MEEI‘ZD\TG (F HOVEMEER 9, 1970 ALL MEMEERS WERE PRESENT
J_'L'bh BOARD OF REPRESENT ATIVES

District List #8

(As of October 27, 1970)

yo

. 21 Republicar

19 _Demo crats

1969 - 1971
(Term Expiring Nov. 30, 1971)
DISTRICT NAME OF REPRESENTATIVE . . DRESS _‘ - TELEPHONE
-1 (D)  DONAHUE, Alphonsus Je., III ~ ~ - 35 Downes Avenus 06902 327-6769
-1 (R)  EXNICIOS, Robert B, “* 113 Ralsey Road 06902 323-0913
2 (D) #BOCCUZZI, John J. 72 Noble Street 06902 . 324989,
2 (D) *DIXON, Handy - 245 Fairfield Avenue 06902 - 3249628
-3 (D) *DOMBROSKI, Edward P. 19 Rugby Street 06902 . - 323-2204,
3 (D) *MILIER, Frederick E, 17 Henry Street 06902 323-4925
4 (D) *KELLY, Stephen E. - 85 Dean Street 06902 324~0269
-4 (D) ¥RYBNICK, Gerald J. 907 Cove Road 06902 323-9149
5 (D) *DURSO, Robert M. 93 Virgil Street 06902 348-6966
5 (D) *TRUGLIA, Anthony D. © 176 Fairfield Avenus 06902 " 3246369
6 (D) *COSTELLO, Robert H 93 Main Street 06901 - 323-4615
6 (D) *MURPHY, William D. . 141 Lockwood Avenue 06902 - 3489576
7 (D) *GUROIAN, Armen 48 Tremont Avenus (Glbk.) 3482130
7 (D) LiVOLSI, Frank W., Jr. 71 Oakdale Road 06906 327-6379.
" -Send mail to 589 Bedford Street (Office) 325-2279
g8 (D)  *CONNORS, George V. . 56 Houston Terrace 06902 3242221
g (D) RAVALLESE, George 61 Linccln Avenus 06902 348-2206
9 (D)  *BOCCUZZI, Theodore J. A1 Wright Street 06902 323052
9 (D) ¥PENSIERO, Joseph T., Sr. - 38 Catoona Lane 06902 ° 323-4911
10 (R)  RoOS, Jotm H. 41 Rachelle Avenue 06905 323-5097
10 (R) *SCOFIEID, Edward K. 111 Bridge Street 06905 348-2064, -
11 (D) +BIEIER, fiichard A. 1435 Bedford Street 06905 325-3686
11 ~(R) - SHERMAN, E@ith (Mrs.) 1435 Bedford Street: 06905 . 324~4963
12 (R)  *CHIRIMEES, Peter P. 40 Socfield Avenue 06906 © 323-0956
12 ()  MORABITO, Joseph 33 Hillandale Avenue 06906 - = - 324~1854
13" (R) EILS'&DRTH, Stephen R. - 279 Thunder Hill Drive 06902 .  322-/951
13 (R) *HEINZER, Charles J., IIT 17/ Barncroft Road 06902 ' 322-4373
14 (R) **BITETTO, Joseph S. - - - 30 Windsor Road 06905 " 323-9751
14 (R) CLARK, 1. Reed 470 High Ridge Road 06905 © 322-5170
15 (R)  ¥CAPORIZZO, William P. 339 Strawberry Hill Avenue 323-6188 -
15 (R)  *MORRIS, Thomas A. . . '82 Belltown'Road - .06905 323-1390
16 (R) SHERER, Sidney M. ' 130 Dannell Drive 06905 . 322-9675
16 (R) . VARNEY, Kim (Mrs. Rodney I.) _ Elaine Drive: 06905 . 3245562
17 (R) *RUSSBACH, Daniel R; (Spgdl.) 245 Bouton Street West 06907 - 322-0622
Send mail to —P.0. Drawer 1437 Greenwich 06830 (office) 6617676
17 (R) *RUSSELL, George E. (Spgdl.) 18 Sleepy Hollow Lane 06907 L 3480427
18 (R) PUETTE, William H,  (Spgdl.) 72 Nottingham Drive 06907 322-3812 -
18 (R) #**KETCHAM, Alan H. : 163 Cascade Road 06903 - 322-5989
19 (R) **DeFOREST, John L. 1333 Rockrimmon Road 06903 3221785
19 (R) *HORNER, Watson M. 1093 Rockrimmon Road ‘06903 © 322-4048
Send mail to 1100 High Ridge Road 06905 - 322-3/63
20 (R)  NAU, Matthias J. . 61, Soofieldtown Road 06903 . 322-2005
' - - (FFICE NUMEER ' 3487378
20 (R) *PONT-BRIANT, Lois (Mrs. Robert) 112 Northwind- Drive 06903 322-8785 .

**Member of previous Boards . s
CLERX: Lols Pont~Briant (R)

" ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT:
Mrs. Velma Farrell

¥Thoge who were members of previocus 10th Board -

PRESIDENT: Charles J. Heinzer, III (R) :

MAJORITY LEADER: Thomas A. Morris (R)

ASSISTANT MAJORITY IEAIER: Daniel R. (Russba.ch (R) :
MINORITY IEADER: Anthony D. Truglia (D) 0

© ASSISTANT MINORITY LEATER: Frederick E. Miller (D) éﬁinﬁ‘?%sﬁ?‘aﬁ;& gfléc-e-)PJ.L

CAITC'US ROOM ’.EEIEPHONE 348—5841 -Ext. 209 .
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MEETING OF THE lltthOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES -
STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT
~Minutes of November 9, 1970

A regular monthly meeting of the 1llth Board of Representatives of the City
of Stamford, Connecticut, was held on Monday, November 9, 1970,'in the

" Board's Meeting Rooms, Mun1c1pal Office Building, 429 Atlantlc Street,
2nd floor Stamford, Connecticut. .

The meet1ng was called to order by the Pres1dent at 8. 45 P. M., after a
Caucus by the respectlve parties.

INVOCATION was'given by Rev.‘Stanley F. Hemsley, St. John's»Episcopal Church.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FIAG: The President led the Members in the pledge
of Allegiance to the Flag. :

PAGE: MRS. LINDA PALMER, Woodridge Drive, South.

ROLL CALL was taken by the Clerk. ' There were 39 preaent and one abSent'at“”
the calling of the Roll. However, Mr. Durso arrlved shortly after, chang—
ing the roll call to 40 members present. . : L

'MOMENT OF SILENCE - IN MEMORY OF LAWRENCE HAGGERTY former Democrat1c Ii"
rReglstrar of Voters.,

A moment . of sllence was observed at this tlme in memory of the 1ate Lawrence
Haggerty, former Democratlc Reglstrar of Voters.- e g

CHECK OF VOTING MACHINE' L

THE PRESIDENT called for a check of the Votlng Machlne at thlS tlme. :For"'
the reason that several of the 11ghts failed to act, 1t was dec1ded to use .
'paper ballots.b' : - L

. ACCEPTANGCE OF MI NUTES - Meet1ng of October 5 1970 ,
' : Meetlng of October 27, 1970

- The M1nutes of the above meetlngs were accepted there belng ‘no correctlons.'-

| COMMITTEE REPORIS:'“

The readlng of the Report of the Steerlng Commlttee was wai ed and entered T
.~ in the Minutes and appears below~ : S - S

- STEERING COMMITTEE REPORT DL
Meetlng held Monday; October 26, 1970

‘A meetlng of the Steerlng Committee was held on Monday, October 26 1970 at ;
8 P. M in the Caucus Room of the Board of Representatlves. f' L

The Meetlng was called to order by the Pre31dent Charles J. Helnzer, III
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Minutes of November 9, 1970

with the following Members present: Charles Heinzer, Robert Exnicios,

Alan Ketcham, Thomas Morris, John Boccuzzi, Edward Scofield, Anthony Truglia,
George Russell, Jack Horner, Joseph Bitetto, Stephen Ellsworth and Mrs. Pont~-
Briant. Also present were: Gerald Rybnick, Handy Dixon and Matthias Nau.

The absent Members were: DanleI Russbach, Stephen Kelly and Frederick Miller.

The follow1ng matters were dlecussed and acted upon-'

(1) Mayor's appointments:

Appoiﬁtment of Dr.,Neil C. Klein (R) to Commission on Aging, term ending
Dec. 1, 1971 - not acted upon at the October Meeting - ORDERED OoN AGENDA
under APPOINI’MENTS C(MMITTEE .

App01ntment of James DeVito (D) to the Patrlotlc & Special Events Com-'
mission,. term ending Dec. 1, 1971 - ORDERED ON AGENDA urider APPOINTEENTS

COMMITTEE. R

App01ntment of Spencer M. Johnson (D) Archltect to the Bu11d1ng Commlttee,
term ending Dec. 1, 1971 - ORDERED ON AGENDA under APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE.

-(2) Additional Appropriations'

All add1t1ona1 approprlatlons previously approved by the Board of Flnance at
their meetings held Septembér 20 and 24th and October -8 and 22nd, 1970, were
ORDERED ON THE AGENDA under FISCAL COMMITTEE. All items in excess of,$2 000 T
were also referred to a secondary commlttee. K o Lo

o (3) Insurance Coverage for Elected and Agp01nted Off1c1als - (Mayor s 1etter

of October 13, 1970 to President of Board of Representatives) - (Requires
.a two~thirds vote according to letter of August 5, 1970 from Comm1551oner
of Flnance to Board of Flnaoee and Board of Representatlves) ' '

REFERRED TO LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE and ORDERED ON AGENDA

“(4) Ordinance for final adoptlon concernlng INCREASE IN AUTOMOBILE PARKING

FINES - Amending Chapter 19 of Code of General Ordinances entitled "MOTOR'
VEHICLES AND TRAFFIC" - (Held in Committee 4/6/70, 5/4/70, 6/1/70,-7/6/78
(Referred back to Committee om 8/3/70 and 9/8/70 - Approved for publlca-~f5’
tion on*10/5/70 and. published 10/8/70) - R e

REFERRED TO LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE and ORDERED oN AGENDA S

(5) Ordinance for final adoption - CONCERNING ESTABLISHMENT OF FEES~FOR
" BURGLAR ALARM AND FIRE ALARM TIE-IN SERVICE WITH POLICE AND FIRE DEPART—
MENTS - (Letter dated 4/24/70 frcm Asst. Corporation Counsel John E.Smyth)
(Held in Committee 6/1/70 and 7/6/70; referred back to Committee by the
Health & Protectiom Committee 8/3/70 - Approved for publlcatlon 9/8/70;
publlshed 9/12/70 held in Committee 10/5/70) : R

REFERRED TO LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA
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(6) Ordinance for final adoption - CONCERNING EXCHANGE OF PROPERTIES
AND EASEMENTS BETWEEN CITY OF STAMFORD, HARTFORD ELECTRIC CO., AND
PONUS YACHT CLUB, INC. in connection with Stamford Hurricane Barrier -
(Mayor's letter of 6/10/70 - Held in Committee 8/3/70 and 9/8/70
approved for publication 10/5/70 published 10/8/70) o

REFERRED TO LEGISLATIVE & RU"LES COMMITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA

(7) Resolution - AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED WITH THE CONDEMNATION OF PROERRTY

OWNED BY HELEN L. KAPLAN, 162 WASHINGTON AVENUE, FOR THE WASHINGTON
AVENUE PROJECT - (Letter dated 8/24/70 from Asst. Corporation Counsel
Ronald M. Schwartz) - (Held in Committee 10/5/70) )

'Above matter previously referred to the Leglslatlve & Rules Commlttee,
was ordered OFF the AGENDA,

(8) Proposed Resolution Authorlzlng Corporation Counsel TO PROCEED WITH THE

ACQUTSITION, BY CONDEMNATION, IF NECESSARY, OF THREE PROPERTIES OFF
NEWFIELD AVENUE FOR AN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SITE - (Requested in letter
dated 6/9/70 from Corporation Counsel) - (Approved by Board of
Finance on 9/20/70 with certain stipulations) - (Funds appropriated
in 1970-71 Capital Projects Budget in "Land Bank" to purchase land

for elementary schools - Held in Commlttee 10/5/70)

(9) Proposed REVISED HOUSING CODE - (Comprlslng 42 pages of proposed
Ordinance, revising Ordinance No. 65 adopted by Board on 8/5/57, en- -
acted 8/20/57 - (Mayor's letter of 5/13/70 - Deferred 7/6/70, 8/3/70

. and not on 9/8/70 Agenda - Held in Committee . 10/5/70) ,

Above matter prev1ously in: the Leglslatlve & Rules Committee - ORDERED o

OFF AGENDA until Committee has a chance to study it further.

‘(10) Proposed Ordinance - CONCERNING DEBRIS AND GARBAGE FEE SCHEDULE -
(Mayor's letter of 6/1/70 - Also see Mayor's letter of 7/20/70
to Steering Committee - Referred to Legislative & Rules Committee
on 6/22/70 by Steering Committee, but not ordered on Agenda --Held
in Committee 10/5/70) :

N

ORDERED QOFF AGENDA by request of Leglslatlve & Rules Commlttee Chalrman‘“

(11)Letter from Edward Scofleld dated 10/21/70, ,enclosing- two Resolut1onS"'

(1) Requiring the display of the Flag of the United States of America’
in places of assembly within public buildings; and (2) Regulating the

Display of flags, banners, posters, signs and other plctorlal matter on
and within public buildings. ' S

REFERRED TO LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE and ORDERED ON AGENDA

(12)Concerning proposed-CONVEYANCE OF CITY-OWNED PROPERTY TO WEST MAIN . =
STREET COMMUNITY CENTER FOR $1.00 - (Mayor's letter 5/11/70) - (Not.
ordered on Agenda for 9/8/70 meeting by Steering Committee ~ See

Minutes of 9/8/70, page 7421 Item #13) (See Item #13 below on same -

matter)

"{: B
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Theﬂabove, having been referred to the Legislative‘& Rules
Committee previously, was NOT ordered on the Agenda.

_,_; - -~ (13) letter from Paul D. Shapero, Esq., dated 10/14/70, re: LEASING
-1 ~» ' OF CERTAIN PROPERTIES TO THE WEST MAIN STREET COMMUNITY .CENTER
R ‘ FOR A 99 YEAR PERIOD, AT.A RENTAL OF $1, 00 PER YEAR =~ (See

i o - Item #12 above)

. WOT ordered on Agenda

;f - »;(3§ : (14) Letter dated 9/24/70 from PARKING AUTHORITY -- For purchase of
S property located on FRANKLIN STREET FOR $73,500.00

REFERRED TO HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA

(15) Report, dated Oct. 29, 1970 from Comm¢551oner of Finance on :
' RAPIDS ROAD : o

S | REFERRED TO. PLANhING & ZONING COMMITTEE .- ORDERED ON AGENDA -

(16) Proposed Resolution - AUTHORIZING CERTAIN CITY STREETS TO BE TAKEN
INTO THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM (Being portioans of Courtland Ave,, .
Glenbrook Road, West Main Street, North State Street and South
State Street - (Mayor s 1etter of 10/16/70)

SO = T REFERRED TO PLANNING & ZONING -COMMITTEE and the PUBLIC WORKS
‘izpf] Co . _ - COMMITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA : : .

(17) Letter dated 10/21/70 from Anthony’ MarruccoJ Chalrman of HOUSING '

SITE DEVELOPMENT AGENCY, urging approval of two resolutions pre=- <
‘sented in previous letter of 9/15/70 in the ‘matter of the HIGH . :
RIDGE ROAD HOUSING SITE DEVELQOPMENT PIAN = (Recommitted to Plannlng‘;‘

& Zoning Commlttee at the 10/5/70 Board Meetlng) : , _

e 7 ORDERED ON AGENDA under PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE - Also’ referred»;v“

to PUBLIC HOUSING & GENERAL RELOCATION COMMITTEE

(18) Report dated 10/6/70 f*om Cormissioner of Flnanee on BARhCROFT ROADfﬂ
(unaccepted portlon) ’ v R v :

RLFERRED TO PLANNYVG & ZONIHG COMMITT”E - ORDERED ON AGENDA
ST I ;v"'vf © (19) Petition (submltted by Joseph Bltatto\ sloned by 593 residents, be-;”

ing property owners located in the vicinity of Oaklawn Avenue and
High Ridge Road, .protesting proposed change in the Master Plan

High Ridge Road to be changed from R-7% (Residential Single Famlly
Plot category) to R-5 (Multl-Famllv Low Density catego:z) :

Chairman, for hlS 1nformat10n.

applied for by the HSDA to permit the Water Co, property located on @~

Copy of above Petition orde*ed sent to Plannlng & Zonlng Commlttee A
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Proposed Ordinance to change name of WASHINGTON AVENUE and streets

‘running into extension of same, from Long Ridge Road to Broad

Street to the intersection with Pacific Street at Dyke Lane, to

be known in its entirety as "RIVER DRIVE" with Ordinance not to -

take effeet until July 1, 1972 - (Proposed by President Charles J.
Heinzer, III - Held in Commlttee 9/8/70 and 10/5/70)

; ReferrEd to PLANNING & ZONING (‘(NMTTTF‘F - ORDF‘RFD ON AGENDA

Petition from 2 residents of DERBY STREET (received 10/26/70) asking

for road to be brought up to specifications for acceptance as a City

street under provisions of Section 640 (Chapter 64) of Charter and

Section 29,50 of Code of General Ordinances - (Letter to President
from Mrs. Angelo Dagostino and Eileen Brennan)

Referred to PTANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA

Request in letter of 10/19/70 from Edward A. Connell, Supt., Dept.
of Parks & Trees, for APPROVAL OF 1971 SEASON PUBLIC MARINA FACILITY
USE FEES for CUMMINGS, COVE AND SOUTHFIELD MARTNAS

Referred- to PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE ~ ORDERED ON AGENDA

COLLECTIVE BARGAININC AGREEMENT entered-lnto on October 19, 1970;
covering TWO YEARS - from July 1, 1970 through and including June 30,
1972 between CITY OF STAMFORD and the STAMFORD BCARD OF EDUCATION
(clerical employees) and the STAMFORD MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES ASSOCIATION-
(copies of Cdntract delivered to all Board Members on 10/19/70)

-Referred to PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA :

Proposed Resolution APPROVING TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION OF. A PORTION

OF WILLOW STREET, SOUTH STREET, MAIN STREET, RIVER STREET, BROAD STREET

AND ALL OF RIPPOWAM PLACE FROM THE CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT URBAN -

REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION TO THE CITY OF STAMFORD, IN ACCORDANCE WITH

PROVISIONS OF ORDINANCE #144 of General Ordinances of the City
(Requested in letter 9/11/70 from URC Legal Assistant and ‘Land
Disposition Offlcer)'- (Held in Committee 10/5/70)

ORDERED ON AGENDA under URC COMMITTEE

SPECTAL COMMITTEE ON DRUG ABUSE - SlX member bl-partlson commlttee qi

.The folloW1ng were de51gnated as Members of the. above.Spec1a1 Commlttee'

(R) Thomas A. Morrls,'Charrman , - (D) Richard A Bleder :
(D) Anthony D. Truglia - . - (D) Gerald J. Rybnick
(R) Robert B. Exnicios = = - - (R) Charles J. »Heinzer, 11

-Concerning Appointment of CDAP Director (Brought up by John DeForest at

Oct 5, 1970 Board Meeting)

ORDERED ON AGENDA - Referred to APPOINTMENTS COMMTTTEE
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There being no further bu51ness to come before the Committee, ‘the Meeting 8
was’ adJourned at 9 P.M. £
Charles J. Heinzer, III, Chaiiman '
. Steering Cormittee .
Foddokdio i bk dok ok e i bR e ke
APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE. o
‘MR. RUSSBACH, Chalrman, reported that his Commlttee met Friday, Nov. 6, 1970
with all Members present, with the exception of Mr. Guroian and Mr.. Bltetto.
He reported on the following appointments. Votes were taken by paper ballot,
with the Tellers passing out and. collectlng the ballots. The votes taken
are recorded below: ’
COMMISSION ON AGING: S .-+ Term Ending:
DR. NEIL C, KIETN (R) ; vorE- 36 yes Dec.. 1, 1971
31 Strawberry Hill Ave. = - . . 2o T PR
‘(replacing Marlene Posner,. a ’.‘f. 1 abstention
who re31gned) “ R :
" PATRIOTIC & SPECTAL EVENTS COMMISSION: | §
© JAMES DeVITO (@) . - v 34 yes ‘Dec. 1, 1971 ¥
4 whittaker Place S . 4 ono e
(replacing Joseph L1V0151, ' U -1 abstention .
- who re51gned) Tl R RN SRR
 BUILDING COMMTTTEE: e
 SPENCER M. JOHNSON (D) -(Architect) " 38 yes -~ . Dec. 1, 1971
. 533 Scofieldtown Rd. . - .- .- 1lmo ER .
(replacing Anthony- Masc1are111, ’ T
who - re51gned) : :
. MR, RUSSBACH MOVED for suspen31on of the rules in order to place the follow-.j*
- ing name on the floor. Sec0nded and carried unanlmously. T . :
HUMAA RlGHTS COMMISSION' ’ » ‘
REV. WILLIAM THOMAS (R) VOIE: 31'yes “Dec. 1, 1971 -
37 Square Acre Drive U L o 8 no | e
(replacing Rev, William Roberts, o Sl :
who resigned) - :
Concerning App01ntment of Tracy Connors as CDAP D1rector° g
(On Agenda under "OLD BUSINESS" - see Page 7499 of Minutes of 10/5/70) %
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“MR. RUSSBACH said this was~previously‘brought up by Mr. DeForest at the

October Board Meeting. He said there are quite a few complications and
"gray" areas and he may possibly be bringing in the Corporation Counsel
for clarification of some of the legal questions that have arisen. He
said his Committee will have a clarification by the next meeting on the
status of Mr. Connors. :

MR. DeFOREST said he does not understand why this has to go to the
Corporation Counsel, because it seems to have already been settled once
and for all. He referred to Resolution No., 552, Paragraph 3 (See Pages
5321-22-23-24 of Minutes of 3/4/68) which appears as Paragraph #3 on

~ Page 5323 as follow3°

"3, That the CDAP Director shall be appéinted by the Mayor, subject
to the approval of the Board of Representatives. All other staff

personnel will be appointed by the Director; .o..c...”

MR. DeFOREST said this gentleman was turned down by thec Board and he fails

- to see why we now have to fool around with this matter any longer, He said -

here he is drawing a salary when he does not really hold the job and this
Board has been accused of being derelict in its duty and if the Board
allows this to go on we are derelict. He said somebody is "thumblng his -
nose'" at the Board and he does not like it. :

MR. RUSSBACH said he agrees with Mr. DeForest,'but when this appointment
first came to the Appointments Committee, they came out with an unfavor- -

.able report. He said they intend to be consulting with the Corporation

Counsel in the near future in regard to OEQ regulations and other Federal
regulations, such as the VCA which is the State of Connecticut and also-
the Charter. He said the Members of the Appointments Committee felt they
were not qualified to be interpreting various legal documents, and felt it
only proper to comsult with a legal authority for clarification. He said
the matter is still in the hands of the Commlttee and they will make the1r

report accord1ngly.

MR, TRUGLIA called attention to the arrlval of Mr. Durso, whlch brlngs the
Members present to 40 ; . : ;

MR. SCOFIELD said to go back to the appointment of a CDAP Director - that
he believes Hartford requires there be a Director in every municipality -
in order to continue funding their programs. He said he is not sure
whether this could cut off monies for Child Day Care Centers: and other
monies, but believes that the State requires that somebody be respons1b1e

for spendlng these funds in the rlght direction,

MR. DeFOREST quoted from the Minutes of May 6, 1968 (Page 5384) concerning
the appointment of Mr. Robert Cabana as CDAP Director in which it says: - )
"... therefore I submitted Mr., Cabana's name for approval as CDAP director
at the May 6th Board of Representatives' Meeting in order that this work
might begin immediately...." (quoting from the Mayor's letter, submitting
the report) and in Paragraph 7 he said in his letter, "...., until your
Honorable Board approves Mr. . .Cabana's app01ntment this work cannot be

undertaken.....".
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FISCAL COMMITTEE:

MR. EXNICIOS, Chairman, presented his Committee Report. He said his™
Committee met on chnesday, Nowv, +th He reported on the following

matters :

(1) ¢25,9s7 49 - REGISTRARS OF VOTZRS ~ Cod2 102,5105, Primary Expense

(Mayor s letter of 3/17/70)

MR. EXNICIOS MOVED for approval of the above request. "He said it
covers the primary. expenses of the primary heid on August 12 and 19th
of . this year. Seconded by Mr. ‘Miller, who said the Education, Welfare
& Government Cormittee concurs in approval CARRIED unanimously.

(2) $30,000.00 - DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS - Covering Operating Expenses
of RICE SCHOOL for balance of 1970-71 fiscal vear, to be
allocated as follows: (Mayor's letter undated, recelved '

_ 8/18/70)
Code 648.0101 - Salaries =-m--ccmmmmmnmcmmmmmomnn $21 451,00
" 648.0702 - Janitorial Supplies -=----cemcca=nm= 1,200.00
" 648,1501 - Light, Heat & POWer =--m-m-m=-mceeme- 6.849.00-
- Water ---—----———4--------7 ——————— - 500,00

" 648.1505
RO $30,000. 00

MR. EXNICIOS MOVED for approval of the above request. ' He reminded the
Members that Rice School was turned over to the City at the last Board
Meeting by the adoption of Resolution #703 (See Page 7490 of Minutes of
10/5/70): and these are the funds to enable the Public Works Department . to
operate the School. He pointed out that this estimate is $10,000 under
what the Board of Education had requested originally. Seconded by

* Mr, Miller who said the Education, Welfare & Government Committee concurs

in approval, - CARRIED with 6ne abstention (Mr. Truglla) and a few "no"
votes, Mr, Russbach speaklng in opposition. :

(3) $1,100,000.00 - Reso&utlon #705 amending 1970-71 Cap1ta1 ‘Projects B
Budget - For Project to be known as"NEW CENTRAL FIRE-

HOUSE" and appronriation of aforesaid amount therefor -.f

(Mayor s 1etter of 8/24/70)

MR. EXNICIOS MDVED for approval of the follow1ng *eso‘utlon. Seconded by":

Mr. Russell, who said the Health & P*o;ectlon Committee -concurs in approval
CARRIED w1th one “no" vote: : :

RESOLUTION NO. 705 -

XN“NDIVG 1970- 1911 CAPITAL PRO ECTS BUDGET BY ADDING THERETO
Sl 100,000.00 FOR PROJECT KNOWN AS "NEW CENTRAL FIREHOUSV" AND
APPROPRTIAT JON "HEREFOR

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Revresentatlves of the City of
Stamford to- amend the 1970-1971 Capital Projects Budget by adding the

L et T
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Project known as "NEW CENTRAL FIREHOUSE" in accordance with the pro-
visions of Section 611.5 of the Stamford Charter, and the appropria-
tlon of $1 100,000.00 therefor.

ke ek dededodok

(4) $303 619.00 - Proposed Resolutlon amending 1970-1971 Capltal
‘ Projects Budget by Authorizing the TRANSFER -OF.
$303,619.00 from Project known as "EXTENSION
OF SANTITARY SEWERS SOUTH OF THE PARKWAY" to the =
‘BOARD OF EDUCATION - "THIRD SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL'" --
(Mayor's letter 9/17/70) - (Re- submission - Denied
at the 9/8/70 Board Meetlng)

The above matter was not recommended by the Fiscal Committee as the vote
was a tie vote. It was deferred to the other Committees.

MR. BITETTO said the Members of his Ccmmlttee - the Sewer Commlttee -
have voted unanimously to hold this in Commlttcc.~

- MR. SCOFIELD said he feels the Committees have all the facts they are.
ever going to have on this matter and MOVED it be removed from Committee.

Seconded and LQOST by a vote of 23 opposed and 14 im favor, 3 abstentioms,

(5) $123,933.,00 - Resolution No, 706 amending 1970-1971 Capital Projects
Budget by adding Project to be known as "NEIGHBORHOOD
FACILITY BUILDING OF SOUTEFIELD VILIAGE" and appropria-
tion of aforesaid amount therefor - (Mayor's letter of
©/28/70) - (Requested by HOUSING AUTHORITY)

MR. EXNICIOS MOVED for approvai of the following resolution. Seconded by
Mr, Dixon who said the Public Housing & General Relocatlon Committee con-
curred in approval CARRIED unanlmously' ) Co ‘

'RESOLUTTON NO. 706

. AMENDING 1970-197% CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET BY ADDING THE SUM"
OF $123,933,00 THERETO FOR PROJECT TO BE KNOWN AS ''NEIGHBORHOOD
- FACILITY BUTLDING OF SOUTHFIELD VILIAGE" AND APPROPRIATION
THEREFOR

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatlves of the Clty
of Stamford to amend the 1970-1971 Capital Projects Budget by adding the
Project known as "NEIGHBORHOOD FACILITY BUILDING OF SOUTHFIELD VILLAGE" and
appropriation of $123,933,00 therefor, in accordance w1th the provisions of

- Section 611.5 of the Stamford Charter.

o e e o A T i e e e o o

T e e e e e i e M e g W B . i 5 6 R - 03 TG A A 90 M Rt LI L D i i S W T2, 1 A i 8 AR



- 7523 -
o ‘Minutes of November 9, 1970

(6) $17 052 00 - HEALTH DEPARTMENT - DPrug Counseling Center - Code
510.0921 - (For period covering Dec. 1, to June 30, 1971=
‘(Mayor's letter 9/30/70)

MR, EXNICIOS MOVED for approval of the above request. He explained that
this is under the sponsorship of the Health Department; however, it covers
an appropriation for a Colfee House for the Gateway Corporation which is
now in operation at the VNA Building just down the street.. Seconded by .

Mr. Morris, Chairman of the Committee on D*ug’Abuse° CARRIED unanlmously."

~(7) $5,000. 00 - COWMISSION ON AGING - To be alLocated as follows:

Code 195.0101 - "MEALS ON WHEELS" Program ....... $3,000. 00
" .195.5204 -. Qu1ntard Center ....ceeceecsccascs_ 2,000, 00
. . $5, 000 00

(NOTE Increased from $3,000 to $5 000 by Board of Finance because '
of 1ncreased Grant from Stamford Home. for the Aged).

MR. EXNICIOS MOVED for approval of the above requesto Seconded by :
Mr, Russell, who said the Health & Protectlon Committee concurs in approval
CARRTED unanimously. -

(8 $32 500.00 - Proposed Resolut1on amendlng 1970-1971 Capltal PrOJects .
Budget by adding Project to be known as "ADDITIONAL LAND
FOR RYLE SCHOOL' and appropriation. of aforesaid amount
therefor - (Hayor s letter 10/2/70)

'The ‘above matter was held in Commlttee.

9 $231 800. 00 - Resoluflon No, 707 amending 1970-1971-Capital Projects
Budget - PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT - '"NEW EQUIPMENT" -
(Mayor's letter of May 27, 1970 which requested
$380,000.00 -~ REDUCED by Board of Finance on 10/22/70
to $231 800.00) . . .

" RESOLUTION NO. 707

AMENDING 1970?1971 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUﬁGET BY ADDING THE SUM OF
_$231,800,00 THERETQO FOR PROJECT KNOWN AS "DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS-.
NVW EQUIPMENT'" AND APPROPRIATION THEREFOR

BE AND IT IS HERLBY RESOLVED by the Board ol Reprebentatlves of the City of

Stamford to amend the 1970-1971 Capital Projects Budget by adding thereto

a Project to be knwon as "DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC. WORKS - NEW EQUIPMENT" and
appropriation of $231,800.00 therefor, in accordance with the provisions of
Section 611,5 of the Stamford Charter, hereby authorlzlng the purchase of the
f0110w1ng equlpment' ' . :
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10 Dump trucks at $18,000,00 =----ce-coeee- et $180 000.00
10 Salt & Sand Spreaders at $3,500.00 each =---==-eeccecanaa 35,000,00
2 Four door sedans at $3,200.00 each ---~------scocmccuo—o 6,400,00
2 Two door sedans at $3,100.00 each ===--=----==icewsu-cee  §,200,00

2 One ton pick-up trucks at $2,100.00 each ~-~==-=ee=- ———— 4,200 00

v = - = e e 8 e e A e e e G e B SR % S T G e e e G = e e S S S - -

MR. EXNICIOS said the Commissioner of Public Works explained to him that
out of 18 truck bodies that the City has today, 13 of them go back to
1960 and there are only five up to date bodies and the same is true of the
Spreaders. He said it is imperative that this be approved tonight. He

" said the Fiscal Committee recommended in May, and the Board went along

with it, by rejecting completely the-Public Works" request for new equip-
ment and asked them to come in with a priority, which they did several '
months later, However, he said this has been-held in the Board of

Finance until this month and is now an urgent nece551ty.

MR. SCOFIELD seconded the motion. He said a month ago ‘they asked the
Commissioner of Public Works for a preventive maintenance program which has
now been set up, where every vehicle will have a record of what repairs
have been made, and will be put into the ecomputer and we will know just

how these trucks are being maintained, or not maintained. He said they
feel -this is a-step in the right direction. He said today bids have been
approved, pendlng our appropriation tonlght.v : ’

.MR RUSSELL asked: about the two four- door sedans and. the ‘two two-door sedans,

at .$3,200 each and #3,100 each. He asked the Chalrman to explaln these.

MR. EXNICIOS said these are for Supervisors and Foremen who are out checklng
on equipment and contractors that the City hires.. .He said the cars we
now have are well over the max1umm.m11eage. ’ ) -

MR. SCOFIELD said the City does not get the dlscounts on vehlcles that they
used to get and they. probably need statlon wagons, .

MR RUSSELL said he would ‘like to see the Commlttee hold those two items
for a little better explanation as he thinks the prices are too high for
the type of cars we are buying and it should be considered at budget time.
HE MOVED to amend the motion by deleting the four Sedans and that they be
held in Committee for another month., Seconded :

MRS, PONT-BRIANT sa1d she would not 11ke to see these deleted .She 'said -~
at the time they considered the Capital Budget they knocked out the equip-
ment and told them to come back 1ater. She said with the winter coming we
are now 1n a b1nd ' o ‘ s

Several Members asked questions of the Chairman at this time.
MR, JOHN BOCCUZZI urged approval of the appropriation and said he inder-

stands that some of the cars are not running and are being repaired and a
lot of money has been spent on them trying to. keep them in running order.
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MR DONAHUE asked if any considerstion had been glven to substltutlng one
ton pick ups for the passenger cars.. . . .

MR. EXNICIOS said they lcoked toxthe Public Works Department who know
~what they need the most and the Committee has agreed that they are the-

experts in this f1e1d

~ After considerable'further debate, a VOTE was taken on Mr. Russell's

amendment to delete the four passenger cars. LOST°

VOTIE taken on the moticn €0 apprcve Resolution #/07 and CARRIVD unanimous-

1y.
S (10) $80 443,00 - FERGUSON LIBRARY - Code 122, OOOO for Salary Increases for

Staff in oxder to keep salaries in proportion to those
cranted other City emplovees under Collective Bargalnlng -
(Wayor s letter 10/6/70) :

MR. EXNICIOS MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded by Mrs. Varnéy.
MRS. PONT-BRIANT sald the Peraonne] Committee toncurs.“ CARRIED unanrmously.

Letter to Personnel Commission from Fiscal Commlttee, dated 11/9/70
CONCERNING THE - CRuArIO\ OF A POSITION OF "INTERNAL AUDITOR"

MR. EXNICIOS read the follcw1ng letter into-the record°

"Dear Commission MemberS' :

At 1ts_regu1ar monthly meeting on November 4, 1970, the Fiscal Committee
of the Board of Representatives discussed in detail the request by the =
Mayor and the Commissioner of Flnance for the creation of a p051t10n of
"Internal Auditor", \ :

This Committee urges the Personnel Commission to immediately'recqnsider; _
_approve and authorize the job description for an Internal Auditor as re- -
quested. We are of the opinion that this position should be in the

Classified Civil Service. We further recommend that the position report -

dlrectly to the CommlsSLOner of Finance and/or the Mayor of the Clty of
Stamford ‘ : ~ : R

It is the sense of the Fiscal Commlttee that greater contrel .and analysis
~of all City operations on a continuing basis is imperative. An intermal
audit program under the direction of the City's Chief Fiscal Officer will

result in the. reduction of needless expenditures of manpower and monies,

and provide reassurance to our citizens and tHe C1ty Boards that: thelr
tax dollars are berng used Jud1c10usry. :

Qur recommendatlons and support are based .on rlscal considerations and
are made with the knowledge that the request for the new position has the
previous concurrance or approval of the Board of Fimance, the Finance
Advisory Committee and the City's independent auditor.

w,
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The Chairman, selected members or our entire Committee, will be happy
to discuss this matter with the Commission at your convenience.

LEGISIATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE:

MR. ELLSWORTH, Chairman, presented his Committee Report. He said the
Legislative & Rules Committee met twice during October - one meeting

on.Oct. l4th and another on Oct. 29th. He reported eon the following

matters: ’

. .4.
R

(1) Resolution No. 708 - INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR ELECTED AND APPOINTED
OFFICIALS - (Mayor's letter 10/13/70 to
President of Board of Representatives) =
" (Requires a two-thirds vote according to
letter of 8/5/70 from Commissioner of Finance
to Board of Finance and Board of Representatives)

MR. ELLSWORTH said it.is the opinion of his Committee that it is incon~
sistent to provide certain benefits to Civil Service employees and deny
them to elected and appointed officials. He said even though Stamford
W has always been fortunate in attracting good men and women to run for
& : public office and seek appointive positions, these benefits may be of

i value in helping to maintain this trend. HE MOVED for approval of the
following resolution. Seconded by Mrs. Pont-Brlantf

RESOLUTION NO. 708 L

AUTHORIZING INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR ELECTED ANDfAPPOINTED OFFICIALS

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the
City of Stamford that the following elected and appointed officials should
be included in the group life, health, hospltallzatlon and maJor med1ca1
policies available to other Clty employees-

ELECTED OFFICIALS

Mayor _ ’ '

.City and Town Clerk

Democratic Registrar of Voters
Republican Registrar of Voters -

APPOINTED OFFICIALS

Director of Public Health .

Commissioner of Public Works

Commissioner of Finance

-Corporation Counsel :

Board of Finance Field Representatlve & InvestlgatOI
:Mayor's Executlve Aide

.-—-—----—---------_---—-_-__..—-—--—---—----------_--------_------—--_-—--—---
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MR. KETCHAM said, in principle, he agrees with the resolution. However
he said he feels it should be pointed out to the Board that the positiomns
are mostly considered part time jobs. He said the 9th Charter Revision
Commission attempted, by Charter change, to specifically include the

"‘Mayor, the Town Clerk and the Registrars of Voters as full time jobs.in )

order to clarify this point and in order that they might receive these
benefits, but the previous Board saw fit to reject this and it failed to"
go to Referendum as a Charter amendmemt. - - - »

He said he would 1like to point out the fact that the appointive

officials have never been considered full time jobs and no Corporation
Counsel in the history of the Consolidated City has worked as a full time
City employee, but works on a part time basis. He said the present
Commissioner of Finance happens to work full time; however, previous
Commissioners have not and have had their businesses on the side; as does
the Corporation Counsel. He said perhaps this would prove an inequity to
other City employees who must work at their jobs em a full time basis,

and also may not be fair to the taxpayers who have to-foot the bills., He
pointed out that in 1962 on the floor of this Board a case was made con-
cerning the institution of a Deputy Cormissioner of Public Works and at that
time one of the main reasons given for the creation of this job was the
fact that the Commissioner of Public Works was a political job - not a
full time job - and we ‘needed a-full- time Deputy Commissiomer to carry
the work load. He said he happens to know that the present Commissioner
of Public Works does work full time but apparently this is dependant upon -
the man himself. He said as far as the Director of Public Health is con-
cerned, the Charter Revision Commission turned down a request to have this
be incorporated as an amendment to the Charter. He said he lacks informa-
tion on the job of Field Investigator for the Board of Finance, but it is
not under Civil Service, and as for the Mayor's Executive Aide, that also
is dependant upon-the Mayor and is strictly a political appointment. 'He
said what he is trying to point out is that these jobs, under the pro- .=
visions of the Charter,-are NOT full time positions. ’ : ~

MR. ELLSWORTH said the previous speaker raises some good points and there.

is some validity to them. However, he said in the listing of jobs it should -
be noted that all of the appointive jobs are not covered - for example, the.
Assistant Corporation Counsels are not included in this list, because they . - .-
are part time jobs. He urged approval of the resolutlon from the standpoint -
of attfactlng quallfled people for these Jobsb : )

MR. RUSSBACH sald he hates to spend the taxpayer s money, but the average
" man who takes an appointive or political position, such as the Mayor; -Coxr-

peration Counsel, Finance Commissioner ané Commissioner of Public Works -
we are talking about the salaries they are getting of $17,000 or $18,000 a
year. He said the average man who accepts a job of this type is making a
financial sacrifice and -often takes as much as a 50% pay cut to do a public
service. He said he feels it is incumbent upon us to try to attract quali-

fied people and they should not have to give up.all their fringe benefits

in addition to taking a salary cut in order to do a public service. He urged
approval of the resolution. ' '
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' MRS. SHERMAN said she agrees with Mr. Russbach. However, she said

Mr. Ketcham made a point and it is true that some of these people work
full time but of their own volition and they should be given add1t10n—
al incentive to do that, because every employee now ‘receives "fringe
benefits" which are comsidered to be normal and ‘automatic and they
should not be deprived of what everyone else gets. :

MRS. PONT BRIANT said she agrees and it only comes to around $400 per
person. She-said since all employees are now gettlng these benefits

City off1C1als should also receive them

VOTE taken on the motion to approve Resolutlon No. 708 CARRIED unani-

_ mously.

(2) Ordinance No. 205 Concerning INCREASE IN AUTOMOBILE PARKING FINES -
Amending Chapter 19 of Code of General Ordinances entitled "MOTOR™
VEHICLES AND TRAFFIC" - (Held in Committec 4/6/70, 5/4/70, 6/1/70,

and 7/6/70 - Referred back to Committee 8/3/70 and again on
9/8/70 - Approved for publication 10/5/70 and published 10/8/70)

MR. ELLSWORTH MOVED for final approval of the- folloW1ng Ordlnance..‘
Seconded and CARRIED with one "no" vote (Mrs. Pont- Brlant).

ORDINANCE NO. 205 SUPPLEMENTAL

INCREASE TN AUTOMOBILE PARKING FINES (Amending Chapter 19 of Code
of General Ordinances entitled "MOTOR VEHICLES AND TRAFFICA)

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT'

" Sections 19-22, 19-25, 19-27, 19-34, 19- 36 of the Code of’ General Ordlnances

of the City of Stamford are hereby repealed and the follow1ng Sections sub-
stltuted therefor- , e _ :

Section 19 22: Same - Redemption Before the Owner or person in charge of any

vehicle taken into custody, ‘as above provided, shall be allowed to remove:
the same from the place where it has been impounded, -he shall pay the cost
of removal, not to exceed the sum of Fifteen ($15.00) Dollars plus the cost
of storage, not to exceed One ($1.00) Dollar for one day, or portion of a
day, that such vehlcle is so stored in excess of the first twenty-four hours.

Section 19-25: The penalty for v1olat10ns of rules and regulatlons pro- - .
mulgated by the Chief of Police with respect to parking on pub11c streets,
highways, or public -places shall be as follows: - L
1. (2) A fine of TWO ($2.00) DOLLARS for the follow1ng v1olat10n :
1, Parking Meter violation LD v T
2. Overtime parking where posted '

"(b) A fine of FIVE (§5.00) DOLLARS for a violation of any of the
regulations listed in Sec. 19-27, and a fine of FIVE ($5.00) DOLIARS
for parking in any resident parking lot at the Stamford Railroad
Station without a valid permit from the appropriate City authority.

T - D
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2, The said mentioned flnes shall apply if payment .is made to the

" Stamford Police Department within thirty (30). days of the date
of the violation, Payment is deemed to be made on the date it
is received by-the Stamford Police Department. :

A 3. 1If the sald fines are not pald within thircy (30) days of the

. L _ violation then the fines shall be as follows:

T (a) If the said Two ($2.00) Dollar fine is not paid w-th1n
thirty (30) days of the violation but is paid after thirty
(30) days of the violation and within sixty (60) days of
the violation then the total fine shall be Seven ($7.00)

Dallars.

5 : ‘(b) .If the said Two ($2,00) Dollar fine is not paid within

‘ » ) "sixty (60) days of the violation but is paid- after sixty

: : (60) days of the violation and within nimety (90) days. of -
' the violation then the total f1ne shall be Twelve ($12 00)
' Dollars.

é | - ’ (e) If- thebsa1d TwoA($2 00) Dollar fine is not paid within nlhety ‘
! ~ (90) days of the violation then the total fine shall be :
- Twenty-seven ($27 00). Dollars. : :

14F=}“ff - .~ 7 (d) 1If the 'said Five ($5 00)- Dollar fine is not pa1d W1th1n

o ' ) thirty (30) days of the violation but is paid after thirty

- (30) days of the violation .and within sixty (60) days of the
violation then the total fine shall be f1fteen ($15 00)

Dollars

(e) 1If the said Five ($5 00) Dollar fine is not paid within
sixty (60) days of the viclation but is paid after sixty
(60) days of theviolation and within ninety (90) days of the
violation then the total fine shall be Twenty Flve ($25 00)

Dollars,

(f) If the said Five ($5. 00) Dollar fine is.notboaid within
"+ . ninety (90) days of the violation then the total f1ne shall
be Fifty-five ($55 OO) Dollars.

" If the said flnes and penaltles as hereln‘set forth afe,oot paid:withio
ninety (90) days of the violation the Chief of Police of the City of
Stamford is authorized and empowered to cause the violator to be arrested.

If the violator is found guilty he shall be fined not more than fifty
($50.00) dolirs for each offense and in addition, he shall pay theﬁre-
qu1red flne as set fortﬁ hereln. ,

Section 19-27: Prohibited in certain places:

"A. No person shall stop, stand or park a vehicle, except when necessary

EORNAR TS
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to avoid conflict with other traffic or in compliance with law or the
direction of a police officer or traffic control dev1ce, in any of the -

following places:

1.

10.

11,

12,

13.
14,

15.

le6,

On a sidewalk

In front of a>public or private driveway

‘Within an intersection

Within fifteen (15) feet of a fire hydrant

On a crosswalk

Within ten (10) feet of .a erosswalk at an intersection

-Within thirty (30) feet upon the approach of any flash-

ing beacon, stop sign or trafflc control signal located
at the side of a roadway.,

Between a safety zone and the adjacent curb or within

thirty (30) ‘feet of points en the curb immediately .

opposite the ends of a safety zone, unless the City
traffic authority has 1nd1cated a different length’ by
signs or marklngs. _ ,

-

Within fifty (50) feet of the nearest ra11 of a rallroad
cr0551ng. . ; o

Within twenty (20) feet of the driveway entrance to any
fire station and on the side of a street opposite the
entrance of any fire station within seventy-five (75)
feet of such entrance (when properly sign-posted).

Alongside or opposite any street excavation or obstruc-
tion when stopping, standlng or- parklng would obstruct .
trafflc. ~ : '

On a roadway side of any vehicle stopped or parked at.
the edge or curb of a street : : ,

Upon any bridge or other elevated structure upon a hlgh-
way or within a hlvhway tunnel : . i

At any place where off1c1a1 51gns prohlblt stopplng or
parklng. . ‘ .

More than twelve (12) inéHe;”f:omia curb;v

Within twenty-five (25) feet of a street cormer or

_intersection.
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EERTTIRIDNY

vaj] B 17. In monthly parking lots owned or operated by the Stamford
K ' : Parking Authorlty, w1thout a valid permit.

'ﬁ B. No person shall move a vehicle not lawfully under his control into
any such prohibited area or away from a curb such distance as is un-
lawful.

Section 19-34: Same - Procedure for release of vehicle:’

SRR VR

Before the owner or person in charge of any vehicle taken into
custody, as above provided shall be allowed to remove the same from
the place where it has been impounded, he shall-pay the cost of removal
which shall not exceed the sum of Fifteen ($15.00) Dollars, plus the
cost of storage which shall not exceed Cne ($1.00) Dollar for each day
or portion of a day, that such vehicle is so stored in excess of the first ‘

twenty-four hours.

The Police Department is authorized to enter into an arrangement with-
companies offering towing service and provide such serv1ce as is- requlred
in the enforcement of this article. .

E . " Section 19-36: Penalty for violation of article: Except as otherwise =
. ' provided, any person violating any of the provisions of this.article shall : g
B be fined for each such violation a sum not exceedlng Flfty ($50.00) = - .
r-] ’ ‘ Dollars. : S ; R R g
. el S . s e R s S e T S
- ? . This Ordinance shall take effect on the date of its enactment.

e e T

(3) Ordinance No. 206 - CONCERNING ESTABLISHMENT OF FEES FOR BURGLAR ALARM
AND FIRE ALARM TIE-IN SERVICE WITH POLICE AND FIRE DEPARTMENTS ~
(Letter 4/24/70 from Asst. Corporation Counsel John E. Smyth) - o
(Held in Committee 6/1/70 and 7/6/70; referred back to Committee by -
Health & Protection Committee 8/3/70 - Approved for publication -
9/8/70; publlshed 9/12/70; held An Committee 10/5/70)

MR. ETLSWOREH said at' last month's meetlng the Commlttee requested that

this item be held in Committee and after” further study, they made some" x
“clarifying word changes and the ordinance is now to their satlstactlon'
. HE MOVED for f1na1 approval of the follow1ng ordlnance.i Seconded.v:;n

MR. BIEDER.Sald he has malntalned hls obJectlon to. this from the very
outset and ‘does not know if his ‘grounds need re-stating, but in any event
> 'he intends to do so. He said his grounds are fortified by an excerpt ..

from a newspaper that was sent to all members. He said this excerpt - S :
quoted a Police Chief from a certain area, (he believes it to be Rye,N.Y;)”j**f*~il
who said that since the installation of systems like this, anybody who L
has had a system like this installed, has never had a break in and there .

have never been any thefts in that area. He said his objection to requir-

R R e S SRR,
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ing a fee is that if it turns one person away from installing this
system, then the City as a whole is harmed. He said he feels that any-
.body in the City should be allowed to install these and is an expense
that the ‘entire City should bear, rather than forcing individuals to
pay their own and thereby p0851b1y excluding some persons because of =
~ financial reasons. S

MK. HORNER said he believes the speaker refers to the article in the
WALL STREET JOURNAL about three days ago. He said if it happens to be
the same article, it made primary reference to residential as opposed

to commercial and it also said that although there had been no burglaries
or break ins, there were certainly a great number of false alarms that
caused quite a bit of concern among members of the department involved.
He said he feels we are comparing apples to oranges, because we are mot
talking about residential properties, but commercial instead. i

MR. CONNORS (referring to commercial hook-ups) said what is the difference
if they go into private exchanges, so that these private exchanges have
to answer, then they have to refer it to the- Police or Fire Department,
which is a loss of time, but with this system, if they are hooked up to
the Police or Fire Department, he does not think they should be charged
a fee, but they have to pay a.fee for their circuits, regardless of where
they go. He said if it ‘does eliminate burglaries and a loss .of time,
leave them alone because they have to pay for it anyway and he does not
see why they should be charged a fee, because the departments have to -
answer the calls anyway. He said for the little bit of money the City

is going to get out of it, it is not worth while. He said after all,

the citizens are supposed to receive protection and they should not be-
charged : : t . T

MR. MORRIS said he is going to talk about the F1re Department and he can o
- assure the Board that home owners can't connectiin - first, it's too "~ -
expensive, and he knows that they call the Fire Department day after day

and the Fire Department does go down to the different industries and
check out the boxes for them. He said they are all using the City's
manpower and if it gets any bigger they w111 have to put in extra men Cai
and assign them to that alone. ' : : ,

MR. RUSSELL said this was explained to hlS Commlttee - the Health & Pro- - i
tection Committee - and this is a service which very few communities offer.
He said for those who disagree with the service, have available private =
agencies, and for those who do conmnect into the C1ty s serV1ce, 1t w111
get them lower premlums on the1r insurance. » P : »

- MR. MILLER said Mr. Oerflnger has recommended thls and he thlnks we. can _ﬂfdfh
agree that he is an expert in his field. He said he strongly supports
thls. - e - : o

MRS. SHERMAN said she does not think the charges are exhorbitant. s
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MR. PUETTE said he is in favor, after listening to the facts on both -
sides of the question. :

MR. ROOS said he agrees with Mr. Russell and there 1i: azntenance in-
volved which has to be tested and kept in good operatlng COﬂdlthD,
and private industry cannot qnpply this kind of service for the price. .

MR. BIEDER MOVED to recommit for one month. Seconded.

MR. MURPHY said he sees by the Agenda that this came to us in April
and it has taken us all thlS time to get around to approv1ng it - from -

' April to November.

" VOTE taken on Mr. Bieder's motion to recommit. ' LOST by a vote of 13

in favor - 22 opposed, five abstentionms.
MR. HORNER MOVED THE QUESTION. Seconded and CARRIED with ome '"mo" vote.

VOTE taken on the following Ordlnance. CARRIED:

ORDINANCE NO 206 SUPPLEMENTAL

CONCERNING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF FEES FOR BURGLAR ALARM AND FIRE :
ALARM TIE-IN SERVICE WITH THE POLICE DEPARTMENT AND FIRE
DEPARIMENT : -

BE IT ORDAINED BY  THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT..

On the effective date of this Ordinance,:any burglar or fire.alarn.aystem"
which is tied into the burglar alarm panel at the Stamford Police Depart- : -
.ment or the fire alarm panel at the Stamford Fire Department shall pay a-

.fee of ONE HUNDRED FOLLARS ($100 00) annually.

Anyone desiring to tie- in with said panels in the future shall flle an
application with the appropriate department or departments and, upon :
approval of the same, shall pay an annual fee in the amount of ONE HUNDRED

-DOLLARS ($100.00) for each of said tie-ins, which fees shall be paid in

advance of each service year. If said fees are not-paid within thirty (30)"
days of their due date the said burglar alarm or fire. alarm service shall
be disconnected. Said fees shall be payable in accordance w1th the pro-

cedures prescrlbed by the Comm1531oner of Flnance..1~,,‘

Said ONE. HUNDRED DOLLARS ($100 00) fees shall not. apply to any Clty of

'Stamford fac111t1es or non- proflt organlzatlon connected to sa1d panels,

, ThlS Ordlnance shall take effect on January 1 1971

*Mrk*“‘“****‘”********k

(4) Ordinance No. 207 - CONCERNING EXCHANGE OF PROPERTIES AND EASEMENTS BE-
'TWEEN CITY OF STAMFORD, HARTFORD ELECTRIC CO., AND PONUS YACHT CLUB,
INC. in connection with Stamford Hurricane Barrier - (Mayor's letter of

6/10/70 - Held in Committee 8/3/70 and 9/8/70; approved for pub11cat10n
10/5/70; publlshed 10/8/70) » .

. MR, ELLSWORTH MOVED for final adoptlon of the follow1ng Ordlnance. Secdnded'
-and’ CARRIED unanlmously.« , : o '
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QRDINANCE NO. 207 SUPPLEMENTAL -

CONCERNING EXCHANGE OF PROPERTIES AND EASEMENTS BETWEEN CITY OF
STAMFORD, HARTFORD ELECTRIC CO. AND PONUS YACHT CLUB, INC. .

‘5,@_.. A A

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD. THAT:

,:

2 .Ag In conformity with Section 488 of the Stamford Charter and notwithstanding
! & the provisions of Chapter 2, Sections 2-24 and 2-27 of the Code of General
? Ordinances of the City of Stamford, the exchange between the City .of
L %{ Stamford, the Hartford Electric Light Co. and Ponus Yacht Club, Inc: of

c §' . the follow1ng properties and easements is hereby approved'
g Quit Claim to be executed by the City of Stamford in favor of Hartford
o Electrlc nght Co.:

Commencing at a point: in the westerly line of Dyke Lane whlch p01nt marks
the southeasterly corner of the premises herein described and the north-
easterly corner of land of the Releasor herein; thence running 5°59 28'
56" W a distance of 16.55 feet to a point; thence runn1n§ S°79 37' 06" W
a distance of 48.00 feet to a point; thence runmning S 59 ''56"Wa
distance of 164.15 feet to a point; thence running S 69° 40' 00" Wa
. distance of 33.43 feet to a point; thence running S 20° 33! 54" E a
.} ' distance of 82.90 feet to.a point, the last 5 courses being along. land of
i the Releasor herein; thence running S 69° 26' 06" W elong land of Ponus
Yacht Club, Inc., a distance of 652.08 feet to a point in the existing -
" harbor line of the West Branch of Stamford Harbor; thence running N 22°-
21' 45" W a distance of 642.16 feet to a point; thence running N 10° 31° 15"
W a distance of 281.23 feet to a point; thence running N O° 51' 58" W a
distance of 230.99 feet to a point; thence runnlng N 17° 38' 43" E a distance
- of 73,53 feet to a point; thence running N 8° 54' 49" E a distance of 212.75
feet to a point; thence rumning N 19° 49' 07" W.a distance of 131.99 feet
to a point; thence running N-15° 56' 39" W a distance of 31.19 feet to a
point, the last 7 courses being along said harbor line of the West Branch
“of Stamford Harbor;.thence running N 70° 11' 33" E a distance of 69.81 feet
to a point; thence running N 22° 08' W a distance of 2.10 feet to a point;
thence running N 68° 36' 00" E a distance of 48.17 feet to a point; thence
running N 47° 00' 26" E a distance of 424.57 feet to a point, the last 4
courses being along the southeasterly and southerly line of Atlantic Street
and its extension westerly to Stamford Harbor or Independent 0il Company of
Connecticut, Incorporated, in part by each; thence in a curve to the right
having a radius of 15.50 feet a distance of 34.09 feet to a point; thence
S 6° 58" 34" E a distance of 362.28 feet to a point, thence running S 17°
55' 34" E a distance of 125.05 feet to a point; thence running S 23° 30" 34w
E a distance of 313,30 feet to a point, the last 3 courses being -along the
westerly line of South Street and an extension southerly thereof across
Pacific Street; thence running N 65° 21' 26" E a distance of 50.39 feet to
a point; thence running N 66° 48' 26" E a distance of 2.99 feet to a point,
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the last 2 courses being along the southerly line of Pacific Street;
thence running S 30° 31' 04" E along the westerly line of Dyke Lane
a distance of 808.58 feet to the point and place of beginning. -

Said premises are more particularly shown on a certain map entitled
"Exchanges of Property between The Hartford Electric Light Company - -
and The City of Stamford Scalé 1" = 50' Parsons, Bromfield & Redniss

" Engineers and Surveyors Stamford, Conn. Comm No. 6811-1883 Date June

13, 1969 Revised 8 - 19 - 69 June, a copy of which is to be f11ed
in the Office of the Town Clerk of Stamford :

Easement to be granted by the Hartford Electric nght Co. to the Clty
of Stamford ’ . . .

Perpetual easement to construct, maintain, repair, operate, patrol
and replace a flood wall including.all. appurtenances thereto on that
parcel of land designated as Parcel 6El on.a certain map entitled,

™Exchanges of Property between The Hartford Electric Light Company and

The City of Stamford Scale 1" = 50' Parsons, Bromfield & Redniss
Engineers and Surveyors Stamford, Conn. Comm No. 6811-1883 Date June -
13, 1969 Revised 8 - 19 .- 69 6811, a copy of which is to Be flled

in the Office of the Town Clerk of Stamford

Easement to be granted by The Hartford Electrlc nght Co. to the Clty
of Stamford

Perpetual easements to construct, maintain, reoair, operate, inspect
and patrol a storm sewer over that land more particularly designated

as Parcel 6E2 on a certain map entitled, “Exchanges of Property between.

the Hartford Electric Light Company and the City of Stamford Scale. 1" =

50' Parsons, Bromfield & Redniss Engineers and Surveyors Stamford. Conn. "
Comm. No. 6811-1883 Date June 13, 1969 Revised 8 - 19 -~ 69 1969, a =
copy of which is to be fllEd in the Offlce of the Town Clerk of Stamford.

Quit Claim tovbe executed by the Hartford Electric nght Co. to the Clty '."b

of Stamford

That>certain-parce1'of land designated as Parcel C on a certain map
entitled, "Exchanges of Property between .the Hartford Electric Light .
Company and The City of Stamford Scale 1" = 50' Parsons, Bromfield &
Redniss Engineers.and Surveyors. Stamford, Conn. Comm No. 6811-1883

Date June 13, 1969 Revised 8 - 19 - 69 June, a-copy of which is to be _'
. filed in the Offlce ‘of the Town Clerk of Stamford. _ R L

Qu1t Claim to be exeCLted by ‘the City of Stamford to. the Ponus Yacht
Club Inc,: . .

That certain parcel of land designated as Parcel C on a certain map
entitled, "Exchanges of Property between The Hartford Electric Light -
Company and The City of Stamford Scale 1" = 50' Parsons, Bromfield &
Redniss Engineers and Surveyors Stamford, Conn. Comm No. 6811-1883
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Date June 13, 1969 Revised 8 - 19 - 69 Date, a copy of whlch is to

be filed in the Offlce of the Town Clerk of Stamford.

kkkkikdhhkkihkhkiihkk

(5) Resolution No. 709 - Authorizing Corporation Counsel TO PROCEED _
WITH THE ACQUISITION, BY CONDEMNATION, IF NECESSARY, OF THREE
PROPERTIES OFF NEWFIELD AVENUE FOR AN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SITE -

(Requested .in letter dated 6/9/70 frem Corporation Counsel -
Approved by Board of Finance on 9/20/70 with certain stipula-
tions - Funds appropriated in 1970-71 Capital Projects Budget
in "Land Bank" to purchase land for, elementary schools - Held
in Committee 10/5/70)

MR. ELLSWORTH said this was the.sole subject of one of his committee
meetings, where they met with the architects for the school site, repre-
.sentatives from the Board of Education, the City Engineer and the
Chairman of the Sewer Commission. -He sald the Committee approved this
as it was originally - that is, without the change suggested by the
Board of Finance. He said several alternatives have been suggested in
regard to the sewage problem and a separate recommendation may be made
on this. HE MOVED for approval of the following resolution. -Seconded.

RESOLUTION NO. 709

AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED WITH THE ACQUISITION, BY CONDEMNATION,
IF NECESSARY, OF THREE PROPERTIES OFF NEWFIELD AVENUE FOR AN
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STTE ‘

WHEREAS, the City of Stamford;-Connectlcut, de31res to acquire '
and develop certain land described in Schedules A, B and C annexed here-
to, which land is to be used as a 51te for the construction of an ele-

- mentary school, and’

WHEREAS funds have heretofore been appfoprléted in the 1970-1971
Capital Projects Budget for the land bank; for the purpose of acqulr-
ing such sites: and - : :

NOV THEREFORE, BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED.by'thé;Boérd_of»Repre-?
sentatives of the City of Stamford, Comnecticut, that the acquisition
of the aforesaid properties, to-be used as a site for the construction

-of-an elementary school, is desirable and necessary for the: welfare and

general well belng of the citizens of thlS City; and “1'1_

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor of the C1ty of Stamford -is. . .
hereby authorized to acquire, in the name of the City of Stamford
is herewith authorized to acquire, in the name of the City of Stamford,
the said premises for the sum of $366,000. 00; ‘and

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the_Corporation Counsel of the City of
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Stamford is herewith authorized,'on behalf of the City of Stamford,
to institute and file condemnationm proceedings, if necessary, to
acquire title to said real property. o :

*******m

MR. RUSSBACH said he is opposed to the site for two reasons - first, it

-ic an extremely poor location because it is located right near Sterling

Farms and we are going to have little kids running across the street
watching the golfers, and secondly, he opposes it for the same reasons
he opposed Rice, Ryle and Cloonan Schools - simply, that this site is a
replacement for even- Ryle or Stévens School and here we go with the same
problem all over again - as soon:as the school is built, either Ryle or
Stevens will be closed. He said it is a calculated plan by the Board of
Education to avoid the bussing ‘issue, because if they close all the
schools in the South End, there will be no bussing. He said this is
definitely a calculated plan to close all the schools in the South End -
two of them have already been closed - and they will then have no cry
about "cross bussing'" because there will be no schools and all the kids

- will be bussed. He said he thinks it is about time the people in this

City "wise up" as to what their Board of Education is doing. .

MR. BOCCUZZI said he doesn't know about Stevens School, but Ryle School
happens to be in the Second District and if he knows the people in that .
District, the Board of Education is not g01ng to close Ryle School and .
that he w111 guarantee.i . s .

MRS. SHERMAN said she disagrees with Mr. Russbach and the fact is that we
need this space for a school and it has nothlno to do with the c1031ng

down of other schools.

MR. SCOFIELD sa1d his Committee - Public Works - dlSCUSSed thlS matter at
length especially in regard to the sewage problem and the Sewer Commlsslon
does not plan to put sewers in this area for a number of years, and since

the State has approved&m on-site septic system, that will suffice. He

said one of the reasons for selecting this site is that the school parking
lot could be used for additional parking for the golf course and he does

not believe there is going to be much of a traffic problem. He said they,
however, were disturbed about the plans being ready to go out to bid and

at this late date is not the time to come before the Board of Representatlves
and ask for permission to acqulre the site.,.

MR. ELLSWORTH sald he would like to p01nt out that the money has already

been set aside in the 1970-71 Capital Projects Budget and everyone concurred .

that this was a good site. He said the State has already approved an:.
on-51te septlc system and the Dirxector of Health has also concurred

MR BITETTO sa1d he would like to state that there has been a mlsconceptlon
1n_the provisions of the Chartervregardtng Capital Projects because the ‘
Board of Education has already spent $60,000 + dollars on this site, and to
his knowledge, just recently the Commissioner of Public Works has been

e,
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notified. - He said some members of the Board of Education were amazed
when he and Mr. Scofield pointed out to them that this was a part of the
Charter, and they have gotten the message. He said now perhaps they
will go about’ it in the proper manner. i i :

MR. MILIER said the Board of Education is guilty of an appalling lack of
interest in communicating with other Boards when they have a project in
pProgress, as we are continmously presented with a "fait accompli’ which
'we can't do anything about without spending much more of the taxpayers
money and as regards the site, it might be fine for a school but many
parents of students at Stevens and Ryle Schools have communicated to him
their feeling that those schools should be maintained.

MR. NAU said he has a letter to the Chief Mechanical Engineer of Fletcher-
Thompson, Inc., from Dr. Gofstein in regard to sewage disposal, and sug-
gesting -that the Board of Education consider t1e1ng in with the sanltary
sewer system, : :

There being no fﬁrther discussion, the President called for. a vote on
Resolution No. 709, - CARRIED by a vote of 22 in favor and 16 opposed
with two abotentlons. ’ . : .

6) Two;propbsed Resolutions: (1) Reguiring the display of the Flag of -
the United States of America in places of assembly within public S
buildings; and (2) Regulating- the display of flags, banners, posters, o
signs and other pictorial matter on and within public buildings - o

(Proposed by Edward Scofield, 10th District Representatlve,; R
in letter dated 10/21/70) I :

The above matter was held in Commlttee.“ff

) (7) Concernlng proposed - Ordinance from HARBORMASTER

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI said he has been in contact with the Harbormaster,

Mr. Sheridan, who asked him about a proposed ordinance he sent in

December 1969, concerning the towing of barges and the docking of boats.:
He asked Mr., Ellsworth if thlS is in the Leglslatlve & Rules Committee at
the present time. - : L - » SR

"AMR ELLSWORTH said not that he knows of .
THE PRESIDENT said it may ‘have been lost when Mr. Bromley 1eft the Board
(the previous Chairman of .the Leglslatlve & Rules Commlttee). He suggest- -
ed that Mr. Boccuzzi ask Mr.. Sherldan to re-subm1t 1t.f }VW~"vi e

.‘PUBLIC WORKS COWMITTEE-*‘:"”

MR. SCOFIELD presented a report at this time. ﬁe_said a meeting was held

on Wednesday, Nov. 4, 1970 in the Municipal Office Building. Present were: -

Representatives Bitetto, Dombroski, Exnicios, Morabito, Rybmick, Scofield .
and Commissionerof Public Works, Walter Maguire. He said the Committee
met jointly with the Fiscal Committee on matters also referred to his
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Committee, which has already been reported on.

‘Concerning Repairs needed on BANGALL ROAD {(State-owned road)

MR. SCOFIELD said this is a 1500 ft. stretch of road that is actually
an extension of DEN ROAD and commects RIVERBANK with Den and is used
very heavily by the public and in very bad shape now. He said they
have checked to see if it was transferred over by the State to the .
City and have asked the Planning & Zoning Committee to formally accept
this road next month. °~ He said he wants to go on record that the
Public Works Dept. 1ntends to pave this road using ex1st1ng State Aid

money,

SEWER COMMITTEE:

Petition(signed by property owners - received 9/4/70) REQUESTING SEWERS .
ON OLD BARN ROAD, because of serious health hazard caused by overflow-
ing septic systems and suggesting a tie-in with the new ‘trunk line on
Cold Spring Road (See Item #25 under Steering Commlttee Report)

MR. BITETTO said this was discussed at a meeting of the Sewer Comm1551on -
and the Mayor was present. He said he intends to pursiue this further with

hlS Commlttee.

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE'

d Summer Street. Seconded and CARRIED.

Letter (dated 9/24/70) from PARKING.AUTHORITY - PURCHASE OF PROPERTY
LOCATED ON FRANKLIN STREET FOR $73,500.00 .

MR. RUSSELL said his Commlttee met- on Wednesday, Oct..3lst at 7 P‘M. and,ﬂ
again on Thursday, Nov. 5th at 8 P. M,, -at that time with the Leglslatlve.
Rules Committee. . IRETRIRT o t.»v,A SRR P :

MR RUSSELL MOVED for approval of the request from the Parklng Authorlty
(see above) which has-received prior approval of the Planning Board. He
explained that the parking area will serve mostly the Summer Street area, -
more so when the proposed traffic flow pattern removes certaln parklng on ';’

PLANNINC & ZONING COMMITTEE'M

» (1) Acceptance of roads as Clty Streets-'“‘

MR. HORNER MOVED for acceptance of the followlng street as a clty street. o
Seconded and CARRIED: . R Ll T -iffng_ R

: BUTTERNUT LANE (Sectlon 3): Extending.southwesterly from the -
already accepted portion of Section 1 as shown on
Map No. 8437 on file in the City & Town Clerk's
Office.. Length: approx.. 397 ft.
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Concerning RIDGE RIMMON LANE - (certified}for acceptance by City
» Engineer in letter 11/9/70).

MR. HORNER:said this is being held in Committee because the name is
rather confusing and they intend to hold this until they can get a
change of name, He said the confusion comes into the picture when you '
realize that we have "Rockrimmon Road, Rockrimmon Lane, Rockrimmon
- Court" and now we have "Ridge Rimmon Lane" - four streets that sound
very much alike. He said in the event of an emergency such as fire,
police, ambulance, etc., it could prove to he a handicap as far as
locating the proper street in a hurry 1s concerned.
€2) Report from Commission of Finance on RAPIDS. ROAD and acceptance of
same by adoption of Resolution No., 710

MR. HORNER MOVED for approval of the follow1ng resolutlon.; Seconded
and CARRIED unanimously' : S PO

 RESOLUTION NO. 710

APPROVING REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FINANCE CONCERNING IMPROVEMENTS
TO BE CARRIED OUT ON RAPIDS ROAD IN ORDER TO BE ACCEPTED AS A CITY
STREET UNDER SECTION 640 OF CHARTER AND SECTION 29.50 OF CODE OF
GENERAL ORDINANCES OF STAMFORD ) :

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the City
of Stamford that the Report of the Commissioner of Finance to the Board
of Representatives, dated October 29, 1970, regarding the improvements

" to be carried out on that portion of RAPIDS ROAD, from Cedar Helghts Road
northerly to a dead end is hereby approved and i TN :

BE IT FURIHER ‘RESOLVED that upon approval of said report by the Mayor of
the City of Stamford, said improvements shall be carried out in accord- - -
ance with said report, after notice of such flnally approved report has
been given, accordlng to law; and . L . ,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the report when so approﬁed by the Mayor‘and
when funds have been appropriated to pay for the cost of the 1mprovements,
shall be recorded in the land records of the Cltv of Stamford

****#k*****"#dc***‘}rk**

(3) Proposed Resolution - AUTHORIZING CERTAIN'CITY'STREETS TO BE TAKEN INTO
' THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM (Being portions of Courtland Avenue, Glenbrook
Road, West Main Street, North State Street and South State Street -
(Mayor s letter 10/16/70) _ - . o

The above matter was held in Committee.”
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(4) ZLetter dated 10/21/70 from Anthony Marrucco, Chairman of HOUSING . |
SITE DEVELOPMENT AGENCY, urging approval of two resolutions ' ]
presented in previous letter of 9/15/70 in the matter of the HIGH ’

RIDGE ROAD HOUSING SiTE DEVELOPMENT PLAN - (Recommitted to Plan-
ning & Zoning Committee at the Oct. 5 1970 Board Meeting - See

.Pages 7486-87-88-89 of Mlnutes)

MR. HORNER read his Committee Report. He sa1d on Oct 18 1970 (Sunday)

at ‘11 o'clock in the morning, 24 Members of. thls Board vt51ted and walk-

ed around the proposed site, which is somethlng new in the history of _

the Board of Representatives. He said this:#nabled the Members to determine

for themselves whether this site was suitable. for the proposed housing. He

said on November 5, 1970, the Committee held an-opem meeting at the Municipal

Office Building but because we were unable to. accommodate more than -

45 spectators, the meeting was moved to the Rippowam High School. He said

16 members of the Board were present to listen to 33 speakers express their

opinions against the proposal, while 21 persons spoke in favor of it. ,

said the meeting was called for 8 o'clock and was adjourned at 11.45 P. M.
P

- with approx1mate1y 250 people in attendance. "

‘ fﬂEEﬂ?AE)
He said this evening at 6.30 P.M. the Committee held a hearing-on the

proposal with the following Members present: Messrs. Roos, Guroian, Nau -

and Horner, He said the proposed resolution from Mr. Marrucco of the

Housing Authority regarding the High Ridge site was discussed and voted upon T
by a vote of 3 against, one in favor and was agreed that the Commlttee would o
recommend a REJECTION for the following reasons: | : : : ‘»'%

First, we do not favor downzoning and this applicatiohvdefinitely inciudes

growth of Stamford and if we are to continue on an orderly basis, we must
very definitely consider this. He said if we violate our zoning, we send.
an open 1nv1tat10n to do so again and again. He said since there are several': .
other sites which do not require downzoning, they strongly recommend that

these sites be developed as quickly as possible in accordance w1th the need ’

~over any other concepts that may be con31dered

Lastly, the site itself in the opinion of the Committee, requires much in

the way of improvement. He said if we develop this on the basis of the
proposed 100 units that have been indicated, the land cost, per unit, will
amount to perhaps $10,000. or more. He said this -is land cost per family :
unit. He said they have good indications that: there are other locations = -
which do not require downzoning, which are readily available, and which-

have "all the facilities which are requ1red for-this kind of housing and can
be developed for around one quarter of what 1t_wou1d cost at “the ngh Rldge

51te.1

He said, b351ca11y, these are the reasons why the Commlttee recommends that :
we reject. = -- , i g e

_ MR. DIXON said this was also referred to his Committee - The Public Housing g

& General Relocation Committee. He said his‘Committee disagrees with

w, A
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Mr. Horner's report. He said his Committee met on October 23rd, to
which all Board Members were invited, the Housing Site Development
Agency was present and made a partial presentation of the High Ridge
Site and answered many questions asked by the Board Members. He said
his Committee recommends approval of the two resolutlons presented and
the site. : :

MR. PUETTE said for the reason that the Board cannot vote upon a nega-
tive report. HE MOVED for adoption of the first resolutlon, which
reads as follows: Seconded :

PROPOSED RESOLUTION

FINDING THAT THE NEED FOR HOUSING FOR FAMILIES OF LOW AND

MODERATE INCOME IN THE CITY OF STAMFORD IS NOT LESS THAN

THAT PROPOSED BY THE HIGH RIDGE ROAD HOUSING SITE
DEVELOPMENT PLAN

WHEREAS, Sec. 8-213 of the Connecticut General Statutes proﬁides that
‘prior to approving or adopting a housing site development plan, the
- governing body of the municipality shall find that there exists a need .
in the municipality for such heusing solely for low or moderate income -
persons -or families in an 1ncome not less than that- to be prov1ded
pursuant to such plan;. : - : : :

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the-
City of Stamford, that it is found that there presently exists in

. the City of Stamford a need for housing for low or moderate income
persons or families in an amount not less than that to be provided
pursuant to the High Ridge Hou31ng Slte Development Plan. : e

* A*"'*irk*******'*i—k***

MRS. PONT-BRIANT MOVED that debate be limited'to'not more than five
minutes per person and after everyone has been heard once, they may speak
aga1n a second time. Seconded and CARRIED. -

MR. MORRIS said when the URC contract was approved, housing became the
major issue in Stamford. Homeowners were told their fears were not
justified because the URC planners will resolve the housing problem.
He said at that time those who studied the URC plan and objected to it-
because the plan did not provide for housing-and the welfare of those
directly affected, were told that they were "obstructionists" and -
"opponents of progress" and many put their reputations on the line for
fighting for housing and lest the battle for the people of Stamford.
He said as we all now know, the URC failed to live up -to its commitments
in regard to housing and this problem is still with us. Now, he said '
they are attempting.to "get into the act" by trying to provide housing..

w,
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He said we should not forget these facts in our deliberations, and
neighborhoods should not be destroyed, because we are prlmarlly
dealing with people who live in a community.

He said the zoning regulations protect the neighborhood concept and’
these zoning regulations should be enforced, in order to protect the
people directly involved. He said the homeowners in the High Ridge
site area - in the neighborhood of 300, signed a petition opposing
it and their signatures must-mean something and it is about time we
.8 ‘listened to the homeowners and taxpayers of the City, who worked
LTI hard in order to acquire their property. He said the Housing

P ' Authority has not built amy housing in the City for the past sixteen
Lo years and this is- the purpose for which it was created, and its first
[ attempt has greated a furor in the community., He said we know that.
’ s non profit organizations have more than 900 units on thé drawing
boards nearing completion - St. John's Towers being one example. He
said after repeated requests,. the Housing Authority was not able to
give any answers as to how many units. were needed._ e

MR. BITETILQ. sa1d he wants to commend the Plannlng & Zonlng Commlttee .
for their interest and dedication in this matter and thinks they have
done the people of this City a great service. He said -people who o

reside in the area where downzoning is taking place, have the1r homes. o
and 11ves at stake and should have their rights’ protected '

word from his constituents by telephone and by letter, some expressions
being favorable to the site, while others were opposed to it. He sald S
the consensus was evenly d1v1ded between the pros and cons. °He said '~ '
his decision would be bound to make someone unhappy whichever way he
decided. He said we have a problem beforé us which we will probably
have to face again in the future. because no matter how much we wish, 7
- this problem will simply not 8o away. He urged the Members to vote in L
favor of the Resolutlon. ‘ B e v e e

"ij}ﬂl‘ : MR. PUETTE spoke in favor of the resolution;, He said he has receivedﬂr

. MR. BIEDER MOVED THE QUESTION ' Seconded ‘and CARRIED. Someone called
for a d1v151on. LOST o ST L e e e
MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI asked a question of Mr. Horner. He said he made a .
statement that ''there are other sites available" where no downzonlng 1s

required. He said he would like to see a list of where these other
51tes are. : S : :

MR. HORNER Sald he belleves that Mr. Boccu221 has the same llst that he
has, but he has a reply to the Mayor from the HSDA wherein they refer

to several sites -- the first one being Site #1, the air rights over the’
Pitney Bowes parking lot; the second is Site #4, Lawn Avenue; the 3rd . -
is Rock Spring Road; being Site #6; Site #8 being air rights over County
Court House parking area; the next is Site #9, Court Street and Washington
Avenue; the next, Washington Avenue right of way; Site #3 Lawn Avenue

and the next is Site #7 Morgan Street - the mext Site #12, is the Stamford
Water Company. , .

e S e
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MR. BOCCUZZI said apparently the Chairman is referring to high rise
sites and in the area where there already are many sites.

MR. HORNER said he ‘'is referring to the sites that were previously
recommended to the Mayor by the HSDA and where fea51b111ty ‘studies

have been completed

MR RUSSELL said after attending the meetings at Rippowam High and
after an avalanche of phone calls and letters from his constituents,
he found that there are many people caught in a bind as there are
many low income groups such as young marrieds, etc., who find Stamford
beyond their incomes and usually seek housing outside of Stamford. -
He said there is no doubt that we are in very serious need of certain

types of housing.

MR. RUSSBACH said he would like a clarification'e»we have three
' separate items in front of us. He asked if the Members can speak twite

on each of the three items.
THE PRESIDENT said that is true. |
' MR. RUSSBACH said hlS speech concerns the 31te 1tse1f so he will weit{

MR. CHIRIMBES said he is for housing and was Chalrman of the f1rst ,
Housing & General Relocation. of the Board with Thomas Morris at that - =
time and they were instrumental in getting the URC to release Parcel 41 -
to this Board and also worked toward getting .it released to the New
Hope Corporation, the sponsor under the Director, Rev. Taylor for - .
aapproximately 250 units of housing three years ago. He explained =
all the things he had done to expedite housing andffeels'he is well o
qualified in the area of the housing needs of the City. He said he is -
mnot at all happy with the way housing has been handled, especially the
High Ridge site. He said he has been insisting the demand for housing : ,
. be shown to this Board and there is mno question that there is a need for -
housing, but what kind? :He said no category has yet been established and

everyone seéms to have a different list. He said the Diocese of Bridgeport. :’

has a list of over 1000 names, many of whom will not qualify. He said he
has asked many people if they would consider the Three Towers and the
answer has been negative - they do not wish to live 1n the center of the
City or in that type of hou51ng. : ’

'MR. CONNORS sald as an old time Member of the Board, .who opposed Urban
Redevelopment, his argument in the beginning was "before you tear down, '

you build up". He said when we originally started URC, it was the South- .

~east Quadrant and they were supposed to put a housing project down on
Beckley Avenue, between Beckley Avenue and Frontage Road and then decided
not to do it and decided the property was too valuable and changed their

plans. Now, he said we are caught in a hassle. He said he heard Mr. Horner

mention Lawn Avenue twice gnd would like to know if the East Side is sup-
posed to be saturated with housing - they .already have a large share of it
and now everyone is crying crocodile tears for some of the other poor tax-

w5
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payers, but how about the taxpayers in the East Side? He said they
also pay for their homes and now here we are talking about two sites
on Lawn Avenue, and is the East Side going to get them all and you
are not going to put them up in High Ridge7 ‘He said it is about time
low cost housing got moved around a little bit - because Hanover and
Magee Avenue is another East. Side progect and why7

MR. CLARK said he has two questions he would like to ask - if this

motion is defeated, will it be mecessary to bring up the other two?

THE PRESIDENT said mo, it will mot. . . RERAR RS

MR. CLARK said his second question.is, if this motion is passed, it

- does not identify with the High Ridge site but maybe 1t does because -

the 1anguage mentions the High Ridge site.
THE PRESIDENT read the last part of the resolutlon._

MR. CLARK sald the 1nference then is that 1t does mentlon the ngh

. Ridge 51te..

MR. ROOS spoke in favor of the resoiutiOn, saying we have done,nothing

: to alleviate the problem over' the years because it is still with us.,

AMR SCOFIELD said there def1n1te1y is a mneed for hou51ng -.at least
2 500 some place. : i :

- MRS. SHERMAN spoke in favor of the need for housing and can understand -

the plight of the small home owner She said how can anyone think that
this type of housing - 80 moderate income families and 20 low income" :
families, in cooperatively ‘owned garden type apartments, facing a major .~ = .
state highway, can possibly destroy their adjoining neighborhood? She = .
urged approval of the resolution because of the desperate need for more

hou51ng.

MR. GUROIAN said he wants to clear up one misconception and that is

CONA was conceived for the East.Side home owners three years -ago, and

has continued to work for them. He said the Representatives should heed
the wishes of their constituents and work in their behalf and in all cases
prefer their wishes to his own. He spoke against the resolution saying
there are those who would "bulldose" the small home owner out of existence. -

MR. MiLLER said he would iike a clarification on the vote on the first

resolution - as he understands it, an affirmative vote .on the first reso- ™

lution is saying that we have a need for a certain amount of housing - o
without saying that the housing must be on the ngh Rldge site. He asked ' .-
if this is correct. . ; S :

THE PRESIDENT sard he is not g01n6 to ‘try to 1nterpret this - the Board
Members have all heard the resolutlon and they should make their own
1nterpretat10n of what it means. P
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THE PRESIDENT said we have now heard all the speakers. and there are
some who want to speak for the second or third time.” He asked the
Members not to keep repeating what has been sald before and to- keep
their remarks to a minimum, : o Wi :

MR. DIXON spokenfor the second time in favor of tﬁe;resoiution.

MR. DeFOREST said it looks as if the Board has never been pulled and
hauled as much as they have been on this issue in a good many years,’
because most Members see both sides .of the issue. He said, from
personal experience, he has found the need for housing for middle
income persons almost impossible to f1nd and the need definitely exists.

MR, ELLSWORTH urged the Members to stick to the issues involved. He
said he has received many phone calls both pro and con and many persons
are not reacting in a realistic manner. He said he does not regard

the housing problem as being in a state of crisis - that someone has"
said we have an occupancy rate in Stamford of near zero, which is not
correct and the last he heard is that we have about 750 houses for sale
on the market, He said someone said that high rise is the answer to .
our problem, but this can be substantiated to prove that high rise
living is not the best solution. He said because of the neighborhood
this site cannot remain forever the way it is ... 7%. Also, there is

. no guarantee this site will stay at 100 units, but-only if feasible,

and later on the plan can be amended. He said the Census proves that
Stamford is slow growing and has only had a 47 increase between 1960 '

and 1970 in population..

MR, DONAHUE said he read through the Minutes of the Pub11c Hearlng that
was held on the site, attended the CONA Meeting and the Planning & o
Zoning Committee Meeting, and heard reasonable arguments both pro .and

con and also unreasonable arguments both pro and con. He said after a =
great deal of thought he intends to vote against the resolution, prim-
arily because a great many of his constituents are opposed to the three
resolutions concerning this site, and also because there does not seem

. to be a list of those needing this type of housing in existence anywhere, -

and there seems to be.a number of housing projects that have.either not
been started or have bogged down in their completion and he thinks these .

o unlts should be completed and filled before we start others.

MR. MORABITO'spoke agalnst the resolution because of the many telephone
calls and letters he has.received., He suggested the constructlon of

modular homes as one answer to the housing problem.

MR. HORNER said he has a copy of a petltlon in his possession whlch he -
would like to pass -around among the Members, with the signatures of 593
people who live in the immediate neighborhood and are primarily concerned -
with the concept of downzoning, but on the other hand, if small homes

were built on the site, they would welcome them. He said these people

are not bigots but just don't want this land downzoned, which is the

ot
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" MR. L1VOLSI said. by this- tlme, it must be certain that evexyone has made up
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change this land from %0 units which 1s presentlv indicated to a maximum
density of 140 apartment un1ts. ' o

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said She abstained in the Housing Committee, waiting
for more information in order to read the transcript which had been
given to her the day before. She said she received notification from
constituents both pro and con, and it is not 2 one way street. She
said she is having a battle to decide what is best, but.can't deny
that there is a need for a 100 units and also can't deny that these

' people bought their homes in this vicinity, knowing it was designed for

small home owners and that their rights were protected by zoning.- How-
ever, she said CBS was the first step in downzoning, but it probably will
eventually go commercial, but perhaps these people don't want a factory
next to them either. She said the Housing Committee first brought the
question up of cooperative housing as they felt that pride of ownership
would protect these units and if they were only rented would not be-taken
care of in the same manner. She said under the Federal Law, 236, = L
housing is being subsidized wherever it may be located. She said this
will be coming up in the next Budget (funds for this) and a list should
be forthcoming to this Board and if they don't want it, the answer is no
more funds and then we won't get into a hassle over the East Side, the -
West Side, the North or the South. She said she hopes the Members vote
honestly on this issue. and not treat it all in “one bucket". . She said
she has at this time, received more calls against the site than she has®
received for it, but many have asked her -to vote as honestly as she can

which she 1ntends to do,

"MR. PUETTE sard he thinks' the Members are g01n° too far afleld on the

first resolutlon whlch is merely u51ng the ngh nldge Slte as a yardstlek

MR. KETCHAM said this Board has an obllgatlon to those in need of hou31ng,,_*

but also has an obligation to the homeowners and taxpayers - the people

who live and work here, who are attempting to maintain their own homes and
pay their taxes under an ever increasing and crushing tax load. He said

he thinks the "interests of the property owners should be of first and
paramount interest, because this. Board. should not forget that we have a
broad tax base, which is based on the homeowners, tax paying American
citizens and w1thout them we will no longer have the City:of Stamford and
are starting down the road now - the same road . as those who live in -

New York City, where the only people that can afford to live there are the
very rich and -the very poor. and certalnly does not want to see thlS happen hete'/

1n Stamford

his mind and hopes that someone will move the quest10n.i<‘:

MR. BIEDER-said since there seems to be somerdoebt in many people's miﬁdéx
as to what’ the first resolution means and since the President refuses to
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interpret the resolution, HE MOVED TO AMEND the resolutlon in- the last -
paragraph to read as follows‘

"lhat.lt is found that,there presently exists in‘the.City of
' Stamford a need for housing for low or moderate income persons
or families in an amount not less than 100 FAMILY UNITS"

Mr. Murphy seconded the motion. VOTE taken on the amendment. LOST.

MR. RYBNICK said he does not understand why every time we vote on an- =
other housing project that we also have to vote on whether or not there

is a need for housing.
THE PRESIDENT said the answer is yes“

MR, LiVOLSI sa1d a vote for the flrst resolutlon is a vote for the 51te, RRA

- and there is no doubt about it, and let® s face it.

MRS. VARNEY said she thlnks a vote on the resolution is a vote for down—
zoning and nothing else. She said ‘her vote tonight will reflect the
overwhelming mandate of those who elected her because she is first. and .
foremost a District Representative. She said when people are not pro--—
tected against downzoning, there is little else we can offer for the
protection of property rights. - She said it ‘is apparent that Stamford

has taken a positive step in the direction of housing and she is not
concerned about people who do not live here, but is concerned about )
people who live here NOW and the people who have made th1s C1ty thelr )
home over the years. A A S S

MR RUSSBACH said he feels that any further dlSCUSSlOH w111 not galn j:‘, £
anythlng, so therefore MOVES THE QUESTION. Seconded and CARRIED with -
one "no" vote (Mrs. Sherman).‘ o : ; S S B

THE PRESIDENT said a vote w111 .now be taken on the Resolutlon as moved

by Mr. Puette whlch he again read.

MR. BOCCUZZI asked the Pres1dent to state that 1f th19 Resolutlon 1s
defeated then the others will not come up. N

THE PRESIDENT sa1d he w111 rule that if the vofe on the flrst Resolutlon

is lost, there cannot be any further vote taken as this is the flrst re-:.

o qu1rement by the State. :

MR. MORRIS requested a RDLL CALL VOTE " There belng sufflclent the
President declared one w111 be taken and asked the Clerk to call the roll

Wl
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MR. BIEDER asked the President to clarify the vote ~ that if a vote is
taken on the Resolution and one votes in favor,Ais one voting in favor
of the High Ridge Housing Site, or is one voting that there exists a
housing shortage in Stamford? ' L '

THE PRESIDENT refused to interpret the Resolution and said it is not
- subject to his interpretation - that everyone has a copy of it and they
can interpret it as they see it. He instructed the Clerk to call the

roll.

The motion was LOST. by the following vote of 24 opposed, 14 in favor,

CE S e T A

) , " with one abstention, the President not voting except in case of a tie:
R THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR: .. - - THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITION:
% BIEDER, Richard (D) S BITETTO, Joseph (R) .

SR BOCCUZZI, John (D) - ' CHIRIMBES, Peter (R) -
BOCCUZ21, Theodore (D) . : CLARK, Reed (R) -
CAPORIZZ0, William (R) . o CONNORS, George (D)
L DeFOREST, John (R) - o COSTELLO, Robert (D)
T DIXON, Handy (D) - ‘ DOMBROSKI, Edward (D)
S ELLSWORTH, Stephen (R) - ' . DONAHUE, Alphonsus (D)
MURPHY, William (D) , o k EXNICIOS, Robert (R)’
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R) s GUROIAN, Armen (D)
PUETTE, William (R) - . HORNER, Watson (R)
ROOS, John (R) _ : ' KELLY, Stephen (D)
SCOFIELD, Edward (R) - KETCHAM, Alan (R)
SHERMAN, Edith (R) L LiVOLSI, Frank (D) .

TRUGLIA, Anthony (D) . . -  MILLER, Frederick (D).
T S s MORABITO, Joseph (D)
MORRIS, Thomas' (R) .
NAU, Matthias (R) .
PENSIERO, Joséph (D)
RAVALLESE, George (D)’
RUSSBACH, - Daniel (R)

ABSTAINED: | ~ RUSSELL, George (R)a
o L o S ' RYBNICK, Gerald (D) - .
.~ DURSO, Robert (D) a C SHERER, Sidney (R). -

VARNEY, Kim (R)

(5) Report of Commlss1oner of Finance on BARNCROFT RQAD @Advertlsed by h1m '
on September 25 26 and 28, 1970) ST R I TR

The above matter was held in Commlttee,

(6) Proposed Ordinance to change name of WASHINGTON AVENUE and streets. run--
ning into extension of same, from Long Ridge Road to Broad Street, to
intersection with Pacific Street 2t Dvke Lane, to be known in:its . .~
entiretv as "RIVER DRIVE" with Ordinance not to take effect until

ly 1, 1972 - (Proposed by President Chas. J. Helnzer, III -~ Held in

Ju
——2 T
Committee 9/8/70 and 10/5/70)

TELL

[ eioentanng
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The abone matter was held inVCommittee.

(7) Petition from 2 Residents of DERRY STREET (received 10/26/70)

asking for Road to be broughtup to specifications for acceptance
: : as a City street under provisions of Section 640 (Chapter 64) of
: : Charter and Section 29.50 of Code of General Ordinances -~ (Letter
to President Charles J. Heinzer, TII from Mr. & Mrs. Ange10'
Dagostino and Eileen Brennan) L

-

. The above matter was held in Committee.

PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE:

MR. KELLY, Chairman, said there was no meeting of his Committee; how-
ever, there are two matters which will have to be acted upon thlS '

evenlng as follows--

(1) Request in letter of 10/9/70 from Edward A. Connell Supt Dgpt.
of Parks & Trees, for APPROVAL OF 1971 SEASON PUBLIC MARINA
FACILITY USE FEES FOR CUMMINGS, COVE AND SOUTHFIELD MARINAS

$0k

SR ey

MR. KELLY presented the follow1ng and MOVED for approval Seconded:fl.?

B

o R U
' s . - . i .
e —

%ﬁ and CARRIED: : ,

.i LOCATION  18' DOCK A' 16' DOCK = OPEN‘MOORING’&;

i_ -Cummings 850,00 $40.00  $2.00 éar,fe;(a){ifd fj,_‘.'
cove - §50.00 0.0 §2.00 v v @
Southfield dj L | i | ;‘_n,jfi:‘ | $25,od ;_fd ::?is-*;f;f;{:i-

(a) Mlnlmum open mooring fee: $30 00

) PETITION NO. 352 - SALVATION ARMY - Request for Chrlstnas Kettles'
i on City Street beglnnlng Friday, Nov. 27, 1970

L)
e i RPN

e

. MR, KELLY MOVED for suspension of the rules in order to brlng the above
matter on the floor at this time, He said Captain Robert A. Lugiano, .
a new Officer in the Salvation Ammy in Stamford, was not knowledgeablé

- about the procedure to be followed in filing a petition and he sent it

. to Mayor Julius Wilensky, who in turn told him it would be granted..
‘However, Mr. Kelly said, he did not receive any 1nformat10n untll to- B
night. . Seconded and CARRIED to suspend the rules.-ik. e

ot

. MR. KELLY MOVED for approval of the Petltlon w1th full knowledge that
every requirement be complied with. _Seconded and CARRIED unanimously. .

@@%%%ww

S
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE:

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREEMENT entered into on October 19 1970
covering TWO YEARS - From July 1, 1970 through and including
June 30, 1972 between CITY OF STAMFORD and the STAMFORD BOARD OF
- EDUCATION (clerical emplovees) and the STAMFORD MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES
ASSOCIATION - (Coples of contract dellvered to all Board Members on
10/19/76) :

MRS.'PONT-BRIANT said the Personnel Committee met on Friday evening to
go-over the MEA contract specifically, with the following present:
Mr.. Ravallese, Mr. Ellsworth, Mr. Costello and Mrs. Pont-Briant. She
said also present was Mr. Eugene Gordon the contract negotiator and
Mr, Barker. She said they spent about two hours going over the MEA

contract, In addition, Mr. Exnicios, Chairman of the Fiscal Committee -

and Mr. Morris, Majority Leader and Mr, Leonard Vignola from the Board
of Finance, were present to obtain information. She said after dis-
cussien the Committee approved the MEA contract. ) :

MRS. PONT-BRIANT MOVED for approval of the above contract. Seconded -

and CARRIED with- two "no" votes.,

HOUSE COMMITTEE:

Letter dated .10/22/70 from Deputy Fire Marshal to Commissioner of
Public Works, concerning OBSTRUCTION TO EXIT AT REAR OF MEETING
ROOM OF BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES and stacked chairs which block the
second egress: also NOTIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR PLACE OF -
ASSEMBLY under State Fire Reculations; also notice that EXIT signs
are not the required size; also REDUCTION IN NUMBER OF OCCUPANTS TO
90, all of which are VIQLATIONS OF THE STATE FIRE REGULATIONS and
must be corrected B

MR. RYBNICK, Chairman,'called the members' attention .to the new fire

regulations concerning the Board Room which have been brought to our at-f:r
. tention since the October meeting. He said he wishes to strongly

emphasize the fact that it - is not the recommendation of this Board that
the public not be allowed to attend meetings, but the Fire Regulations
must be adhered to and this was brought to the attentlon of the Board
that we must ablde by -these. regulatlons. : :

URBAN‘RENEWAL COMMITTEE:

A PORTION OF SOUTH STREET, MAIN STREET, RIVER STREET, BROAD STREET

‘Proposed Resolution No. 711 - APPROVING TRANSFER OF JURISDICTIONVOF o

- AND ALL OF RIPPOWAM PLACE FROM THE CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT
URBAN REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION TO THE CITY OF STAMFORD, IN ACCORD-
ANCE WITH PROVISIONS OF ORDINANCE NO. 144 of General Ordinances of

Disposition Officer - Held in Committee 10/5/70) .

the City - (Requested in letter 9/11/70 from URC Legal Asst, and Land
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MR. KETCHAM, Chairman.said his Committee only has this one resolution
which was given to them in September and which they have been holding
pending the completion of WILLOW STREET - however, this street is not
as yet completed. He said he spoke to Mr.- Hibben the other day and
they would like to have the other streets transferred to the City, -
these other streets being ones where Lhe work widening. has been done.
He read the following resolution and MQVED for its adoptlon, excluding

) WILLOW STREET. Seconded and CARRTFD unanlmously'

RESOLUT ION NO. 711

APPROVING TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION.OF A PORTION OF SOUTH STREET,
MAIN STREET, RIVER STREET, BROAD STREET AND ALL OF RIPPOWAM

PLACE FROM THE CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT URBAN REDEVELOPMENT
COMMISSION TO THE CITY OF STAMFORD, IN ACCORDANCE WITH PROVISIONS
OF ORDINANCE NO.-144 OF THE CODE OF GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY

WHEREAS, the City of Stamford, Connecticut Urban Redevelopment Coﬁmissionk
is presently engaged in the execution of the Southeast Quadrant Urban
Renewal Project, Project No. GConn. R-43; and : :

WHEREAS, in pursuance of the execution of the Southeast Quadrant Urbanm
Renewal Project, the City of Stamford, Connecticut Urban Redevelopment
Commission has acquired certain property for the purpose of making public
1mprovements on South Street, Main Street, River Street, Broad Street

and Rlppowam Place, and sa1d 1mprovements are substantially completed'

and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 144 of the Code of General Ordinances of the Clt&i.
of Stamford provides for the transfer of Jur1sd1ct10n between the City
and its agencies; and : i

WHEREAS, the transfer'of jurisdiction is in thé-public'interest;’

NOW, THEREFORE, BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by . tﬁe Board of Representa¥ i
tives of ‘the City of Stamford, Connecticut, that the jurisdiction of the '

_ following described property is hereby transferred from the City of

Stamférd, Connecticut Urban Redevelopment Commission to the City of
Stamford, in accordance with the provisions of Ordlnance No. 144 of the g

SOUTH STREET, w1th”the addltlonal property acquired and the public b
improvements made thereon from the southerly boundary line of the Urban Bt
Renewal area to the 1ntersect10n w1th the sontherly boundary line of =

Maln Street' S Lo : 2 : o

RIPPOWAM PLACE, with the additional property acquired and the public
improvements made thereon, from the intersection with the southerly
boundary line of Main Street to the intersection w1th the westerly

boundary of South Street'i
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MAIN STREET, with the additional property acquired and the public .
improvements made thereon from the intersection with the easterly
boundary of Relay Place to the intersection with the easterly boundary

of South Street;

URIVER STREET, with the additional property aequired and the -public

improvements made thereon, from the intersection with the northerly
boundary of Main Streel to the Intersection with the northerly ’
boundary of Broad Street .

improvements made thereon from the intersection with the westerly
boundary of River Street to the intersection with the westerly boun-

dary of Atlantic Street.

B T R T e T i e e

Request for appointment of an INVESTTGATING COMMITTEE to find out why

housing is not being built by the Better Housing, Coleman Corp. and

- New Hope Corp. and report back to this Board as to their status and

date of completion of all sites, agencies and programs within 30 days

and report as to why New Hope Parcel 41 should not revert to F.D. Rlch.”ff‘
for instant housing, which F.D.Rich has an Optan and has not exerted Lo

to date

MR. CHIRIMBES made a motion asboutlined ebdve.'hﬂuf‘/

- THE PRESIDENT asked Mr. - Chlrlmbes to put this in wrltlng and glve to

Mrs. Farrell for referral t6 committee at the Steerlng Commlttee meet- e
1ng. Mr. Ch1r1mbes sa1d he would do so. : . L T

MR. MURPHY said the previous speaker was a member of the Hou81ng Com-f}
mittee and should know the answers as well as anybody. BN

MR, RYBNICK said-he would 1ike to make an amendment to what Mr. Chirimbes
just said -- that this same Committee receive-from the different :

'agenc1es a prlorlty llst of the people that should be re-located

THE PRESIDENT suggested that Mr. Rybnick put thlS in wrltlng and brlng e
it to the next meeting of the Steerlng Committee. - . L S

MRS PONT- BRIANT asked 1f when this is sent in there 1s any poss1b111ty

" that this go to the Housing Committee rather to another,spec1al,commltteet,'-

and perhaps they can come up with a list, perhaps by- uéing'Deta Process-
ing, and perhaps thlS can be kept in a committee .that-is already 1n ex1s- )

tence. -

MR. CHIRIMBES sa1d he w111 change thlS to a- request that thlS Board .
1nvest1gate.’ i ) Lo : ST k o ' é

THE PRESIDENT said 1et this be discussed in the Steerlng Commlttee and
not on the floor at this time. .
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SPECIAL COMMITTEE CONCERNING RAPIDS ROAD:

MR DeFOREST asked 1f everybody is still awake. There was a chorus
of "Yes" in reply. . C :

MR. DeFOREST presented the follow1ng report of his Spec1a1 Investigat-
ing Committee' . -

RAPIDS ROAD SPECTAL COMMITTEE REPORT
‘November 9, 1970

At the Julyv1970 Meeting of the'Board-of Representatives, by vote of
the Board, President Charles Heinzer appointed a special committee to
investigate the Rapids Road controversy. The objective was to determine

- whether or not there had been any irregular or illegal practices follow-

ed in the handling of the situation, it being recognized that Rapids
Road was not yet an accepted city street. : .

The Committee was comprised of Joseph Morabito Robert Durso, -

Frank LiVolsi, Matthew Nau, Willjam Puette and John L. DeForest, Chalrman.
The Committee was empowered to proceed with its assignment as prov1ded in
Sec. 204.2 of the City charter and incur any necessary expenses in con-
nection .with its 1nvest1gat10n in accordance with Section 206. :

At the Committee's first meeting in July it was decided to retain the
services of a professional investigator as.such a person could operate
more efficiently, in greater depth, in a more objective manner and in ,
less time. Thomas F. Skinner, President of Confidential Research Assoc1ates,,1
Ine{, was engaged to conduct the investigation. A former FBI agent

- Skinner, has had considerable experlence in municipal and 1ndustr1a1

1nvest1gat10ns.

Mr. Skinner conducted in-depth interviews with 20 persons connected _
directly or indirectly with the Rapids Road situation. He also checked

~available ‘files and records in the Public Works Dept., and elsewhere

when necessary. At the conclusion of his investigation he submitted to.
the committee a complete report including detailed interviews, copies of
pertinent letters and documents pertaining to the matter under study.

" These findings are 1nc1uded with this report.-f

Having carefully studied Mr. Skinner's report, the Committee interviewed
certain key persons involved in the Rapids Road controversy. These in-
cluded Public Works Commissioner Walter Maguire, Deputy Public Works
Commissioner John Canavan, Operations Officer Nicholas Loglisci, City

. Engineer William Sabia, Commissioner of Finance George ‘Aretakis and
- Assistant Corporation Counsel Theodore Godlln.; :

U81ng the aforementioned report plus detailed interviews with the above
officials, the Committee arrived at the follow1ng conc1u31ons' o

™~

s
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1. Although no evidence was found to indicate any actual gain or

L o profit was -either planned or obtained by any of the principals involved,
R : there was a definite violation of Chapter 64 of the City Charter by .the
' manner in which the road project was handled, It was evident that al-
though several officials within the Public Works Department were aware .
of the-failure to comply with Chapter 64, the work was allowed to pro-

ceed notw1thstand1ng

T 2, 1t is obvious also that there is poor supervision and control within

B ' the Publi¢ Works Department arising from a:lack of clearly defined lines
of authority and established lines of communication ﬁlthln the various
bureaus of the department.

IR SV
‘.

3. There is, furthermore, an evident lack of cost controls, businesslike
accounting procedures and material controel. There is currently, for
instahce, a storm drain account, a large portion of which is vague as to
expenditures. In fact, this account is an obvious "dumping ground”" in
the department's accounting system when there is doubt as to where actual
costs are to be allocated - - :

4, There is a 1ack_of careful planning and programming of projects in

o . the Public Works Department. The lack of a comprehensive system of re-

A T porting on programs, both physical and financial, has resulted in con- _
siderable confusion. There is no check on the legality under the charter :

" of many prOJECtS, some of current interest 1nC1denta11y.»> '

5. There is a gross lack of communication between the various city depart- -
ments with one department knowing little about’ the basic procedures of
another. This was broughtwout by Public Works officials either not know-

" ing or 51mp1y 1gnor1ng the basic nrocedures of the Finance Department.

6. So far as the Comm15$1oner of Finance is concerned he usurped theli
authority of the Public Works Department by injecting hlmself into an
area where his department had no legal authorlty. c e N

7. Insofar as the Raplds Road situation is concerned the Corporatlon
Counsel's office showed very little sense of_respon31b111ty. :

‘In order, therefore, to eliminate such situations as RapldsaRoads, and to :
increase overall operating efficiency of the c1ty government the follow-'
.ing recommendatlons are- subm1tted~ S T o :

1. Chapter 64, along with all other prov151on of the City Charter, must _ﬁ=”
be strlctly adhered to by all C1ty OfflClals in thelr day to day funct1ons.f

?éq.' I I 2. Clearly deflned 11nes of authorlty and respon31b111ty should be ;,,,
LT ' established, or if they already exist, should be strictly followed, w1th
the Commissioner to be held respon51ble for their implementatlon.vjﬁ :

3. A procedure should be developed by . the Pub11c WOrks Department for
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the reportiﬁg and control of costs connected with every project with
an appropriate follow-up by the Commissioner. Possibly this is an area
where an internal auditor might be helpful. : :

4. Better planning and programming of future activities should be
undertaken by the Public Works Department with a monthly progress re-
port made by the Public Works Commissioner to the Mayor and to the
Board of Representatives indicating achievement over against goals to
be met.

5. We strongly recommend closer cooperatlon and coordinatlon between the
various City departments. : :

6. ©No department head should usurp, or attempt to usurp, the legal
authority of any other department for any reason whatsoever.

7. Flnally, we recommend that the Cor poratlon Counsel's off1ce be ‘more -
responsive to requests from other departments. ' '

The Chairman wishes now to thank the working members of the Committee:

Messrs. Puette, Nau and Morabito for their contribution to this study, amd

to express appreication for the interest and attention shown by Board
President Heinzer, Magorlty Leader Thomas Morris and Mlnorlty Leader =
Anthony Truglla. . e RS A

Respectfully submltted

(sgd ) .John L. De Forest-
Chairman, Raplds Road Commlttee

T . - - —— - - -

MR. MURPHY said he would like to commend the Committee for a job well
donw and that it is too bad it was not broadcast over the Radlo before
‘the’ Statlon went off the air. at 11 o clock T

vTHE PRESIDENT called for a vote acceptlng the report of the Commlttee.

‘x“ CARRIED unanlmously.‘,

SPECIAL STUDY COMMITTEE ON BOARD OPERATIONS"

" MR. RETCHAM sald he has only one matter he wlshes to brlng on the floor

L at thls time.

Request for an Emergeq;yﬁApproprlatlon in the amount: of $5 000 for
“period January 1, 1971 through June 30, 1971 for the purpose of re-
ta1n1ng Counsel for this Board , -

MR. KETCHAM MOVED for approval of the above request. ‘Seconded and
CARRIED unanlmously. . .

Tt
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SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON DRUG ABUSE:

Mr., Morr1s, Chairman, reported that the Committee held one meeting

-and he w1cnes to report "Progress

'COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR

MRS. PONT BRIANT read the follow1ng 1etter from the Mayor to the
Majority. Leader, dated November 9, 1970: ‘ .

‘Mr‘-Thomas Morris

82 Belltown Road
Stamford, Comn.

Dear Tom: RE: TABULATIONS ON NEED FOR LOW COST HOUSING

I have been attempting to make a complete master listing of people

in Stamford who need housing, since youreguested it about a month ago.
Previous lists have beeh made by going to sources such as URC, the
Housing Authority, Welfare, and various moderate income, -low income
and Semior Citizens Projects, and gettlng tabulatlons. These always.

total approx1mately 5000 units,

T don't think this method of complllng a 11st is. -any good First,
someone who has applied for public housing isn't mecessarily living in
bad housing. Second, someone who is living in bad housing may have . :
applied to several non- profit projects, as well as the Housing Authorlty.'
Thus, the lists alone do not represent the total need for housing because :
they do not include families in need of housing who do not have current
applications on file, - Many people discouraged by 1ong waltlng perlods,
do not maintain their names on active lists, ' R

The best way to make a true listing would be to. tak a complete housing o

inventory and census, including income, family composition, etc.  This
was done as a part of our CRP study. The housing section was completed
September, 1968, but this study was based on. 1960 census flgures, and T’
wouldn't try to. apply it to today's condltlon.

Another way it could be done would be to take ex1st1ng source data and

weed out duplications. You wouldn't have a complete list, you'd be miss- :

ing would be people who need housing and haven't applied. We would have -

- to check existing housing, but only on a selective basis, i.e., those:

who have applied.  When you first asked, this is what we set out “fo do.’

We are making up a master list of people who have applied for housing to
any low income, moderate income, or senior citizen project, and who are
presently in need of such housing. It will imclude such data as length
of time lived in Stamford, income and how many people earned it, family
composition, number of bedrooms needed, rent being paid, and eligibility
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for low income moderate income, and senior citizens housing. By
having names of these families and listing them alphabetically, we
can weed out duplications. We should keep it up to date, perhaps
using IBM machines. We are pretty well along w1th this compllatlon,'
. but have been unable to complete it. »

It is not my intention to publish this data, but only to make publlc

a summary, showing how many units of housing are required, for each
category, low income, moderate income, and senior citizens. I would
have the backup data available for any Board of Representative, Board
of Finance, Housing Authority, Planning Board or Zoning Board member

to look at, but without names. Thus confidentiality.'would be preserved.

Though I do not have a final figure for you at this point, we have -
gone far enough with our study that I can assure Board Members without
the shadow of a doubt that we cannot possibly meet the dire needs of

our citizens who live in slums for clean, sage, decent housing, with

_the 917 units already under construction, or moving towards gpeurd .
breaking. My best projection at this point is that we have approx1mately
2500 appllcants on waiting lists without’ dupllcatlons. , o

We certalnly shouldn't hes1tate to start 100 more on the ba51s of need
The need is there. : : L L ; :

Cordially,‘,f -

“(8GD.) Ju11us : :
o Julius M. Wllensky
Mayor L

- o - e - e R Y G T S W T G T e = S S e O e G S e e B e R G GRS e )

MR. MURPHY said the Mayor is preparlng his own llst but the Board wants -
thelr own list as well. . R g . R P b :

OLD BUSINESS:
Request for liaison between the Board of Repreéentatives'and CTE by

sending Two Representatives in order to have a monthly account of
‘their activities so the Board will be better informed

" MR. TRUGLIA said he brought up ‘the above matter at last month's meetlng 5A:_
and he would like to request the same thing again thlS month _ HE MOVED e

this be done. Seconded by Mr. Murphy.

" MR. MURPHY said he knows very little. about CTE except what he reads in ?;EJﬁ:-v'
the newspaper and hears over the Radio. He said it would be very .
“interesting if we had some liaison with CTE as to be better informed.

MRS. SHERMAN said she read in the paper that something in the neighbor-
‘hood of Three Million Dollars went to CTE over the past five years,
which certainly should be of interest to this Board and it would be a
. good idea for this Board to be better informed of their activities,
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MR. SCOFIELD objected, saying he does not think this Board should try

to interject itself into the affairs of CTE and we have not been invited
to do so. He said he thinks a lot more could be accomp11shed in a more
quiet and informal manner such as the way we work with the Board of
Education and that it should not be highly public¢ized. He suggested it

‘could be better accomp11shed if the President, the Majority Leader and

the Minority Leader meet informally with the CTE and try to work out some -
kind of informal. arrangement and should not vote for us to represent

ourselves, especially at one of their monthly meetings, which is a pecked

house and nothing really gets done. He said he feels that a lot more .’
could be accomplished by getting together with their Executive Board on
an informal basis once in a while. He said he also wishes to point out

"that they'have a publication which comes out every other month which is

informative. He said the unfortunate part of it is that information is
not put in the press and over the radio. He said he would like to ask the
representatives of the press and the radlo to please ‘take note of this -
om1351on. :

MRS. SHERMAN said she thinks it would be very nice if the Board members
received this sort of information from CTE so they could be better in-
formed of what they are doing. : :

VOTE teken on Mr. Truglia's motion. CARRIED with a few "no" votes.

'NEW_BUSINESS:

Request for a Spec1a1 Study Commlttee to become a Standlng Commlttee
(Special Study Commlttee on Board eratlons) :

MR. MORABITO said he would like to see the Spec1a1 Study Commlttee that
is chaired by Mr, Ketcham become 'a Standing Committee. He said he thinks-
this Committee should periodically ‘evaluate every appointive Board or
Commission in this City, such as the now defunct Design Review Board,

and any other Boards -- in fact, any appointive City Board. He said as

_a former member of the Design Review Board, and not to interpret his re-

marks as criticism, but as a former Member of that Board he can truth-
fully say the Design Review ‘Board was a big ZERO - and that it failed to
accomplish anything and was a waste of time and money. He said he is
quite sure that any Architect, any Engineer, sign man, and. anyone who =
needs a Design Review Board to check over his work, has very little con-
fidence in his own ability. He said he would like to see this Committee,

chaired by Mr. Ketcham, who has done an- 0utstand1ng JOb ‘re-evaluate every

app01nt1ve Board or Comm1551on in the Clty.

THE PRESIDENT said thlS cannot come. up tonlght because the Speaker is
' trying to expand the duties of the Committee, which affect the very.
"basic rules of this Beard. He suggested that he put this in writing and:

send it to the Steering Committee so 1t can be put in the proper commlttee

'and be handled prnper]y.

'Rquest for an Investigation of the Stamford Water Coﬁpanz_

MR. TRUGLIA said he wished to ask that this Board investigate the Stamford

TS

w,
1
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Water Company. (applause). He said he bases his request on the fol-
lowing: (1) persenal calls by many citizens complaining of poor service,
and (2) the questior of quality of water, both for drinking and for
bathing, and (3) the lack of sufficient water pressure throughout the
»varlous sections of the City of Stamford.

THE PRESIDENT said thlS also should be sent to the Steerlng Commlttee.

ADJOURNMENT.

There being no further business'to come before the Board, on .motion,
duly seconded and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned at 1 A.M.

Velma Farrell, Administrative Assistant
(Recording Secretary)

APPROVED'

J@%WM@%’—

_Charles J. Hednzer, I111# President
1ith Board of Representatlves. '

NOTE: The above meetlng was - i
- broadcast over Radio Statlon :

‘WSTC until 11 P.M, = -

o v
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