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t h', n<led ,; 01' that pror,r<:;:1 been .. w t anci in the pn::t 
lcs!:! of the '-IJonnt of state aid. If sueil need:; hod not bocn amply 
mot, majorlty ol courso, recoeni::tl tho JIIstne3S of 

\'lc;'/point. if s tate ald is :'!lr DO<lrd 
considers sum should be into the general revunues 
for ;;he r9lief of the Stamfold 

Fire D""a1' \:lJ;ents 

Tho service p"rfor.ued by th", volunteur 1'i .. e 
derart:ucllts and the iJublic sl.rvice rendered by thair members wl!n'lOnts 
tho continuation of the financinl su>,port by our llIunicipal itli . \;:111e 
the rec,lIcst;cd appropriations were reduced, they Vlel'e in excess 01' the 
!lIDounts appropriated during the pa s t yaar, and the following 
inciicates the changes:-

Dellto.n Fire Dept. 
New Hope nre Co. 
Long Ilj.dge Fire !:ept. 
Springdale Fire Co. 
Turn oC Riv; r Fir.:: Deilt. 

Appropr.Latcd 
1955-1956 

,17,50u.00 
21,SUU.OO 
47,SOU.Ou 
£U,OUO.OU 
£B,OOU.OO 

Re«uested 
195G-1957 

'" £4,093.30 
40,·166.52 

2<3,OOU.OO 
5:1 ,610.50 

Approved by 
Board of Finan.·e 

1956-l057 

:;; 
26,00 .... 00 
45,50u.00 
22,SOU.00 
44.000,00 

ClS7,2S0.00 

Despite the reduction of , 41,980.32 in the requested ep
pl'opriations, tho flJaount gr!inted excet!ded last year's approprictions 
by :'2:2,7S0, which e:aount should ;>rovide for th.:: reasonabl'3 needs 01' 
the volunteer fj.re comt>anies. 

Inclucied in the a;>propriation for tho) .. on; hidge Fire De
partment was .. 3S,00U rec,u1.red for the of its nen bui...ding. 
In accordance with the previolls >,olicy by tllis BOEi'd, 
this approprlat!:m was mede upon the condition thct title to th.:: 
building and the land upon whieh it is located \'IHl revert to the 
city at such time as the prewisds are no longer used cs a fire station. 

Our Doard wishes to cOiollllen<l the volunteer fire ciepcrtmants 
for their coopcration in su!:mitting annual audited !'inMcial state
ments. While the dcta \ms n"t, in every instance, llubnltted in the 
required for.u, this matte:.' will be clarifio)d beCore tlOt! next budgt!tary 
period. 

Stalllford .uuseUla 

The Board ,,1' Finance recognized tht! increal:liJd needs of the 
StlUllford .iuseum which I1rose as a result of the move to ne\"I quarters. 
Eecl!use ,," the fact that additional parsonnel "ICS thereby re"uired, 
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it 1,05 our opini.:m tht, t this buri:;ct sh ould nnt he reduced to any 
great extent duriug thJ.~ Ihll'iod 'If .rnnslt1on. lIevertheless, th .. 
conte:'-!;>J.::ted €:Apen ~ion ::If 1!ctivit1es i3 of concern to s::Iraa of our 
fllember;j • 

Your r.ttention 1s 'lgd!l directed to tha cO.lWlents mEldo in 
la:;t :i ~ o!"S letter ,If trt ll sl.littnl to Y')Ul' Dol:rd when we l')ted the 
large ey.j,l.;nditure for rer.';s of departments hous<!d outsldt of llIunicipEll 
buildiugs .nd sugS<lst;ed a !ltuciy of the ft.3s1bl.dty :If USi.lg J:;l'B Streot 
... chool for lIIunicip'al purl" s"s. "ccount 57 .... 2 IIO/lt TexaUcn Board 
was reduc<lll t,o .. 462. ;~9, wU ch reduced alllount repreneuts th~ bdance 
r~qujred for the QuraLion If th€: ~oll s e • 

.§.!:.!:£9~ht1n ~ 

r,hlle the street .I. . fohtinC "roerDlll hlls iloproved tile appear
anc~ 01' Jur city and ,,:n'!<s, r,':":ert.haless, it~ rate of increas~ has 
caused this Donrd conslderabl' concern. A sum"'ilry of nppro,>riations 
for this account f01lows:-

19::Z-l954 
19-4-1955 
1955-1956 
1956-1957 

Appropriated 

~1;;2,:;Ou.00 
15£,()()O.OO 
165,()Ou.OO 
g06,OLG.OO 

Increase 

lui ruuount has be"n appl'opr.',"1ted to l'rovld" for twelve times 
the pl.·e5ant luonthly 2vel'age billings , No furthar np,lroprl&tlons \Iill 
be uladc unle~s proposud extensions 01 the .,igllUng progr2to Ol'e sub
mitted to this Bocrd f::lr edvt'nce apprllnl of tha costs of such ex
tensions. 

(,uertar ly Allot,n"nt~ 

il;;nin, Wil I,ould call attGntl(!, to the p,·:.vi"ion!l of ciection 
~5 of th" Charter. 

Rerking Imtilcrity cnt] !;';I\'er CO!!Lllisuion 

I',hile this DoZI'd does not pos!. 'ss le:ls1IlUv~ powers, it, 
nevertheless, calls to til" attention of. ~ Jur Do! rd the fact thc:t 
the Parl;ing Authority has failed to SU:Jm,l.l for :he seco.ld consecu
tive yetr a budCet as required by Sec',ion 58lJ 01' the Charter. V,e 
\';ould also lilce to cdl to your attertlon ~hat tha Sewer Coltll4ission 
has btlen pnying saJ.eries to hired pI!L'sonne. desp:.te the f~ct thet no 
funds Iw"e been appropriated for tlL'.s l'urpc.~e fren current revenues. 

1
,-,,,, , 
I .--, "-
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Capital P)'o:lects Budc:'L!; 

A summary of th~ Copitel Proj~cts Dudget as re~uested 
and as approve,; is sot ! orth uGlow:-

Public \;<Jrl:~ 

1. ,;an1 tory Sower.s 
2. Stor~ Ur2ins 
:3. lfighr:.nys 

Total Public ',',orks Dept. 

Park Co,amission 
Deerd of t'\lllic Jafety 
Doard of ~ducation 
Hubb3rQ lI';:igilts Co.;u.~ission 
Board of lli!n.lth 
Ferguson ~lbrary 
Ih'lfnre COblouission 
"a,'lcing AuthoritY 

Requested 

.. <105,OO~' 
492,000 
26[),000 

:;1,106,000 

Z32,000 
75,OUO 

450,000 
::4,00.1 

165,0011 
20,000 

300,000 
225,475 

~,2, 757,475 

Approved Reduction 

<. 375,000 ~ 30,000 ... 
3JJ., 000 181,000 
70,000 19§!,OOO 

;.. 756,000 .. 410,000 

18:::·,:::00 148,700 
75,000 

425,000 25,000 
14,000 10,000 

105,000 
20,00\.1 
13,000 282,000 

2~5,47li 

;..1,881,775 .. 875,700 

The Commission~r of Finance, III his excellent onnlysis of 
tho city's pre::cnt and pro~"ective financial capacit~ to sustain new 
capital project~. dated January 12, 1956, indicated .. 2,000,000 as the 
amount which con be safoly expended on Capitul Prqjects durinC the 
fiscal year 1956-1957, of which bondS ..ught be issued to fin&nce 
:;1,500,000. This &oaount was, accardi.lIl1y, certifi .. d to the Planning 
Doard. 

In rC!ducin;: the al.ount requ3sted for Cnpital Prcj"cts froLl 
$2,757,475 requested to ;;1,031, ".75, this Bonl'rl dd not cons1der the 
city1s possible guaranty of bonds to be Issued by the Perking Author
ity as having to be included in, thl< .. 2,000,000 limit. These bon . s 
sh.:mlci be self :"ic;uiaatinc an" the jlroj clct is placed 111 our capital 
budget only b')C811Se bonus ~f tho Pnrking "uthority cio not appear to 
be saleable \'IJtilout the cityl s guaranty, despite the original concept 
of the I!.uthorlty. 

Deducting ;"225,'.75 from the ... 1,8BJ.,775, the »roj C!cts to be' 
financea by the citl itself \'Ioule toto! ,:~,656,:300, lEol!.v1ng Q marCin 
of ~343,700 based on the ~~ ,OOO,OOO limit. 

This ~nrg1n, Vie felt to b" necossary to elloVi for pos~iblu 
smentiUlent of the Cepital ProjJcts Budgut later to reinstate the 
Convalescent HOUle Project (v282,OOv). The appropriation roes limited 
to uoney for plens only, because our BoEru felt there Iwd not been 
sufficient stud;,r of the operation of the facility both from the point 
of view c::' costs end the <iuestion of \'/here opel'atiD!: responsibility 
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On the ~ e r,r :l!li1dS, funds I!::'Q prov!d"d to raze t.h" k'llvill.:>n 
.<: t CUlnlnlls Pp.ri:. but furd3 for a n"'l': structure are denied until the 
.!; tudi c~ beia ~"",: !4t!.du are c(I:lpleted. 

~t, . HJean and ~r. Stashenko dissented from the vote to ep
proprl ~ te ,15,OOU for IIlr1dees" in cOflJ1olction wIth the Co V" Islend 
Perk ProJ .:ct, 5u6r.estlnG thCo, tue survt:y Iolay show a .!ett~· , rather 
than tilt! ,,""SCllt bridr,ol, to be the ,"ost logicnl <leans of access t·~ 
the I ~lonti, "nd, ct tho smae tilll", creat" E hoet besin in the waters 
iopounded b~ck cf t\~e Jetty. 

The item of ,,20,Uu:.1 for beech con5truction wes reducGd 
to ;'10,000 conc,,<. sto1.r.t with the appropriation for !:e-sanding CWIlIulngs 
Par!1 b .. ach. 

The appropriation requl!sted for ll!ncsccping tipt'ingdElle 
Perk w" ,; deni"d b"c~use of fUllds ~lrec,dy ~vcill!bl'" The 30erd will 
t'ons1aer e furth"r appropriation if it is c;)nvinced of the ne.lessity 
for it afttlr the ,,;,is tine ap;lr;)pri£ tiOll h~s 1;een exhcusl,ed. 

In conn"c';ion with Chestnut Hill Perk land aCCju.l!lition, 
appl'oprilltion is aCl:in deferred pendinc d~tDlltld plen;; anu, ar,c1n, 
wi til t:, e tlto'Jght tile: t conde!llllatlon sh.:>uld be the proper proceriure 
when and if we ceterl:lin" added land to be n .. eded. 

B<lard :>1' de.lth 

Our Doard has ap,J.'oved, tha £PJlro;>ri,; tion for the ncl\' Iielli th 
BuildinG. It sUGgests, hO'''''Vlll', tilE. t b;fore 8uth.)rizlltion of the 
bonds is reque"ted, stud; be ~8de to se~ if therl! ale any oth~r 
functions which wicht be inclu1~d under :me roof to u~e tllll land 
a"Dllcbl~ Illost effectiv"ly. 

I'!el fere lJeccrtment 

I',e hGv~ a11'"od:,' cOlllmented on this. I,e reaJ.ize the urgency 
of the n"ed and have reserv<'!d 8 ~t;rgin to 811efld the Capitlll Pro.! .:cts 
Budget when th .. questions rGised ere I'o:!solvtld. 

Pt;rking Authority 

iolan~' in St!,wford felt, p"rhe!,:: um'eol1stically, thEt Cection 
592 of the Charter l~ou1d r el l evtl th" cit)' of thu ntlcessit:, -~f pl .. dging 
its credit to purchase perking lots. Our Doard, Mr. Ilogon dissenting, 
concluded thr t th" oPJlropria tion nh,~uld bl.! w>:de, since it apl'eers 
that straight rev~nue b;)nds "f our PerIling Authorit~ 81'0 not likely 
to be accepteble ill the ~arkot. \'/e would uree c.)ndeWletion, rather 
than negotiati:lI1, GS the procedure for ec<,.ulring this lend also. 
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'::here exponc1! turcs of th '. 9~"lOunt Clt-e c~ncerncd, nl. :;otl.e ted purchusus 
c~r,ll ~ t help bu t be subj tiC t Lo " 'Jes tion. even t:lough un'i",s~rv"d. 

IIicholc5 J. GOlman, Jr •• Chairman 

John iJ. CCUle!'on 

Pntrlck J. lb!;lln 

fiuss~ll C. hob~rts 

John "tnshenlto 
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