure
away from children, but she favored the ordinance.
Leon Staples, 7th District, spoke in fAvor of the ordinance, as did
Wofsey, 1St District.

Mi~hae1

A vote w~s taken on the ordinance, but since it was not unanimous Hunt
Sutherland pointed out a roll call vote be taken.

o

John Cameron, 20th District, ~IOVED that the vote be made unanimous, seconded
by Edward Hogan, 19th District. It was voted and PASSlD •

.-

Qr!li n!!!!!<~_~l~
An ordinance concerning loitering of any child under 15 years of age on
streets, theaters, or other public places after 10:30 p.m.
Hunt Sutherl:lnd, 17th ilistrict, MOVE.D the ordin ance be amended to read 9 p.m.
instead of 10:30 p.m. The amendment was seconded.
John Cook, 15th ::listrict, suggested I<e use 9 o'clock E.astern Standard Time,
I<hich was accepted by Mr. Sutherland.
Leonard DeVita, 5th District, said he would like to ask each member to vote
against the ordinance. He pointed out that there is a state statute which prohibits disorde1y conduct which would give policemen adequate authority to pick up
loitering by anybody. He considers this a curfew ordinance going back at least
tl<O generations. Also, under this ordinance it is still within the power of any
policeman to bring in a child for what he himself may consider as loitering.
Helen Bromley, 20th District, agreed with Mr. DeVita. She felt that if a
child is brought in, it becomes a case for the .juvenile court. She asked why it
couldn't be handled under state statute.
James Mu1reed, LIth District, said all this ordinance does is prohibit loitering, and, he pointed out, if a policeman can't determine the difference between
loitering and travelling to the grocery store and home, he didn't belong on the
police force.

o

o
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John Cameron, 20th District, spoke

~gRinst

the ordinance.

George Lockwood, 1qth District, pointed out that it is not necessarily so,
if a child lS picked up by the police for loitering or any other crime, he
will be t~ken in ~nd given a police record. In such c~ses the juvenile officer
is immedi~tely called.
th~t

John Cameron, 20th District, HOVbD that we vote on this ordinance separately,
seconded by Michael Wofsey, 1St District, and PASSbD.
A roll call vote was taken, with the result of 9 opposed, and 25 in favor.
The motion was PASSbD.
Qn!i!!l!!!!<£

'----An ordinance providing sinRle purchases in which the expenditure is estimated
to exceed $200 to be let by sealed bids.
Babette Ransohoff, 15th District, moved that the ordinance be approved,
seconded b)' James lIarrineton, (jth District, :md PASSED.
~i!!M!<£

An ordinance concerning explosives.

o

\

Ralph Nau, 19th :listrict, NOVbD that the ordinance be adopted, seconded by
Hichael Laurena, 3rd District, and PASSbD.
0!:1i!!l!!!!<£

~ordinance concernin~ noises.

Michael \~o!sey, 1st .:listrict, HOVED the ordinance be adopted with the deletion
of the following words in Section 21h) " ... in the interest of public safety ••• ".
The section would then read: "2Ih) - Tho; erection lincluding excav~tion, demolition, alteration or repair of any building in a residential or business district)
other than between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on week days, except in
cases of necessity, and then only with permission from the Commissioner of Public
Works or his deputy."
Hr. Wofsey explained that, with the deletion of those words, he had in mind
the great number of people who do work around their own houses, could do it so
lon~·as the get permission from the Commissioner of Public Works. The public
safety aspect doesn I t enter into the question at all.
The motion was seconded by Helen Peatt, 16th District.
James HarrinRton, 9th District, read a letter from a Hr. Raywood in his district, in which he disapproved of section 2Ih).
W"lter Seely, 6th ,listrict, said this p.uap,r,,-ph means that nobody in the city
of Stamford could work any time on Sunday on his own pl,,-ce--that is considered a
noisy act.

o

Helen Bromley, 20th District, }~VbD the deletion of the entire paragraph,
seconded by patrick Scarella, 3rd District.
Robert Shepherd, 9th District, s~id it was his understanding that it would be
construed to prohibit the operation of stP.aM shovels and things of th"t sort. He
sURgested an amendment to reter it to our LE~ isl ~ tive ~nd Rules Committee to

•
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change it so it would include sterun shovels and other noises which are objectionable, duly seconded.

0

Helen Bromley, 20th District, said she didn't see why the Public Works Commissioner had to be bothered with it.
Patrick Scarella, 3rd District, said it wasn't the fact that it is a steam
shovel or anything else. First of all, he objected to the hours set in the paragraph. It is not something that pertains s~ecifically to a big construction job,
but penalizes individuals.
The amendment that the section be referred back to the Legislative and Rules
Committee for redrafting was voted and PASSED.
William Adriance, 18th District, NOThD that in section 2 (n) the words "or
any gathering where admission is charged", be inserted after "business establishment". He said that in his district there are ~icnics that go on to 2:30 in the
morning, and he thou~ht it could be controlled where admission was charged.
It was ~roposed the wording be changed to "or any gathering where admission
is charged for private gain".
~tephen Kelly, 12th )istrict, pointed out that some noises can't be helped.
lie gave as an example the operatio"s of the Connecticut Power Company at South
end, and if such noises, existinr, seven davs a week, wer~ discontinued, a lot of
peonle would be put out of work.

Patrick Scarella, 3rd ;listrict, said the hours should be extended.
to picnics, they should be extended to 10 p.m.
willirun Adriance, 18th District, MOVCD th at Section
Legislative and Rules Committee for further study.

2

In regard

In) be referred to the

D

James N. Mulreed, 11th District, HOVeD the balance of the ordinance be
approved, which was duly seconded.
Sewell Corkran, 18th District, questioned if we should pass a part of an
ordinance, or perhaps table the ~ntire ordinance.
Hichael Wofsey, 1st District, ~IOVED the entire ordinance be tabled ontil the
report of the Le~isl~tive and Rules Committee, seconded by Leonard DeVita, 5th
uistrict, and PASSeD.

<----

Qr!!i!!!!!!£!l
An ordinlince concerning smoke ab'-.f!ment.

James N. Hulreed, 11th District, said it had been pointed out to him by Ii
former member of the Mayor's committee to investigate smoke nuisances that the
ordinance as drafted here does not cover a very serious health menace--namely
g~ses which ar'! liberated 'llong wi th the smoke.
He HOVED th1!t t·lr. William Lynch
~e allowed to speak, seconded by Gporge Lockwood, l'1th District, and PASSED.
Hr. iiilliam Lynch spoke regarding the ordin:tnce as introduced.
Hr. Lynch brought out that the major smoke nuisance WilS caused by shops and
industries which burn soft and other types of co,l. The smoke of soft coal, he
said, "could be so full of the worst kinds of poisonous gases". He said the smoke
from certain kinds of coal burned by shops drifts for miles both in the city and
throughout t~e countryside. He also mentioned that in certnin neighborhoods
industries hnve l:trgp piles of soft and other type cO'll lying in the open. He

D

c
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thought th~t too should be stopped. Mr. Lynch pointed out th~t it was a good idea
to mention the building inspector in the ordin~nce, but he should be concerned
wi th the building only while under construction. After completion, the problem
should be one for the health dep~rtment.
Mr. Lynch concluded by telling the members th~t the smoke problem is one
which is bothering every big city toda~, as well as soot ~nd ashes. It was his
opinion th~t the ordin~nce as oresented was obsolete and should be redr~fted.
John Cruneron, 20th 1listrict, rlOVIiD the ordinance be resubmitted to the
and Rules Committee, which was duly seconded and PASSED.

Le~islative

Qrgi!!JH!!;S
~

An ordinance concerning auctions and auctioneers.

Helen Bromley, 20th District, MOVED thAt the ordinance be
to put it before the Board, which was duly seconded.

o

~dopted

in order

Willi:ll1l Adriance, 18th ,Hstrict, HOVlD the ordinance be reslJbmi tted to the
Legislative and Rules Committee for further study because certain things were not
included. He said he received a letter from Mr. F••J. Moel1er, an auctioneer in
Stamford for 17 years, who suggested the City adopt a license fee of $25 for local
anctioneers and $50 for out of town auctioneers. It was pointed out that in other
cities auctioneers pay as much as $200 for an auction and have to regist~r a bond
for $500. In the past they have had a flat rate for local 'luctioneers and a
higher rate for those out of town.
In regard to Section ~ which reilds in part " ... at public auction in the City
of Stamford before 8:00 a.m. and after 6:00 p.m. of an)' day ••• " In one of the
early sections, those times do not hold if it is for an estate on order of the
court, Mr. Adriance said. On the other hand, if you have household furnishings
where 11 person is moving out of town, that will include some silverplate ~nd
china--a great many ~re held all day 10nF nnd extend into the evening. This would
m~an they couldn't sell any of the silverplate, china, or items mentioned in the
ordinance after that time.
The motion as made by Mr. Adriance was seconded by Sewell Corkran, 18th
District, and PASSbD.
Qrdi!!~!!£~
~n

ordinance

conc~rning

taxi cabs.

Michael WOfsey, Chairman of the Legislative and Rules Committee, said that
since the advertising of this ordinance he rcceive~ ~ communication from the Public
Utilities Commission. Mr. Wofsey read the letter to the Board and MOVbD that the
ordinance be again referred to the Legisl~tive and Rules Committp.e for further
action with the Public Utiliti~s Commission. Seconded by Sewell Corkran, 18th
ilistrict, and PASSED.

o

George Lockwood, l~th District, said he has also been in contact with the
Public Utilities Commission and was Riven a booklet covering the rules for taxi
c~bs.
He MOVlD the booklet be placed of file for possible future reference by
members, seconded and PASS~~.

•
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Michael
material for
that meeting
include such

Wofsey, 1St District, pointed out that we are carrying over some
action on Hay loth. If in the opinion of the Corporation Counsel
cannot be a regular meeting, it be a special meeting and that it
matters which were deferred at this meeting.

o

Michael Wofsey, 1St District, MOVED that the meeting be adjourned until May
10, 1950, at which time the budget, as well as other matters on tbe calendar, will
be discussed. The motion was seconded and PASS~D.
The meeting was adjourned at 12:20 a.m.
Respectfully SUbmitted,
Babette S. Ransohoff, Clerk

NOTeS:
Legislative and Rules Committee -

1.
2.

3.
4.
5.

Ordinance concerning
Ordinance concerning
Ordinance concerning
auctioneers.
Ordinance concerning
Letter from Frederic

noises.
smoke abatement.
auctions and
taxi-cabs.
S. Greene

Health and Safety Committee

1.

Mental and Physical requirements for
appointees to the supernwnary force of
the Fire Department.

Planning and Zoning Committee

1.

Regarding acceptance of Lawton Avenue
a public highway.
Resolution from Stamford Community
Council re housing.

2.

Fiscal Committee

1.
2.

Corpor~tion

ADpoint~ents

Counsel
Committee

~s

o

Letter from Mayor re Chemical Bank &
Trust Company.
Ltr. from Mayor regarding proposed issue
of permanent improvement bonds.

1.

Opinion as to whether the City must pay
for condeming property in the process of
establishing building lines.

).

Mayor's ltr of March 27 regarding appointments to Town Housing Authority, Board of
Recreation, Board of Taxation, Public
Welfare Commission.

o

