




















1% waes our oplnion thct thls budgct shouid not be reduced to any
great extent during tnls period of cransition. levertheless, the
conteuplated eapanczion of activitles 1s of concern to same of our
memvers.

hents

Your sttention is agein directed to the couwents mede in
last yoorts letter of trinsamittel to youy Bozrd when ve irated the
larze expenditure for verts of depertuents noused outslde of wunieipsl
buildings znd suggested a study of the feasiviiity of usiag zilm Street
ochool for wunlcipal purp:ses. Account 57v.2 hent Texaticn Board
was reduced to 462,49, which reduced awount represents th: bzlance
required for the auratlon «{ the lease,

Street Lighting

While the street 1 shting program has luproved the appear-
ance ol' sur city and psris, reorertheless, 1ts rate of inereas: has
caused this Board considerabl: concern. A summary of approgriations
for this account follows:-

)

Appropriated Increase

1952-1954 W132,300.00 -

1974-1955 152,000.00 19,500,00
1955-1956 155,000.00 1%,000.00
1956-1957 £06,016.00 41,016,00

+72,516.00

An amount hes been appropriated to provide for twelve times
the present wonthly averace billings. No further appropricstions wili
be wade unless proposevd extensions ol the .ighting program are sub-
mitted to this Bacrd for sdvence appriral of the casts of such ex-
tensions.

Guarterly Allotaents

Azain, we would call attentlcn to the provisions of Section
485 of the Cherter.

Perking Autiierity end Scewer Comalssion

VWhile this Boecrd does not posc'ss le:lslative powers, it,
nevertheless, cells to the attention of jsur Bo:rd the fzet thzt
the Parking Authority has falled to subali for zhe second consecu-
tive yezr a budget as reguired by Sec’lon 582 oi the Cherter. Ve
vould also like to eczll to your sttertion -hat the Sewer Coumission
has been paying salaries to hlred personne. desp.te the fcet thet no
funds heve been approprlated for th's purpcse frour current revenues,
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Capital Projects Budput

A sumnmary of the Copital Projects Budget as requested
and as approved 1s set Iorth below:-

Lep=rtuent Requested Approved Reduction
Public worlks

1. osenitary Sewers i 405,000 ¥ 375,000 $ 30,000
2., Storm Drains 492,000 341,000 181,000
3. lghways 263,000 70,000 499,000
Totzl Public “orks Dept. 1,106,000 » 756,000 +410,000
Park Commission 232,000 18&,200 148,700
Beoard of Pullic Safety 75,000 75,00U -
Board of cducation 450,000 425,000 25,000
Hubbara Ileights Cownlssion £4,000 14,000 10,000
Board of U=alth 165,000 165,000 -
Ferguson Llbrary 20,000 20,000 ——
Viwlfare Cowuission 360,000 13,000 282,000
Pavking Authority — 225,475 — 225,475 ==
$8,757,475 1,88L,775 +875,700
e e e —— ] ] TR

The Commissioner of Finance, in his excellent gnalysis of
the eity's precent and procpective financlal capacity to sustain new
capital projects, dated January 12, 1956, indicated 2,000,000 as the
amount which can be safely expended on Capital Projucts during the
fiseal year 1956-1957, of which bonds aight be issued to finance
gl,SO0,000. This saount was, accordingly, certificd to the Plenning

oard.

In reducing the awount recuasted for Capital Prcjects from
©2,757,475 roquested to +1,83L,'75, this Board ¢id not conslder tne
city's possible guaranty of bonds to be lssued by the Perking Author-
ity as heving to be inciuded in, the 2,000,000 limit. These bon.s
shoula pe self .iguiaating and the project is placed in our capital
budget only bicause bonas of the Parking Authority do not eppesr to
be saleable without the city's pguarenty, despite the original concept
of the esuthority.

Deducting .2:5,475 frow the 1,881,775, the projects to be
financea by the city itselfl would totel ,1,656,300, Lleeving a margin
of ,34%,700 based on the ,2,000,000 limit.

This uwargin, we felt to be necessary to ellow for possible
amencuent of the Capital Projucts Budget later to reinstate the
Convalescent Home Project (.282,00u). The appropriation was Liuited
to woney for plans only, because our Borrd felt there had not been
sufficient study of the operation of the facility both from the point
of view c” costs and the question of vhere opecating responsibility
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On these grounds, funds ere provided to raze the Pevilion
2t Cwnailngs Parit, buet funds for a new strocture are denied untll the
studies beiny mede are completed.

s, Hogan and ir. Stashenko dissented from the vote to gp-
proprilate ,15,000 for "Bridges" in connection with the Cove Islend
Perk Projcct, suggesting thev tie survey way show a jetty, rather
than tiae present bridre, to be the wost iogical tieans of eccess to
the I:-lond, znd, ot bhe sawe tiwme, create £ hoet tasin in the wsters
impounded tdck cf the Jetty.

The item of {£0,0u0 for begch construction wes reduced
to {10,000 consistent with the appropristion for re-sending Cwmwings
Perlkt baach.

The sppropriztion requested for lencsceping Springdale
Perk wes denled beccuse of funds elrecdy eveileble. The Boerd will
consider ¢ further appropriation if it 1s convinced of the necessity
for it after the existing approprietion has been exhesusted.

In connecoion with Chestnut Hill Perk land acquiaition,
appropriation 1s agein deferred pending detailed plens anu, apgein,
with the thought thzt condemnation shouid be the proper proceaure
when ang if we deteruine added land to be needed.

Board of dealth

Our Board has zpproved the gppropriation for the new Health
Building. It suggests, however, tnet bs=fore suthorization of the
bonds is requected, study be made to see 1f there sre¢ any other
funetions which might be includsd under one roof to uce the iand
avalleble wost effectively.

Velfare CDepcrtment

Ve have already cousented on this. hWwe resilze the urgency
of the nced and have reserved a mergin to amend the Caplital Projucts
Budget when the questions raised ere resolved.

Perking Authority

slany in Stawlord felt, perl:aps unveallstically, thet Cection
532 of the Charter would reileve the city of the necessity >f pledeing
its credit to purchase perking lots. Our Board, ir. uofan dissenting,
concludaed thrt the approprietion sinould be wsnde, since it spueers
that streight revenue bonds of our Perking Authority esre not likely
to be accepteble in the werket. Ve would urge condeunation,; rather
than negotiation, &s the procedure for aecyuiring tiis land also.
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where expenditures of th' s=umount ore concerned, nugotlated purchuses

cennnt help but be subject to question, even though undeserved,

Hicholes J. Gorman, Jr., Chairman

John o, Ceoumeron

Patrick J. Hogan

Ivauare w, dockler

hussell C. holerts

John otashenko
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