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:.mmTES OF ~:OVE.v'illER 13, '1972 

12th Boa~d of ReDresentatives 

St~fordt Cc~~ecticut 

9405 

The ~2th Beard of Representatives of the City of Stamford met in a regular 
session on Monday, Ncve!llber 13, 1972, in the Board's meeting room, Municipal 
Office Building, 429 Atlantic Street, Stamford, Connecticut. 

The !Ileeting ~aS called to order at 8:55 P.M. by the President George V. Connors, 
after a Caucus by the respective parties. 

BVOC.t.7ION - The Invocation \.las given by Rev. Stanley Hemsley, St. John's 
Episcopal Church. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGI~~CE TO FLAG: The President led the members in the Pledge of 
Allegiance to the Flag. 

CHECK OF VOTING MACHINE: 

A check of the Voting Machine \.laS conducted ~ith everything in good order. 

MOMENT OF SILENCE: 

A moment of silence \.las observed at this time in memory of CHARLES mRNER, 
Chief of the Long Ridge Fire Department,' recently deceased. 

ROLL CALL ~aS taken by the Clerk. There \.Iere 38 present and 2 absent. ThE! 
absent members \.Iere: Stephen E. Kelly (D) 4th District and Philip J~ Gambino 
(D) 6th District. 

ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES - October 2, 1972 

The Minutes of the above meeting ~ere approved. 

PAGES: 

The Fresident anrlOunced the presence of t'Wo Pages: Cathy Heinzer and 
Kim Grenier. 

CCEm':'rEE REFCRTS: 

The re~d~g of the report of the Steering Committee 'Was ~aived and appears 
bel 0 .. : 

S~EE..]:n:·:G CONITTEE REPORT 

l{E;ETEG :-3LD OCTOBER 30, 1972 

~ =ee~~~g of the S~eeringCo~~j~tee "as held on Monday, October 30, 1972 in 
:he 30!irc. of Represe!;::atives' :l€etbg roo:JS, Hunicipal Office Building, 429 
~tl~tic Street, St~ord, Connecticut. 

The ::.eeting .. as called to o:-aer by Mbority Leader, Mr. Thomas A. Morris, at 
8 ? .}1. 'Ihe follo\:ing "ere ~resent: Mr. Morris, Mr. Truglia, Mrs. Laitman, 
!on-. J::!J..~ Boccuzzi, Hr. iieinzer, Hr. Russell, Mr. Morabito, Mr. Rose, Mr. 
Colasso, Mrs. Pont-Briant, Hr. Exnicios and Hrs. Sherman. Also present 'Were: 
Mr. Rybnick, Hr. Ienz, Mr. Dixon and Mr. Livingston. -

.) 
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~·~il1'utes of ri.:ve:::ber 1.3, 1972 

~he follo~i~g ~:ters ~ere discussed ~nd ~~ted upon: 

(1 'I' • t . . ;'::''GOL'1 ::J.en~s: 

FL;'J:XING :9J.:JID - l>~. S",.:nuel Bernstein (D) - Reanpointment - Term Ending 
Dec. 1, 1976 

?J..~q RE:~~ COM!HSSIO:: .:J.5EIt:1A'TE - Mr. Lloyd Noad (R) - Renhcing Mr. 
O'Cr.nnor "ho re3i&;!e>d - 'Iel':llEnding Dec. 1, 19'1'7 

';~h" bbove appointments were ORDERED ON THE AGENDA under APPOINTMENTS 
cc ~·~·:I ':''l'EE 

Acdi tional Arpronriations: 

All ar[::-opriations held in Committee at the October 2, 1972 Board Meeting, 'Were 
ORDERED ON THE AGEIJDA under FISCAL COMMITTEE 

All other items that 'Were APPROVED by the Board of Finance at their meeting 
held October 12, 1972 rold t.heir Adjourned M~Flt.ing held October 18, 1972'WOro 
ORDERED ON THE AGENDA - Appropriations $2,000 or over were also referred to 
a secondary Committee. 

(3) Resolution - BEDFORD STREET PARKING GARAGE - (See Mayor's letter of 
Sept. 22, 1972 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under FISCAL COMMITTEE 

(4) PENN CENTRAL RAILROAD LANDFILL PROJECT 
19, 1972 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under FISCAL COMMITTEE 

(See Mayor's letter of Oct. 

~ 5) ResolutiJn - AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF Till HUNDRED FORTY-FOUR THOUSAND 
S.i.Z :fLllmRED FIFTY-:UtJE DOLURS($244,6S9) GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS OF THE 
C.l. ... ::'"'-:'0 FE.fll~CE CERThIN OF THE CAPITAL l'ROJECTS IN THE CAPITAL BUDGET FOR 
12.:, F:SCAL YE.A.R 1971-1972 AS llMElWED, TO BE FINAt\)CED WITH FUNDS RAISED 
BY 3:..-:?::C\,,~;':G - (See le-:'+:.er f':-8ffi May:::::- dated Oct. 25, 1972). 

OHD~?.EJ em AGENDA under FISCAL COMMITTEE 

; 6 ~ Res6:"'.1ti:~ - PJJTHORIZING TEE ISSUANCE OF EIGHTEEN MILLION "FIVE HUNDRED 
:',·3:;TY-T:'-::REE THOUS . .:,,:m THREE hlnJDRED NINETY-SIX DOLLARS ($18,523,396) 
GE::R~;'l :3LIGATIO~\ 301illS OF nIB CITY TO FINANCE THE CAPITAL PROJECTS 
I;: '~~ C.':'?IT.Al- BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1972-1973 AS AMENDED, TO BE 
:::::::;"::CED 'WITE Fu:mS RAISED 3Y BJRHO'WING - (See Mayor I s letter of Oct. 

25, 1972) 

ORDEHED ON AGENDA under FISCAL COMMITTEE 

:-) REVISED FEE SCHED1JlES FOR HEALTH DEPARTMENT (Submitted byDr. ·Gefstein 
L'1 letter dated 3/29/72) - (Held in Committee 6/12/72, 7/10/72, 8/7/72, 
9/1/72 and 10/2/72) . .' 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEG~SLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 
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(2) ?:-o':'osed 2::-di:-."''':ce - Co::ce:-:yiEs ::.::1€::d:"',,::: C::::,::te:- .~c 0:: Ger.e:-al O::-din?nces 
tv dcii:-lg Sec. :0-' 5 ~:le::-eto e::t' ~ .2.ed: ".':":;Y :~l.C':IC:; CF ':'~::E SEWER COHHISSION 
3::":;1L a: SU3Z:';'::;: '::'L RE\'IE''''; .~\TI,'cR. :;}!E:m~'lE:;i 3Y' A RESOLUTION OF Trill BOARD 
OF RS?RESEl';TATrvES" - (!'l'cposed by C::=.;.rles J. Heinzel', III, 13th District 
Representative) - (Held in COTILmttee 9/,' /72. and 10/2/72) 

NOT CRDERED ON .tiGElJDA -' Referred back to Co;:n:nittee 

(9) Final c..dc::ti In of Grdirur:ce c'):1ce:-r.ing EXCHX;GE OF FROFERTIES BETWEEN 
SliY OF ST X'POw .-~;J ':~';rlE 3E~'E-:EL, 'Which exchange "ill Dermi t the City 
:.0 effect ;::ro'Cosed realignment of five-"3Y ir.tersection at Grove Street, 
?:'OS·· ct Street no street Str:3."berr Hill 'llld Hilbndale Avenues -

(Hayor I s letter of 8 9/7:') - Adopted for publication Oct. 2, 1972 and 
published on Oct. 5, 1972 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES ,COMMITTEE 

(10) Request for approval of Proposed Ordinance concerning EXCHANGE OF 
PROPERTY BETWEEN CITY OF STAMFORD AND MARINA AMERICA. INC., 'Which 
exchan e is needed in connection "With construction of the STAMFORD 
FJRRICAN BARRIER - (Mayorls letter of 8 8 72) - (Held in Committee 

Oct. 2, 1972) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

(11) Proposed Ordinance CONCERNING LEASE OF CITY-OWNED PROPERTY ON WATER STREET 
FOR $1,200 A YEAR, FOR A FIVE YEAR TERM TO ALEXANDER R. KOPROSKI AND 
PATRICIA A. KOPROSKI - (Mayorls letter of May 19, 1972) - (Approved 
by Bd. of Finance 7/13/72 - NOT ordered on Agenda by Steering Committee 
at 7/24/72 meeting, but referred to L & R Comrni ttee --See Minutes of 
8/7/72 page 9305 - Deferred on 10/2/72) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE and PARKS 
& RECREATION COl>llvf..lTTEE 

(12) Proposed Ordi:::mce - CmJCERi'-JING LEASHmG OF DOGS - (Proposed by 
'war:,en Knapp, 14th District Rep::-·esentative) - (Held in Committee 
Oct. 2, 1972) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RUT...ES Co}lMITTEE and HEALTH & 
PROTECTION COMMITTEE 

(13) P~~oposed Ordin'3.:1ce - CONCER-TUNG C'L"RFEW . .{T NORTHRUP ? lutU\ - Requested by. 
Hr. J:;;.seph Morabito at the 8/7/72 Board meetir.g - See page 9328 of 
Hinutes --: Held in Cornmi ttee Oct. 2, 1972 

ORDERED ON Am;lmA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

(14) Ord.inence - ADJPTING PJ~D ENACTInG A NEW CODE OF ORDInPJlCES OF THE CITY 
OF ST AMRlRD, COlf:JECTIC"0"T; EST ABLISHIlJG T:::E S,,;J1E; PROVIDIllG FOR THE REPE.t.l. 
OF CERTAIN ORDI:JJJiCES NOT IlJCLUDED THERE IN; EXCEPT ;'.3 HEREINEZPRESSL Y 
PROVIDED FOR; FP..cVID:LNG FOR TnE EFFECTIVE DATE OF SUCH CODE AND A 
PENALTY FOR THE 'lIOU'IIOl! THEREDFj PRDVIDING FOR THE lWmER OF AMENDING 
SUCH CODE; AND PROVIDING 'VlHEN THIS ORDINPJ~CE SHALL BECOME EFFECTIVE 

ORDERED ON AGE~mA 'Ullder LEGISLATIVE &. RULES COMllITTEE 
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>~ir;utes of :;:;ve:::cer 1.3, lQ7':: 

?~~:."\:- sed C~ji~:-:.~ce - ;..,:~'E~:JI::G Ct!~.;,pTER 14 OF T~ ceDE CF GE~;E!lU: 

OR::n::\.-Lt(CE:3, E:::i :le<.:: "G;J\.::{;,GE .:':\0 iR.;,Si-i" - (Held in Co::nittee 
Oct. 2, 1-:'-'::: - Froposed 1::y ':"!12:naS :'12:-:-is, 15th Dist. Rep. 

KOT ORDLqED ON AGENDA 

r!...~ \. Fi..~~l .. ;do::;tid~ 21' Ordin·u:.ce - C!--L';':~GI:~G :\~\lE CF \-.TIUOW 5'l'.HEJ.:,;'l' '1\) 'l'RESSER 
EOUl..EV . .;..-ill - Adopted fo:- publicatior; Oct. 2, 197':: and publh;!Jed Oct. 6th 
(See "Petitions") 

J;.to.e taken off L & R and referred to PLANNING & ZONING Cmfi;UTTEE -
r:G?DERED ON AGENDA) 

Eh.S~lENT for rORd purposes, thr.:mgh Ci ty-c",ned property on ",est side of 
HAIG AVENlJE, in favor of SHIRLEY H. COBLENTZ arid FRANCES COBLENTZ -
(Hayor's letter of 9/14/72 - Approved by Bd. of Finance on 10/12/72) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

(18) Resolution - AUTHOTIIZING APPOINTMENT OF A HISTORIC DISTRICT STUDY 
COJv1l;UTTEE, FOR THE PURPOSE OF MAKING .AN INVESTIGATION FOR THE PROPOSED 
ESTABLISHMENT OF A FORT STAMFORD HISTORIC DISTRICT - (See Mayor's letter 
dated 10/24/72) - (For previous Historic Study Committee see Minutes 
of 4/3/67, pages 5027, 5039, 40) - (See Sec. 7-147a and 7-147b of Conn. 
General Statutes)- (Also see letter dated 9/20/72 from Assistant 
Corporation Counsel, John E. Smyth, Esq. ) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA li.'1der LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

:19) Proposed Ordinance TO ESTABLISH A CULTURAL COMMISSION FOR THE CITY OF 
ST.ANFORD - (Pursuant to enabling legislation passed in the 1971 session 
of the General Assembly) - Mayor's letter of 9/27/72 

ORDERED ON AGEiJDA ,"",-der LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

:.2::) ?Y'::::c:sed OY'dins.r:ce en~i".;l",d: "PHCVIDIIJG FOR THE CREATIQ}J OF A BUILDn~G 
5O",_'D OF ri.??E.-l..S p( _~CS~tm.:,.:; C'E \~ITE r RC:V ISIONS OF SEC. 19-395 OF THE 
GE:: --r:t;l 31 ATUIES CF CO ~::~E~'rICU1', .::'S . .:J'lE:~DED, . ..JJD Tl-'::E STATE BUILDL,\G 
CODE 

OF.DERED ON }.GKJDA ~der LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMl>UTTEE 

Resol1.:tisD - Wi ,,:.~ Y''?feY'e:::,'3 to tl;-s "Cr0Dssed les.se bet"een 'the West Main 
Street C::rJIT:.*:i"::v Se::~eY' s.!1d City ir-.vCllvi'1g Ste"!ens SC::':lol, TR.Pl~SFER 
J1JRISDICTIO:J OF STE·JE?~S U?mER ?RCVISIO:JS OF ORDINP'::CE 1:0. 144 FRDM THE 
BO.~_~D OF EDTjC;,,:'IC:! TO Tl-::E :::n:;'?ARTHEl';T OF PUBLIC v,cRK3 - (Hs.yor's letter 

:If 10/26/72) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA l..i.Dder LEGISLATIVE & RULE3 COMMITTEE and PUBLIC 
WORKS COMl'1IT'rEE 

(.~.2) Ordinar.ce - 60 Yes.r L'?ase - BETWEEN Tl"::E CITY OF STAHFORD AND WEST 
MAW STREET COHl.fl:mTY CENTER (STEVENS SCHOOL) - (Mayor'S letter 
of 10/26/72 - Appr~ved cy Bd. of Finance on 10/25/72) 

ORDERED m: AGENDA ~der· LEGISLATIVE &. Rm,ES COHMlTTEE and PUBLIC 
IDRK3 COMJ-ITTTEE 
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~'~:'nutes of :;ove:nber 13, 19'':: 

Resclut:':;r: - .. ;.',,'":'::CRIZI:iG 'T3 cel' CF ':;1 ";;'~ORD ':'C .;FrLY TO THE STATE 
;)E? .!.?,:~-S:\: CF CC :,~rJ:;ITY .:'.FF ':'.IRS FO:-\ 1 .:.:..( .';'3;''.:"E~'Z;1 REL\ffiURS&'-1ENT ON 
L1.7DLJIo: S':'REE'I 'Tc· ... -:; ::::.,rsES - it :'s esti.~Qted thCit th:'s "ill amount to 
$J50 08:- 11::i-: 0:- 9:.::,60C - (:;0 9-ction ts..ken s.t Sept. 11th Ed. Meeting) 

ORDERED C~~ AGEND.';' under LEGISLATIVE E.: RULES COHMITTEE 

(::--41 F;-opPfied O:'dinp,nr.f! - RA . .sr;;") ",:; .~F.(;'j'Tm; ~10', :'R'I'TCLF: ~; OF !ffiW YORK STATE 
L.;, ... :, entitled: "E:,UIFi' I:;G :'LTCR VEHICLES \O:I'IH RADIO RECEIVBG SIGNALS 
FRE"UE:;CIES dLCC;5ED feR POLICE USE" - (Requested in letter dated 
0/0,'7':: fro::. Ha'.;ley Geringer, Co:n:mll1ications Supt. ) - Held in Committee 
9/; /72 a11d NOT ordered on Agenda for Oct. 2, 1972) 

NOT ORDERED ON AGENDA 

(25 ) Fropo sed Revisions - Am.ending Ordinance No. ?46, "Minimum Housing 
Standards" 

ORlERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

(26) TAX ABATFJ1ENT - AMENDED AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF STAMFORD AND "NE"W 
. HOPE CORPORATION " RELATING TO "COLEMAN TOWERS" - (Letter from Mayor 

dated Oct. 30, 1972) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES OOMMITTEE 

(27) PUBLIC WORKS & SEWER COMMITTEE ~ill conduct an investigation of the 
Disposition of Landfill accumulated from se~er projects by private 

(28 ) 

contractors ~orking on City of Stamford Projects . 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 

Cor.rcl~,int about UNSAFE TRAFFIC CONDITIO!~S ON SILVER HILL LANE 
Letter dated 9/'2.8/72 to Dr. Carpenter, Supt. of Schools, from Mr. 
& Mrs •. J ai'll8 s W. Ko ontz, 59 Code Drive) 

O?.llEREP 0:: .':"GE'ID.:'. 1J.nde:o HE.:J..TH &. rROTECTION CONHITTEE 

f - --.\ ( 

\-,:' .. :te.;".les-: :~:;r. S:.:ie .... :.:.lks :;!1 'T1J?.::ER ?O . .:,J - ,Students "ho attend Ne'Wfield, 
Ri~FJ~S~ ~d C~tholic ~igh School, a:.d also F€destrians walk on the 

, \ I,·." d' mh " • l~t' D' t R ) :ocs.a. J - \::>UO::U ~"e Dy _ .... O::2as· .,.O:O:OlS, ) n lS. ep. 

O?JERED OK .-iGE:~D;' u::.de:o l--:E • .u.':':1: .:;: ?ROTECTIO:: COMHITTEE 

Re:;'JE:3"': to ch9.!1e:-e :.9.::£ 0£'.";"8:3-:::";e:- ~o9.d leadi::." to ~,,~t i'o:o:ne:oly rei'e:o:oed 
:::;::;.::; "UCOD3:';)Y ::;S:;',3!' :oece:.-:~·: :::1l:'c!:<:.sed '::;y C.;tv, '::;e cho:nged to "ALL 
': ___ ~3 :·1}:·~c:r~ . .:.~· 3:~I~E\-_': ..... ~J)P t.e2''::~~':"':t; =..: ~iZlc:'io!l o~ r'al:ner ' s Hill Road -

~c': ORDE..i1EJ O~~ AGENDA 

(3~) RCD .~.CCE?':'J.'::CE - ::IG~' 1:3 'TRJ..1L EX':'E::SIO!: - (Date of Petition Oct. 
10, 19( 2) -. (l:e.:ne of ?eti-:ic!1e:o, LR. Slir_{ Construction, Inc.) 

ORDERED C~ . .;,GElmJi ll.'1der PLA..\-:aXG 6.: ZCNING COHMITTEE 
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(:;.; ?e :-..:..es~ :::1' -:;"e ~'e::':"::'.l~l~ C: -:'';0 s-:',ee-:s - KIJEK S':'REET, '\o:hich '\o:<=;'S 
::-.1: ;._ ... C2.:.::;j .:::' .'~ '5"~ - t.: ~:.".;.}:e \.;._;. ...... :"-::-:.. .. :C!;st~::cti:;r. 0: r:e~ se!1ior hif!!1 
SC!-:O;:;::" oi:.d ::C;?,:~ ;;:r::,',:z;, \.;!',i~h '';'}'S e:l. i-:.iw,ted dl:e to const!'uction 
::: ~i::LO\';"-: Hifrh 'School - (Letter conce!'ning HO!'Oll Avenue 'Was 

. "td' <-'h " . ~~+. D' t R ) SUD::U t. e .7 1. O:::QS .'lorrlS 1.~~!1 lS • ep. 

:,~.,~~) Re·;;uest fr·,)I:1. Stee:'ing Co:n.~ttee - Send le~tter to City Negoti8.tor, 1-1r. 
':'ho:::·,s 3',:;:'-::;-:'7" ':s~:i:1g -:0 :::88+, -.;i th le',de!'shiL r:f Bc,:rd of Rep!'esentatives 
',s e~rly ':s ::::,ssible to discuss City Lacor Cont!'acts 

:;OT \;RDERED ON AGENDA 

(34) "S8!lSe of the Board" Resolution - Requesting Msyor Wilensky to 'Wait 
15 d'lYS before signing any negotiated City Contr:J.ct - (Submitted by, 
Robert Exnicios, 1st Dist. Rep.) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under PERSONNEL COMMITTEE 

(35) Resolut:.. m - AUTHORIZING PJ'PLICATION FOR AVDn'roNAL STATE FINANCIAL 
A::3SISTA!\CE IN AMJUNT OF $1,229,369.00 FOR URBAN REDEVELOPMENT 
COHMlSSION, IN ORDER TO CONTINUE FEDERALLY ASSISTED URBAN RENEWAL 
PROJECT - (Mayor's letter of 10/10/72 - Does not require approval 
by Bd. of Finance) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE 

(36) Letter dated Oct. 12, 1972, giving infor~~tion relative to the purchase 
of reru::ining br:d in thA 'J1d GOODOODY ESTATE owned by LAND VEST, being 
69.543 acres, :0r wpr::>xim~tte sum of $658,500 amounting to $9.468 per 
~ - (.-l.ppru:'s3.1 attach€d) 

ORDERED 0:: ;..GE::Jri uelder COMMmnCATIONS 

T:--1:)::':;'S A. l'iJ!'ris, Hinority Leader 

:,3. '::-3::;nO?.E Z. 30CCUZZ:, Ch::;.ir~~, !'e,::-:n'-:ed t!":at his Comrni ttee met this 
e"t;e:_:"~l~ L"'1 t!-~s :eITJ.8crs.-tif2 C"--.uc',:s R')~::., ",.;i -:.n the fsllc\o;ing Rep~esentives 
::-~ser..t: ':,:,:-.:e:. 3Jccuz:::", ;'::"chael ~:-ess~:-, 3arba::-a Fo:-::nan, Sidney Shere!', 
~:::-ge Ra"';3.1::'es:::, F.:::::~:--: Ex::1ici::;s 2.~"d t:-,e Chai:-mar.... He reported on the 
:-'~:l,:)~i:lg ='PPO-llt::£!ltS: 

2.-iXUEL 3ERNS'iEIN (D) 
355 C:.scade Road 

(Reappointment) 

':he above appointment· 'WaS held in Committee. 

Term Ending: 

Dec. 1, 1976 
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LLOYD NO)J) (R) 

:33 Willo~ Street 

Hinutes of :;ove::r;.ber 13, 1972 

VOTE: ::'9 yes 
8 no 

9411 

Term Ending: 

Dec. 1, 1977 
(Repb.cing M!'. 0' Connor, ~ho 

resigned)" 

Concerning Final adoption of Ordinance - CHANGING 
l:;JiE OF WILLOW :::millET TO TRESSER OOULEV AllD - (Adopted 
1:'01' publication Oct. 2, 1972 and published Oct. 6, 
197:::' - Letter and petition received, dated Oct. 26; 
1972 from John McCormack, 6th Dist. Republican . 
To~n Committee - Residents of st. John's To~rs 
objecting to the change of name of Willo~ Street) 

;.:R. CCJSTELLO HOVED for suspension of the rules in order to hear the above matter, 
fer t:le reason that there are a great many people in the audience ~aiting to 
hear this item. Seconded and CARRIED. 

MR. COSTELLO SAid the name of t.h; R Rt.rAAt. Deems to have already boon changed 
to "Tresser Boulevard" and he does not believe the Board has approved it. 

MR. RUSSELL, Chairman of the Planning & Zoning Committee, to ~hom this matter 
~aS referred, gave his Committee report. He said his Committee met on Thursday, 
November 9th and the above matter ~aS considered. He said a number of people 
were present from the To~ers on Willo~ Street in opposition to the change of 
the name of the street. Also, he said the Committee ~as presented ~ith a 
petition objecting to the change of street name, signed by approximately 200 
residents. He said the objections ~ere not in deference of Mr. Tresser, but 
because of inconveniences that ~ould be involved to so many peop~e. He said 
be Committee listened to both sides of the question, after ~hich the Committee 
s~id they ~ould like to hold this in Committee and the vote ~as 4 to 1 to hold 
it in Committee. 

Ee ssid since it has no~ been moved to take this out of Committee, he ~ill 
explain some of the reasons given for not ~anting the name of this street 
changed, andc:le "as the inconvenience of changing their d~ivers licenses, ~hich 
is sUFp,: sed. to be done ~i thL11 48 hours, and there ~as some confusion be cause . 
the n~~e had been changed before it ~aS officially approved by the Board 
which should not have been done, and the other concerned Credit Cards, bank, 
bocks and numerous other addresses that had to be changed concerning magazines, 
e-:c. He said it ~aS pointed out that the Post Office. does give a year to 
cic this, but eventually the burden ~ould be on the persons affe cted. In vie~ 
0: all this, he said the majority of the Committee felt that possibly there 
could be other streets in the Urban Rene~al area ~hich are going through the 
;rocoss of being built and have .either no buildings on them, or maybe one 
or t~o buildings at the most and the inconvenience ~ould be considerably less. 
He said the Commit~ee made no decision in this direction because they had 
intended to meet ~ith other Committees. He said he feels it is proper at this 
time to hear from some of the Board members, pro and CO:rl_ 

HR. LIVINGSTON said he 'would like to kno~ ho~ this is being presented to the 
B::Jard, and has it been requested that it be approved or not. 
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~. RL'SSE:L sa.id a.Il O::-di..."1ance '\o:3.S ?::-esented to the Boa=d ls,st :nonth for 
~uclication and t~is ~~th "e are s~?posed to v~te on the ~tte::- of "hether 
or not to gi VEil this Ordinance final spprovs.l. He ~aid s.fter the Ordine.nce "s.s 
published, that is "hen the petition '\;as signed to oppose it. He said 
~onight the vote "ill be on the adoption of the Ordinance, and~ it is adopted 
the n:':'me "ill then go through in ten days after the }1a~-or' s signature, but 
i:' thQ Board dOOD not give approval, the!l it. remains Willo'W street. 

!.ffi. LIVDGSTON HOVED to amend the Ordinance to take place '\.Ii thin one year-
:;'0-:' to take effect until January 1, 1974, 'Which 'Would then give everyone time 
~~ take care of their· personal problems in connection "ith the change of name 
.: f -t.ne street. He spoke in favor of the Ordinance being adopted and pointed 
But that the so called "inconvenience" 'Was small in comparison to the 
il,convenience to Mr. Tresser "ho gave his life for his country. Seconded 
by Mr. HeinzeI'. 

MR. COSTELLo said he has no objection to a street being named "TRESSER IDULEVARD" 
but pointed out that this '\.Iill inconvenience so many people and thinks '\.Ie should 
pick a street that 'Will not affect so many people. He said it is the duty of 
the members of this Board to listen to the people. 

Several members spoke in favor of final adoption of the Ordinance, among them 
being Mrs. Forman, Mr. Dixon, Mr. Flanagan. 

The QUESTION WAS MOVED at this time. Seconded and CARRIED. 

THE PRESIDENT took a machine vote on Mr. Livingston's amendment, '\.Ihich "Was 
CARRIED by a vote of 23 in favor and 15 opposed • 

. ;. VOTE 'Was then taken on the final adoption of the Ordinance, as amended, "With 
21 votes in favor and 16 opposing. The follo'\.ling is the Ordinance as APPROVED: 

ORDINANCE NO. 252 SUPPLEMENTAL 

CH.4 . .NGING N.n.ME OF WILIDW STREET TO TRESSER BJULEV ARD 

3E IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT: 

The fo11o'Wing street, formerly kno'Wn as WIU,OW STREET and running 

:'rom WEST MAIN STREET to ATLANTIC STREET, approximately 18,500 feet, shall 

::;e changed to TRESSER BJULEV ARD. 

This Ordinance shall take effect on January 1, 1974. 

**************************** 
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!>~i..':.utes o~ :;cve::lber 13, 1972 

FISC,:', CO~rrTTEE: 

~~. JJr:J 3: CCUZZI, Ch::.ir:::.. ... , .. r:., s ~dd his Co::l::li t tee ::le t the evening of November 
8'...;-~, '...he.::'e bei.r15 7 ::::le!:lcers :;::resent. lie reported on the follo'Wing: 

D~.:j\~:'Z~: OF CrvIL SERVICE .:... Code 1~4,O;01, S".1aries 
To cover s~l~ry o~ ~e~lv cre~ted ~cs~tion of Benefits 
l·h.n',c'e.::' e.:~ftlellve Oet.:Z F'~; ~:t &.n ,,-nnual 8~lar of. 
i>~.-,;51.0:) - (REDUCED by BO'il'd of Fin5J1ce on 9/"i4,7:'" from 
~'1,8'::3.43 ",sthere ~'::s '1 surplus in this '..1ccount caused 
by the retire~nt of the Retire::::lent Officer) - (Held in 
Committee on 10/2/72) 

\~R, 30CCUZZI said the Fisc:ll Committee 'lpproved this item and he SO MOVED. 

~m., ::EINZER seconded the motion and said the Personnel Committee concurs. 

HR. RTJ3SBACH spoke in opposition to creating a ne'W position in the middle of 
the fll:iCal yeaI' ::;lx Illonths after "We have passed the budget. He said ho 
roalizos tho DJllount of training that is raqutred, but ~dding the fringe 
benefi ts on top of the salary, in just a fe'W years you ""ill have a job paying 
$15,000 plus, not including fringe benefits. He said he fails to understand 
'Why this 'Was not brought up at the time the Budget "Was adopted instead of 
""aiting until the middle of the fiscal year. He said this Board 'WaS promised, 
after the budget ""as passed, that ""e 'Would have some fiscal integrity for a 
change. 

MR. BEL'lZER said he "as told by the Personnel Director that this job ""ill 
inc~ude other "ork that ""as not formerly done by the incumbent, but 'Will 
include all of the city 1 s pensions and benefit plans and they ""5J1t to hire 
:: ~ualified man to fill this position, plus the fact that it ""ill relieve 
502eone in the Police Department ""ho is no" handling this ""ork, and also ""ill 
:'elieve a m.an in the Fire Depa.!'tment, so "ill end up "i th one person handling 
the "Work forhle::-ly do!'..e by three, He sdd he does not think the salary is too 
::ig:. considering the additional "Work to be handled. 

}ffi. 30CCDZZI s~id it is true th~t t~e f~~~r inc~~be~t L~ this job ~~s covered 
bv r sr~r~" ""'r"'~", 0" ~8 roo ~..., ~,r, ":lr~ 1-le -r-id .... >;e rA~scn "ho l'S t~1rl..Il· g her J ::. ':::'~'::"'- .. 'f ~ ·:::.--5...... .:.. W ,,,-I.....,;, l.' ...... ", ...... v,./v. ..1. ~:::..... 1...-- :;-...... _ ... ....... :::...n. 

pls.ce i-:';'" 1 be reFl::.cing the fo::-:n.er ~etire::lent Service Officer and "ill be 
go:i:.g fro::: a beginning salary cf $;.2,551 UF to $15,991, but there "Will be a 
gr-89.":- ded ::lOre responsibility irl the nei-: position s...."'1d will relieve both a 
ri::-e::::.':......"'1 9..':.d s. ?olice!!lan ~ho are no~ doL"'1g this i-:ork. He said the position 
~il: be open for a test fo::- s...."'1yone ~ishing to t~~e the exs~Ds.tion ~Dd ""ill 
be ~~ndled ~':.der Civil 3e::-vice rules, ~ith ~he position being filled from 
one o~ the top three. 

l·B. K:\.:.?: said at the t.be we ,-,ere COnSlc.e::-i..>1g the 3udget, it ""s.s decided to 
cut this job out of ":.r-.i.e budget along ~ith Clerk Typist "hieh "ent along ""ith 
it;~or the reason that they felt s.t that ti..!:le that the ::loney""as too great. 
He ss.id he just "a."lts to re:nind the :::e:::ibe::-s that at 3udget time ""e voted to 
el-;"'~nate this fron the budget a.Dd :r.e~ here it is back befere us again. He 
said he is callir.g on tr.e :::embers of this Bos.rd to renind them that they voted 
against this o:r.ce a::d· to 'ple ase remember and vote against it . no"" • 



;.::1..:. L·~::'.'::·:":":: sc:.id she ~~lso S5.t 9.5 :i ::Je::l:Jer Gf the Fiscal Co::ni ttee e .. l1d recalls 
,jc:.i:e vividly :hat t::e re5.s:::::1 this '';;:.is deleted fro:n the budget ',o;as bec5.use 

. -::;e;'8 , .. ere·:1.) specifications cr jot desc-ri;tions at that time from the 
?e::'so::;-;el Depext::Jent, but t!":ey !::.iVe since ce:ne in "'ith report comps.ring the 
t,,;;::; p~si tions, th3.t of the fcr:'".er Retire:nent Services Officer a11d the Benefits 
:~1<::~ger and the spedficitions fer the job of Ber.efits M:mager greatly exceed 
:.::e fo~wer job. 

:.~. E:·::rCIOS s~id he agrees ,,;;ith :-1r. Russb.ch and Hr. Knapp and the job is 
::ecessp..ry, but this job !'las since been upgraded, after the retirement of the 
!-.:'t:v~()us incumbent and to his ;rind it looks like it has been upgraded about 
tCff, ".:hich is quite hig!'l. He said he cannot see .,:hy they need someone 'With 
the qU'llifications 5.S outlined in the job specification. He read the specifi
cutio!1s for Benefits ;'bnager and as to education, ",e are looking for someone 
who is Ii college gradu~te, 'With lll3.jor course 'Work relate.d to benefits 
'idminisi.r8.tion, at least three yes.r of experience in' public or private benefits 
m:magement, including considerable experience in an administrative capacity 
0::- ,any satisfactory equivalent combination of the foregoing education and 
experienoe factors. He caid frankly, kno~ing ~hat tho job ontailo, ho failo 
to see ",hy 'We need Ii person of this caliber and can get by ",ith a fe~ less 
doll~Is than 'We are asking for. He said he ~ould hope that this job is 
filled at a much lower rate than the one being proposed. 

}ffi. ROOS said we have a man 'Who 'Will be handling pensions 'Which are all spelled 
out for him and the job really does not require an Administrator and is a very 
highly paid job, considering all the fringe benefits that go ~ith it. He 
said it looks very much as if ",e have too much man for the job. 

After considerable further discussion, MR. RUSSELL MOVED this be returned to 
Committee. 

"':_fter ;nore dis C'J.!" sic:; , this .. as RETURNED TO COMI-UTTEE, 'With the recommendation 
-:::at the s'il:.::y ::-::. . .':.ge :::e lowered from the l'brcom A-IO, 'Which rll..'1S from $12,551 
tc ?. ::-e-.:i:~L:::l ;::. f $2.5, 9?1 - CAHRIED ll..'1anb;)usly. 

, ".', ~ -,-..::., t.';: .-...;, 
\~-_, ~...:..~. _/4_;_"-',-, - ;::OLICE :E?_~.I{=}fE!~~ (;:.:, ce ~e~eived s.s 9. Grant from 

\ a., 

C:::-:.:.'2 :::: ::::1: ::: l·.ill:1::'r:e::- C:::::::"':l~ ttee or.. C::-L':lin':11 ).dministration 
u..~ce~ .. ~tle I, :?,.-.-:, C cf C:::::ic~s C~L~e CO!1trol, to be 
a11:::::3.te::1 as follo,,;;s: 

Ccce 5JD.09;'S - rolice ?la!'..r.er ----~--------------------~15,000.00 
Code 5.3C. :::.3S - CC::::!u"'1ity 3a!"ed YCiJ":.:: Se~ices ---------- 35,420.00 
C0ce :32.~93: - E~~~F~~t Re~:sit:~y -------------------- 25,125.00 
Ccde 53C.C933 - ?~li~e Legal ~dviscr -------------------- 5,000.00 

$80,545.00 

Code 113.0929 - Y01.::tn InY::Jlve:::e:1t ----------------------$25,000.00 

Total -----------------$105,545.00 



I 

I 

I 

')415 
~'linutes of :;8ve::lber 13, 1972 

MR. BOCCUZZI said the first Grant of $80,545.0J deals directly 'With the Police 
JE:;.,s.rtnern, !ind the Fiscal C071<11 ttee 3.~~r0ved this item. HE HOVED for its 
t:.~,~r:;val. Seccnded by Matth.e\; Rese, Chs.ir:nan of the He'1lth & Protection 
Ce;znittee, 'Who repo!"ted that his Co:-:unittee concurs. CARRIED. 

HR. KCCUZZI }10VED for aFP!"oval of F2J"t (b) in the a...'llOunt of $25,000.00. 
~econded by Hr. Friedman .. ho said his Cornnittee (Drug Abuse Committee) concurs 
in R[-p;(")v'11. M :'WPver, he clilled attention to a rider on the first pcrtunder 
(e;.) "hicn refe!"s to $15,000 for Code 530.0928, for a Police Planner 'Which 
stiF,ul-::tes that the ir1dividual "ho 'Will be doing this work must not be anyone 
"~:J [:'.!s been !"etired from the Police Department. 

10t.· ROSE said he lllade a mist3.ke on his Conmrl. ttee report -- that in regard to 
this item of a Police PlruL~er, the Com~ttee recommended that an outside man 
be hired to do this job for the reason that he 'Would bring fresh ideas to 
this departIOOnt. 

HR. HEINZER said he believes that 'We are in a bind. THE PRESIDENT said he kno'Ws 
l.I8 are. 

MR. HEINZER HOVED for reconsideration of item (a) in regard to the $15,000 f'or 
a Police Planner. Seconded and CARRIED, 'With several "no" votes. 

MR. BOCCUZZI said he believes the biggest "hang up" here is the item of 
Police Planner. He said the Committee 'Was told that the Police Planner 'Will 
be chosen by the State Committee on Criminal Administration. 

MR. SHERER said he no'W 'Wishes to hear the rider on the approval .of' this item 
by the Health & Protection Committee. 

l·iR. ROSE, Chairman of the Health & Protection Committee, reported that his 
Cc~~ittee approved this, 'With the stipulation that they get an outside 
Folice Pla...~~er and that no one be hired 'Who has been retired from the Police 
Department, L~ order to bring in fresh ideas. 

}ffi.3. ~O::'I 3!U.':":';T objected to job discriI"!lation and said she cannot see any 
:-easen to ;:bject to the hiring of a retired Policeman, 'Who 'Would be better 
equi~~ed and ~o~ kno'Wledgeable a~d could get a better job done. 

NR. HO:FL~IS said the Healtb. &: Protection Co:n:nittee felt that by hiring a 
retired ?olice~ you 'Would not be getting ne'W ideas. 

;..fte:- ::rr.:ch i'u:'ther debate, a machine VOTE 'Was taken on item (a) Police Planner, 
s.t ~15,::;OC, Code 530.0928, as a::;.ended by Hr. Russbach, by stipulating that 
tl:.e ~ c!J.csen 1'0::' this ~oeition "shall net nave been a member of the Police 
DeFa:'t~nt i..'1 the City of Sta.Z'c:rd" and C.!.R,.ttIED by a -rote of 22 in favor and 
14 opposed. 

;.. VOTE "as tr:en taken on item (b) in the amount of $25,000.00 and CARRIED, 
thus approving the entire appropriation of $105,545.00 for both item (a) 
a...~d ite:n (b). 

"l 
r~ -') 

~I 
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3CA:ill OF ED:;;::.:"':I0:~ - To cC'!1"t.i!1ue ~-ITLK PROGRAH for the 
lCl7'::-Fl 7'3 Sc!":o~l Ye5.~ - T\oio lette. from Dr. Rei h W. 
Car .nte~ Su::-t. of Schacllil dated S 0 72 and 8 28 72 -
(REDUCED by 305.~d of Finer.ce on 9;14 72 from $215,467.00) 
(~;O'l'E.! To be allocated to Code 305.0000 per letter to 
309.rd of Finar.ce f~o~ Hr. Aretakis dated 9/14/72) -

. (Held in Con:nittee Oct. 2, 1972) 

~-?.. ~CCCUZZI, Chairman, reprted that the Board of Education has complete 
c~:.trl)l as far as the money is conce;:oned and the distribution of the milk. 
;:.' 3'i~J; ,.;hen they are using volunteers and come up ~ith a shortage there is 
::0 >l&.(~€ to go and they don' t kno~ Vlho to ask becuase it gets tou coni'using 
..:itr! so ;nany people involved and a shortage could occUr due to poor book
keepir.g. He said also the problem of cleaning the Cafeteria is a big problem, 
DeCtl.USE: the Custodians ~ill not clean off the. tables and only clean the floor 
and apparently ~hat happens is that everything ends up on the floor. He said 
this is not very good training especially for the lower grades. He said ~hat 
is needed to operate this in an efficient manner is to have people ~hoare 
responsible for the milk distribution for the money and for the c]e~njng of the 
Cafeteria. He said it is asking too much of the mothers ~ho volunteer by 
asking them to come out every day in all kinds of ~eather and if they can't 
be there, arrangements have to be made to have someone take their place and 
you don't kno~ if they are going to be there ~hen ~hen the time comes to 
serve the milk. He said he believes it should not be handled by volunteer 
help. 

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED that this be REDUCED in the amount of $10,178.00 by 
approving $189,591.00 for the MILK PROGRAM. 

~8.. MILLER seconded the motien and said his Committee - Education, Welfare & 
:}overrJIlent - concurs. 

:-3.. FRIEDMAN said t:1e appropriati:m last year ~as made for personnel and it 
'.·:as clearly 1.L'1derstcod at that time that the appropriation ~as for people to 
':::'lS::6y:se ~he milk and collect the money and it still hasn't been used. HE 
:'lC'ED TO 101EIID by REDUCING the appnpriat.i~n to $20,000. Seconded. 

>lR. S:-::EPZR c·cjected to the inference that pilferage is occurring 'Within the 
sc:;pe Df the milk progra.rn a.'1d said the students 'Wh:) handle the milk program 
are ::'igrJ.y incensed ever the inference of pilferage. He said there 'Certainly -
can 8e nistakes but not pilferage and said he wJuld like to have the record 
s!":o..: that these young persons are as honest as the day is long when it comes 
-Co a jJb that they have to do for their schocl. 

:-1R. 30CCUZZI said this pilferage inc:ider.t has been attributed to him, but 
-:.he C::uni ttee has pe::-ple in hef:):!'e ttem on every appropriation and ask 
~uestions and get answers and he ~nly reports as to ho~ the Committee fEels, 
iU6 to the answers they get. He said he never said there 'Was pilferage -
i t ~as told to the Committee and as far as he is c:)ncerned he cannot prove 
"..:hether there was any pilferage CT not.· He said he as merely giving a 
report and to please f!0t attribute to ·him persJr'.nally that he accused any
::me :) f pilferage. He said it was re porte d to the C ommi t tee that pilferage 
had occurred and he ~aJlts the record to sho~ tha~. . 
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XR. E)~ICIOS said he ~~ts to :ac~ ~? his Co~~jttee Chai~~~ (John 30ccuzzi) 
and he is absolutely correct a::d. ::::.s ~aS told to the Co!!lllli.ttee by a . 
rosf-cnsible member of the Boa::-d o~ ::::ducation, "ho said it several times -
:hat :here ~as pilfe::-age~ He said the Comnittee had reduced the appropriation 
from $199,769 to Sl89,59l altho:.:g:: J::-. Carpenter in his Octo 20th letter 
only requested $183,000. HE }~V~V chis be reduced to $183,045.00 

}i"{. P.EI~ZE..'I\ reminded the membe::-s that there is a motion on the floor to REDUCE 
this to $20,000 ~hich ~as oade ty >1::-. Fried.."nanand to return the rest to 
CCIluuittee. He suggested that a vote be taken on Hr. Friedman's motion first. 

:12. Ej:UCIOS said he realizes lo1r. F::-iedman's motion takes precedence and hopes 
sor~one else ~ill do this later~ ~o~ever, he said most of us realize that 
'Ne can't just rely on students a.~d ~e must have paid employees to handle this 
properly and efficiently. He said he 'Nants to point out that the Board of 
Education has encumbered $45,000 left over from last uear. He objected to 
the motion to reduce to $20,000 ~hich ~ill only carry them for one mont~ 
-10.', 

MR. SHERER said he wants to apologize to Mr. Boccuzzi, as he did not under
stand he ~as just reporting ~hat ~as told to the Committee. 

C6nsiderable further debate occured at this time, after ~hich Mr. Caporizzo 
MOVED THE QUESTION. 

VOTE taken on the motion to move the question. CARRIED. 

After further debate, MR. HEINZER asked that the vote be taken on the question 
to approve the reduced amount of $20,000 with the balance of the request held 
in Committee for another month. . 

VOTE taken on the motion as outlir..ed by Mr. Heinzer and moved by Mr. Friedman. 
CARRIED by a machine vote of 29 in favor and 9 opposed. 

(4) $15,800.00 - PUBLIC WOR."=S JE?A.'tT}1ENT - Code 648.1803 - Alterations 
and Hainte:c.:ance -:'0 RICE SCHOOL ~ (Mayor's letter of 
8/2/72) - (::e:d in Committee Oct. 2, 1972) 

MR. BOCCUZZI lvlOVED for approval o~ -:::'e above request. Seconded by Mr. 
Morabito 'Nho said the Public Wo::-ks Co~ttee concurs in approval. CARRIED 
unanimously. 

(5) $62,000.00 - BOA.'IlD OF EDiJC":'.':::W - Be ing 100% prenaid Federal Grant 
to b~ received :'rom the State of COIL~ecticut u.l1der Adult 
Basis Educe:::'cc. j..ct to continue the "Adult Basis Education 
ProQ'Tam" fo:, -:.::'8 1 72-1 7 ar - (See letter 

from Dr. ~eig::' W. Carpenter dated 9 27/72) 

}ffi. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of ~he above request. Seconded by Mr. Miller, 
~ho said the Education, Welfare & G~vernmsnt Committee concurs. CARRIED 
unanimous ly. 

(6) $21~,623.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATIOH .;,. Grant 1,0 be received by City from 
State of COll!"!ecticut as 10Ct,t . prepaid State· funds under 
State Aid for Disadvantaged Children in order to continue 
SADe project 1.35-1, Educationb.l Services for Disadvantaged 
Pupils for l17~-1973 r;isc;al year - (Letter from Dr. Reigh 
W. Carpenter, 1ated 9/13/7;~ . 



~'lint1t~'g of :\o\'l'mlh'l" 13, 1972 

:-11<. HOCCL'ZZI :'~()VED for approyal of t1ll' ahov~' rl'qt1l'St. S('condl'd h,' :-:rs. ShelT.1an 
.... ;i:0 r.:-portl'd that thc Education, \-.'~'lf3r(' t. GO\'l'rnr:l~'nt CO!:,_-:1ittce concurs in 
aprroval. CARRIED unani~ously. 

(7) 59,255.65 - BOARD OF EDrCATTO:\ - Grant to h(' r('ceiy('d b,- City fro£:1 State 
of Connecticut as lOn~ Federal funds under Title III, ~.D.E.A. 
for educational egt1i~ment and materials for lihrarv-media 
centers, to he used for improYcmcnt of instruction - (Letter 
from Dr. Reigh W. Carpenter, dated 9/13/72) 

:·m. BOCCrZZI ~!OVED, for approval of the abovl' request. 
-who said the Education, HeI fare & GovcrnrTIl'nt concurs. 

Seconded bv Mr. Miller, 
CARRIED unanimously. 

(8) $.'.,176.00 - HOARD or EDPCATIO~ - Grant to be received h\" Cit\" from State 
of Connc~ticut as 100I prepaid State funds under State Aid 
for Oi sadvantagcd Children to continue SADC Project P-135-4 
Remedial Reading, in eligible non-puhlic schools for the 1972-
1973 fiscal vear - (Letter from Dr. Reigh W. Carpenter dated 
9/13/72) 

~!R. BOCCUZZI }10VED for approval of the abuve request. Seconded by Hr. Miller, 
"'ho said the Education, Welfare & Government Committee concurs. CARRIED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 

(9) $25',92{LOO - MAYOR'S OFFICE - Code 108.0937 - ABRAXAS, 'INC., being a 
Grant from Connecticut Planning Committee on Criminal 
Administration under Title 1, Part C of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, covering period from 
Sept. 1,1972 through Aug. 3, 1973 - (Mayor's letter of 
9/13/72) 

~R. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded hy Hr. Rose, 
\,'ho s"aid the Health (:. Protection Conunittce concurs on this item. }!rc Friedman 
reported 'that his C0illi11ittee - The Drug Ahuse Committee also concurs. CARRIED 
unanimously. 

(0) S!7,5:',O.0() - Resolution :-:0. S5G - .-'l.YE:\OEC 1972-19/3 CAPITAL PROJECTS 
;jrDGET EY :\DDI:\C Tn PROJECT K:\O\,::'; AS "PARK DEPART~IE;-""T -
:-:j':\;' EQrJP~iC\T" .-'1.:\0 APPROPRIATIO:\ OF S17,5.40.00 THEREFOR
C'iayor's letter of Aug·. IS, 1972) 

~:R. BOCCrZZI :,;on:o for approval of the [0110,,-ing resolution. He explained 
that this is for the purchase of Ice Surfacing ~achine - two machines. 
Seconded by :lr. Rybnick, \-:110 said the Parks & Recreation CO!:L-:1ittee concurs. 
CARRIED una!1ir:1ously. 

RESOU.'TIO:: ::\0. 856 

A:~:-:DIXG 1972-1973 ~-'l.PITAL PROJECTS BrDGET BY ADDI~G 
TO PROJECT l-2\O\~r:; AS "PARK OEPARr.,lE:-:T - XEH EQrIP:1ENT" 
A~O APPROPRIATIOX OF 517,5.40.00 THEREFOR 

BE AXD IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the 
City of St~mford, {n accordance with provisions of Sec. 611.5 Df 
the Stamford Charter, to approve an amendment to the 1972-1973 
Capital Projects Budget, Park Department, for the addition of funds 
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in the amount of $17,5-'+0.00 for Project to be knm.m as ":-.r:W 
EQUIP!'!E:-iT" and appropriation of $17,5-'+0.00 therefor for the purchase 
of two machines for the Ice Skating Rink, to be financed by the sale 
of bonds. 

(11) S9 ,450. 00 - BOARD OF EDt'CATTc)X - For r1Jrpose of purchasing and installing 
Automatic Traffic Masters as auxi1iar\' safet\' equipment fot 
70 Ye 11m,' School Buses - (Letter from Dr. Reigh \,,1. Carpenter, 
Supt. of Schools, dated 9/14/i2) 

~lR. BOCCUZZI HOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded by Hr. Hiller, 
who reported that the Education, Welfare & Government Committee concurs. 
CARRIED unanimously. 

(12) $10,533.75 - POLICE DEPARTHENT - PENSION for HajorJohn J. Gavigan, 
effective Ju1v 22, 1972, based on an annual pension of 
$11,153.34, which pension represents two-thirds of his 
annual salary of $16,730.00 - (Hayor's letter of 9/27/72) 

TIle above matter was held in Committee. 

(13) $6,057.00 - Salary Increases for various Administrative Employees, not 
covered bv Collective Bargaining (Rates as set under Marcom 
Survey, and approved by Personnel Commission) - (Previously 
deleted from Budget by Board of Finance; later approved on 
8/10/72) -(Partially approved by Board of Representatives 
on 9/11/72 by approving $1,488 for Traffic Director, hired 
Oct. 1971; the balance ,,,as deferred and held in Committee 

Code No. 

106.01'01 

110.0101 

117.0101 

118.0101 

126.0101 

17':".0101 

602.0101 

by motion made by Hr. Morabito - Code numbers and departments 
listed below: 

Department 

Board of Representatives 

Dept. of Lm, 

Data Processing 

Bureau of Purchasing 

Central Services Dept. 

Dept. of Civil Service 

Dept. of Public Works 

Position Amount 

Adm. Assistant III $627.00 

AdD. Assistant III 627.00 

Programmer 725.00 
Programmer 725.00 
Programmer 897.00 

Asst. Purchasing Agent 691.00 

Supervisor 627.00 

Adm. Asst. II 5~9.00 

Operations Officer 569.00 
$6,057.00 

NR. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Committee DE?\IED this request by a. 3-2-2 vote, 
there being 7 members present. 
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He said in order to make things clLoarer, he ,<ill ~IO\,E for approval of the 
request for 56,057.00 for the above salary incr~ases. Seconded bv ~r. Truglia. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote. He said it \"as CARRIED, there being 
several "no" votes. 

~m. !C\APP questioned the vote. 

~~R. BOCCUZZI said he made the Fiscal Committee's report, which "Tas a ?'>'"EGATIVE 
report, which was 3-2-2 'with 7 people being present, but in order to make the 
voting easier, as we always do, he moved to approve the requested appropriation 
of 56,057.00 (or salary increases for various administrative employees, as . 
stated on the agenda. He said he did not read the items. 

MR, K..:'-;APP explained the vote - he said thc votc should be "yes" if ,,,e go along 

with the ---------

THE PRESIDENT said the vote would be reversed. 

}fR. BOCCUZZI explained the vote. He said a "yes" vote would be in favor of 
the increases, because that is the motion on the floor. 

MR. HEINZER said it requires a two-thirds affirmative vote, because we always 
must have an affirmative motion on appropriations. _ 

:!R. KNAPP said he would like to say something - that he does not know whether 
he is too late or too early right at this moment, but would just like to 
paint out to the members that all of these items that are now before us, were 
DE~IED at Budget time by the Board of Finance and this Board never got a 
chance to vote on them at that time. Nm", all of a sudden, the Board of 
?inance decides that we're going to give them the raises - and they are going 
to look like heroes and if ,,,e vote it dmm, ,,,e're going to look like the bums. 
~e said he does not like being put in this bind and if we arc going to stick 
~·;i th our rules, then the same thing applies to them - the\' shouJd stick with 
~:;eirs, and if they are going to deny it, then they shotllo deny it right down 
~:1e] inc, and don't pass it off to the Board of Representatives to do the 
~irty work for the Board of Finance. 

:·'R. }!ORRIS :!0\1ED THE QUESTIOX. Seconded by }!r. Tresser and CARRIED. 

-;'"~!:" PRESIDE:\T infonned the members that if they are in favor of }fr. Boccuzzi's 
:':".C':::on ------------- and he "Till now use the machine so there "Till not be 
3.n': doubt - -------------- he said up for yes and dmm for no. 

::R.. :iIllER as;zed for clarification - a "'\:es" vote is for the appropriation. 

-=-:-1::: PRESIDE:"! asked if everyone understands that and called for the machine 
":ote. 

::achine vote taken at this time. The President announced the VOTE - 14 in 
=-a\'or and 21 opposed. He said the motion was LOST. 

'1:' ') $!.,320.00 - PUBLIC '.JORKS DEPT. - Covering Code 607.0101 - Salaries, Bureau 
of Hig1HoJavs & Naintenance, Division of Eguipment Maintenance, 
for the purpose of establishing a new position, "EQUIPMENT MAINT-' 
ENANCE PARTS CLERK", at an annual salary of $7 ,377 .00, effective 
Dec. I. 1972 - (Letter from Hayor dated Oct. 11, 1972) 

.; 
:f 

I 
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HR. BOCCl'ZZI ('xplained this is for the' purpose of l'stablishing a new position 
in the Public ''''orks Dcpart~~~nt at an annual salary of $7,377.00 effective 
date of 12/1/72. He said ~e no~ have to appropriate $4,320.00 for the balance 
of the year. He said the Fiscal Committee APPROVED this item and he SO NOVED. 

~IRS. PONT-BRIANT said the Fiscal Committee did delete this from the Budget, 
mainly because the job under priur officials had not been filled and we voted 
"no" on it when it came before the'm hefore, simply because there were no job 
specifications set up for this job, nor had it been approved by the Per~onnel 
Commission. She said Nr. Cooper, the Commissioner of Public \-1orks~ has met 
a11 or theCommittee's requests, the job ",ill be tested and the annual salar~' 
is an equitable one, our maintenance program is under way and there is a great 
need for them to have this Clerk. She said. she hopes for a favorable vote. 

NR. EXNICIOS seconded the motion and said it is a position of utmost impor
tance and we are at the present time upgrading our fleet of trucks and we 
must have control over that maintenance. 

}fR. KNAPP said here again is the same thing - we denied it at Budget time. 
He said· just a couple of weeks ago, the Public Works Department found $70,000 
in their Budget to give the City a Fall cleanup when the Board of Representatives 
denied the money for it. He said and now they are coming to us for money to 
hire a man to fill a job that they have made no attempt to fill in two or three 
years - he said he hopes that this Board will deny this appropriation. 

HR. ROOS said in the past w'e have been critical of the maintenance of the 
Public Works Department and we definitely do need this personnel and thinks 
we should approve this request. 

}IR. COLASSO said he is in favor of th~s item because the Public Works Committee 
has been pushing for better maintenance and this \"ill do much to expedite 
better controls. 

HR. BOCCUZZI said this is badly needed and the person they hire will keep 
records of all maintenance parts going out on trucks and cars that belong 
to the City and '''ill be able to find out 'vhy things are going ,,,rong - whether 
the vehicle is too old, the driver is abusing it, or ,,,hat. H~ said this 
man "Till also be responsible for supplies that are down on Nagee Avenue. Now, 
a Time Clerk is doing this work and does not have the opportunity to stay with 
the job for the entire day. He said this will give us better control. 

}!RS. LAITNA::1 said she thinks this job is very essential.· 

NR. DIXON spoke in favor of the motion. 

}fR. HEI::1ZE·R seconded the motion antl said the Personnel Committee concurs. 

HR. IACOVO NOVED THE QUESTION. Seconded and CARRIED. 

VOTE taken on the appropriation and CARRIED with three "no" votes. 

(15) $14,141.00 - ASSESSOR'S OFFICE- Covering the following: (REDUCED by 
Board of Finance on 10/18/72 from $29,957.00) - (Mayor's 
letter of Oct. 10, 1972) 
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Code 1':"':'.0101 $7,546.00 
Code 144.0103 - 0\'ertine --------------------------- 5,200.00 

Salaries ---------------------------

Code 144.0301 - Station~ry & Postage --------~------ 270.00 
Code 1':"':'.0802 - Car Allowance ---------------------- 50.00 
Code 1':'4.1701 - Auto Operation ---------------~----- 200.00 
Code 144.2101 - Conferences & Dues -------~--------- 125.00 
Code 144.2201 - ~.'''' Equipment - - -- -- - - - - -- -- - -- - - - --___ 7~5_0~. _00_ 

$14,141.00 

~IR. BOCCUZZI ~fO\TED for approval of the above request and SO !-lOVED. 

:!R. }IILLER said the Education, \-1e1fare & Government Committee concurs and 
seconded the motion. 

~m. RUSSBACH said he is in favor of this request, but is a little unhappy 
about the way the Tax Assessor handled this causing a lot of discussion 
which is not normally ,vi thin the domain of a department head. He said there 
is a chain of command; or methods of settling problems without the Assessor 
publicly airing his grievances in the public press. He said he would ask 
that in the future, the Tax Assessor be a little more subtle in the way he 
asks for money. 

~. 

, VelTE" taken on the motion. CARRIED. 

(16) $11,500.00 - OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL - Code 110.0101 - Salaries 
To fund the new position of DEPUTY CORPORATION COUNSEL -

(REDUCED by Board of Finance on 10/18/72 from $23,000) 
(See Mayor's letter of 8/18/72) 

:1R. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Committee voted 3-3-1 and has no recommendations, 
~ut will leave this up to the Board. 

:1R. HEINZER said the Personnel Committee approved this item. 

~':R. FRIEDHAS said it is his belief that Hr. Boccuzzi first has to make a motion 
before there can be any discussion. 

~'lR. BOCCrZZI said in order to get this item on the floor, HE }!OVES for approval 
of the above request. Seconded. 

:'lR. FRIEm1A_:~ offered an amendment, HE NOVED to AMDH) this appropriation to 
.:he effect that a Special Committee be appointed by the Bar Association to 
~,ork in conjunction with a special committee of this Board to make a complete' 
study of the need for a full time Deputy Corporation Counsel and if it is 
~ound to be feasible and necessary, then to set up full ahd complete job 
specifications. 

~R. HEINZER said if we appropriate .the money, then it's too late for tis, 
and what we would have to do is deny the appropriation first. 

~R. BOCCUZZI said this position will be advertised. 

:-!R. FRIEDMA~! said in order-to properly vdte--on his amendment, he would first 
move this be -returned to Com!llittee. Seconded and CARRIED. 
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(17) 56,650.00 - BOARD ('IF EDrC-\TI('I~ - Fl~dL>ral Grant, alread\" received from 
Department of lk:llth, Education and i.Jelfare under Title IV, 
P.L. Sll-IO, Pr0;ect ~o. 2A092, entitled "An Experimental 
High Scho01 in a Cbr.tr.luni ty Sctt ing. for School Alienated 
Students", for the purpose of performing an evaluation of 
the Alternate High School Program - (See letter dated 8/9/72 
from Dr. Reigh'.J. Carpenter, Supt. of Schools) 

~m. iWCCl'ZZI ~IOVED for approval of the ahove request. Seconded by i'lr. Hiller, 
""ho said his Committee - The Education, \..relfare & Government Committee, concurs. 
CARRIED unanimously. 

OS.) $2.'..4,659.00 - Resolution Xo. 857 - AUTIIORIZI~G mE ISSUA~CE OF nm HU~DRED 
FORTY-FOUR TIIOUSAXD SIX HUXDRED FIFTY-~D\E DOLLARS ($244.659) 

. GE~ERAL OBLIGATIO~ BONDS OF THE CITY TO FIXANCE CERTAIN OF 
TilE CAPITAL PROJECTS IN THE CAPITAL BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL 
YEAR 1971-1972 AS AHENDED, TO BE FINANCED WITH FUNDS RAISED 
BY BORROWING - (See letter from Hayor dated Oct. 25, 1972) 

HR. BOCCUZZI explained this is to authorize the Commissioner of Finance to 
sell bonds to finance Capital Proj~cts that~vere approved after the Budget 
,.;ras approved last year, for fiscal year 1971-1972. He said it is done every 
year to enable the. Commissioner to sell the bonds when he thinks he can obtain 
the best rate. HE }IOVED for approval of the following resolution. Seconded 
and CARRIED unanimously: 

RESOLVTION NO. 857 

AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF THO HUNDRED FORTY-FOUR THOUSAND 
SIX HU},1)RED FIFTY- NINE DOLLARS ($244,659) GEi\TERAL OBLIGATION 
BONDS OF THE CITY TO FINANC E CERTAIN OF THE CAPITAL PROJECTS 
IN THE CAPITAL BUDGET FOR TilE FISCAL YEAR 1971-1972 AS A}IENDED, 
}'O BE FINANCED 1vITH FU:-mS RAISED BY BORRo\HNG 

HHEREAS, pursuant to Section 6:30 of the Charter of the City, as amended, the 
}~oard of Representatives of the City has received a letter from the Hayor 
dated October 25, 1972 requesting it to authorize the issuance of bonds to 
finance certain of tlle Capital Projects contained in the Capital BudgE:t for 
the fiscal yearI971-197~, as amend~d, that are to be financed with funds 
raised by borrowing; and 

l~HERF..AS, this Board has been furnished 'vith a certified copy of a resolution 
of the Board of Finance approving the aforesaid authorization; 

XOH, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESD'TATIVES OF THE 
CITY OF STAHFORD: 

Section 1. That there be and hereby is authorized, under and pursuant to the 
Charter of the City and any other general or spetial statutes thereto enabling, 
the issuance and sale, from.t~e to time, of general·obligation, coupon, serial 

. bonds of the City in the aggr~gate principal amount of 1\.;ro Hundred Forty-four 
"Thousand Six Hundred Fifty-nine Dollars ,($244,659) for the purpose of paying 

for Capital. Projects consisting of the several public improvement;s or other 
. municipal w6rks of a permanen.t character or for land taken for the purpose -
of such improvements. or municipal works, all as hereinafter more fully described. 
Each of said Capital Projects is included in the'Capital Budget for the fiscal 

( .. 3 
~ 
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year 1971-1972, as amended, duly adopted, and reference is hereby made to 
the said Capital Budget, as am~nded, for a complete description of the part
icular Capital Projects hereinafter designated. The said Capital Projects 
a~d the extent to which they are to be fin;mced with the proceeds of the 
bands h~rein authorized are as follows: 

Pt;:~LIC WORKS DEPARTHENT: 

Highways 

Washington Avenue Extension 

Washington Avenue Extension 

New Construction 

Conventional Incinerator 

$44,659 

90,000 $134,659 

$110,000 
$244,659 

(19) $18,523,396.00 - Resolution No. 858 - AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF 
EIGHTEEN HILLION FIVE HUr-..rnRED THENTY-THREE THOUSAND 
THREE HUNDRED NINETY-SIX DOLLARS ($18,523,396) GENERAL 
OBLIr~TION BONDS OF THE CITY TO FINANCE THE CAPITAL 
PROJECTS IN THE CAPITAL BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 
1972-1973 AS A~mNDED, TO BE FINANCED WITH FUr-..rnS RAISED 
BY BORRmHNG - (See Nayor's letter of Oct. 25, 1972) 

~~. BOCCUZZI said this is the same type of resolution as the previous one -
to finance Capital Projects we approved in the Budget, plus any additional 
ones. He ~IO\,ED for approval of the follmving resolution. Seconded and 
c..o',RRIED unanimous 1)': 

RESOLl'TIO~ ~O. 858 

Al'THORIZEG THE ISSl'A~CE or ETGHTEE~ ::lILLJm FIVE HUKDRED 
T\,;T.XTY-TllRl::E THOl'SAXD THREE HLTXDRED XnETY-S IX DOLLARS 
(518,521,3961 GE:\ER..\L OBLIGATIO:\ !W:\DS OF THE CITY TO 
FI:\AXCE THE CAPITAL PROJECTS IX THE CAPITAL BUDGET FOR THE 
FISCAL YEAR 1972-1973 AS A:::E:;TIED, TO BE FINAKCED \HTH FUNDS 
R.:...rSED BY BORROWI~G 

','7BEREAS, pursuant to Section 630 of tl;e Charter of the City as amended,. the' 
30ard of Representatives of the City has received a letter from the }layor 
iated October 25, 1972, requesting it to authorize the issuance of bonds 
:0 finance all of the Capital Project~ contained in the Capital Budget for 
the fiscal year 1972-1973, as amended, that are to be financed with funds 
:-aised· by borrmving; and 

~'~HEREAS, this Board has been furnished "Tith a certified copy of a resolution 
of the Board of Finance approving the aforesaid authorization; 

:~O\.J, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESEl'.1'fATIVES OF THe CITY 
OF STAHFORD: 

I 

I 

I 
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Section 1. That there be and herehy is authorized, under and pursuant to 
the Charter of the City and any other general or special statutes thereto 
enabling, the issuance- and sale from title to time, of General Obligation, 
CO'JtJon, Serial bonds of the C{ty in the aggregate principal amount of Eighteen 
~-Hllio:1 Five Hundred Th'enty-Three Thousand Three Hundred Xinety-SixDollars 
(318,523,396) for the purpose of paying for Capital Projects consisting of 
the several public improvernents or. other municipal ,.orks of a permanent 
character or for land taken for the purpose of such improvements or municipal 
works, all as hereinafter more fully described. Each of said capital projects 
is included in the Capital Budget for the fiscal year 1972-1973, as amended, 
dulv adopted, and reference is h~reby made to the said Capital Budget, as 
a~pndc,l, for a complete description of the particul~r Capital Projects here
i;-,aftl'r designated. The Said Capital Projects and the extent to which they 
are to he financed with the proceeds of the bo~ds herein authorized are as 
follows: 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPAR~lliNT: 

Sewer Commission 

Extension of Sewers South 
of Parkway 

Emergency Correction
Account 

Interceptors 

Planning Funds - Newfield
Springdale Area 

Storm Drains 

Drainage Systems South 
of Parh\Tay 

Valley Road, Forest Street, 
Fen,,,ay Street, Etc. 

Cove Road - Seaside Avenue 

Greemdch Avenue Area 

Hani1ton Avenue - Courtland 
Hill Street 

Highways 

City-lvide Resurfacing & 
Reconstruction 

Land Bank Street Widening 

Widening of Atlantic Street-

l-lashington Avenue E.xtension 

East Cross Road 
-' 
"} 
{ 

$4,630,000 

100,000 

2,400,000 

100,000 

150,000 

450,000 

59,000 

100,000 

33,000 

75,000 

25,000 

91,000 

88,290 

55,000 

$7,230,000 

792,000 

334,290 
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Side~alks and/or Curbing 

Board of Education. - Side
walks 

~e~ Construction 

Haig Avenue Site Improvement 

Sanitary Landfill (East Branch 
Harbor) 

Harbor Bulkhead East Branch 

Scofie1dtown Land Improvement 

Dyke Park Improvement 

Incinerator-Sewage Treatment 
Plant & Pumping Stations 
Improvements 

New Equipment . 

Stamford-Darien Water Pollution 
Control Project 

Secondary Se'vage Treatment Plant 

Park Department: 

Skating Rink 

Board of Recreation: 

~e'\T Playgrounds, Improvements 

Platform Tennis Courts 

Police Department: 

Recorder 

Fire Department: 

Construction of Fire Training 
Center 

}!odernization of Fire Alarm 
System 

Hea 1 th Department:. 

Addition to the Health Department 
second story 

20,000 

128,000 

222,000 

80,000 

86,000 

126,200 

50,000 I 

662,200 

250,000 

3,600,000 ,$12,918,490 I 
510,000 

5,000 

15,000 20,000 

20,000 

60,000 

35,000 95,00.0 

246,000 
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Welfare Department:. 

Addition to the Smith House 

Golf Authority: 

Roadway & Cart Paths 

Water Hain for Fire Hydrants 
& Sprinklers 

Hubbard Heights Municipal Golf Course: 

Irrigation 

Cart Paths 

Stamford Nuseum & Nature Center: 

Aquatic Hammal Display -
Preliminary Planning 

Aquatic Hammal Display -
Construction 

Board of Education: 

Springdale School Nulti-Nedia Center
Study, Planning .& Partial Imple
mentation 

Window Replacement Project 

Additional Land for West Hill 
High School 

Urban Redevelopment Commission 

15,000 

20,000 

50,000 

7,500 

6,500 

33,000 

15,000 

125,000 

108,000 

9427 

1,200,000 

35,000 

57,500 

39,500 

248,000 

3,133,906 
$18,523,396 

Section 2. That said bonds shall be issued in the ~ame of and upon the full 
faith and credit of the City and, subject to the Charter of the City and other 
applicable provisions of Unv, in the manner and in the principal amounts that 
the Board of Finance may determine from time to time, including, but without 
limitation, the determination of the form, date, number of issues, dates of 
payment of principal and interest and a 11 other particulars, and said Board 
of Finance or, if authorized by the Board of Finance, the Commissioner of 
Finance may determine the rate or rates of interest which the said bonds are 

. to bear. 

Section 3 .. That each of the capital projects hereinabove described and contained 
in the capital budget for the fiscal year 1972-1973 as amended is hereby confirmed 
as a duly authorized c.pital project. . 

***1~************ 
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(201 - CO:lceming J)EDFORD STR:-TT PARKnG GARAGE - (:-layor's letter of 9/22/72) 

The above matter was held in Committee. 

(21) $65,000.00 - Resolution ~o. 859 - Amending 1972-1973 Capital Projects 
Budget h ..... adding to Pro j,'ct knmm as "PVRCHASE OF LAND
FILL SITE FRl1:-1 PE~:\ CEXTRAL RAILROAD" and appropriation 
of %5,000.00' therefor - (Requested in l-Iayor's letter 
of Oc t. 19, 1972 ) 

MR. BOCCUZZI said no amount appears on our agenda, but We are being asked 
to appr0priate $GS,OOO ,,'hich ,>'111 be for the purchase of the railroad spur 
which starts at Selleck Street and goes up under Fairfield Avenue near some 
small factories. liE !'IOVED for approval of the follmving resolution. Seconded 
by Nr. Fox, ,,,ho said the Legislative & Rules Committee concurs. 

RESOLUTION NO. 859 

AHENDTNG 1972 -1973 CAPITAL PROJECTS nU])GET13Y ADDING 
TO PROJECT KNmm AS "PURCHASE OF LANDFILL SITE FROM 
PENN CENTRAL RAILROAD" AND APPROPRIATION OF $65,000 
THEREFOR 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the 
City of Stamford, in accordance with provisions of Sec. 611.5 of 
the Stamford Charter, to approve an amendment t'o the 1972-1973 
Capital Projects Budget for item to be known as "PURCHASE OF LAND
FILL SITE FRON PENN CEt\1'fRAL RAILROAD" and the addition of funds 
in the amount of $65,000.00 for said Project and appropriation 
therefor, to be financed by the issuance of bonds. 

~'1R. :--lORAlHTO asked if the amount of money used for the lease cannot be used 
toward the purchase of the land. 

~R. BOCCUZZI said he would ask. 

:IR. HEIXZER said he does not believe they can be bound by such an agreement, 
as they are in the hahds of the Court and are under Receivorship which ties 
up property and tIle onl ..... one that could accomplish anything would be the 
Courts. 

lEGISLATIVE C, RULES CO}l)lITTEE: 

~,m. FOX, Chairman, reported on the fol1m.;ring matters: 

(1) REVISED FEE SCHEDL'LES FOR HEALTH DEPARTILEXT ~ (Subnitted by Dr. Gofstein 
in letter dated 3/20/72 - Held in Committee 6/12/72,7/10/72, 8/7/72, 
9/11/72 and 10/2/72) 

:·ffi. FOX said we are. in receipt of a list of fee schedules, requ~r~ng the 
licensing of a wide variety of commercial enterprises in the City, He said 
the Coinmittee has proposed in connection ,"ith this matter, is to 'request 

I 
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the entire fee schedule, indicating the fees and the proposed fees, along 
with the entire text of the proposed changes in the Ordinance, be published. 
He said the~' are then going to hold an open hearing so that any person who 
hos any objection to the revised fees c~n have an opportunity to be heard. 
HE ~!OVED for publication of the following fees, alOng the lines he has just 
outlined: 

PROPOSED SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR THE HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
PER..'tITS A!\1)/OR LICENSES 

Fixed Food Establishments (Bars, Delicatessens, 
Lundwonettes, Rest Home, Restaurants, Schools. 
Hospital, Tavern, Pizza Establishments) 

Catering Food Service 

Itinerant Food Vending 

Temporary Food Service Establishments 
1-5 days 

6-10 days 
Over 10 days 

Retail Sales of Foodstuffs 
Gross Sales up to $100,000.00 per annum 
Gross Sales over $100,000.00 per annum 

Food or Beverage Vending Machine Locations 

Bottled Water and/or Beverage Establishment 

Food ~.JholesaleT 

Food Proc~ssing Establishments (Bakeries, 
~ilk, Italian Sausage) 

S"imming Pool Installer 

S,,'irming Pool Installation (Permit) 

Septic System Installer 

Septic System'Cleaner 

Refuse Collector 

. l~ellDriller 

Tank Truck, Water Delivery 

l~ater Treatment Equipment Installer 

Water Treatment Equipment Installation (Permit) 

PRESENT FEE 

10.00 

10.00 

75.00 

None 
" 
" 
" 

" 
" 

" 

" 
11 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

10.00 

None 

" 

" 

None 

PROPOSED FEE 

35.00 

35.00 

75.00 

10.00 
20.00 
35.00 

10.00 
50.00 

10.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

10.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

10.00 

25.00 

25.00 

10.00 

..,-
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CODF. SECTIOXS: 

19-13-B42 

19-13-B49 

19-13-B48 

19-13-B40 

•• em" Y? " « 
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DRAFT TEXT: 

Fixed Food Se rv i Cl' Est ab li shments (Restaurants, 
Delicatessens, Luncheonettes, Schools, Hospitals, Rest 
Homes, Food Sen'ices, Pizza Establishments, Bars). 

Xo pen.on, firr.1 or cC'rporation shall operate or main
tain ~ithin the Cit~ of Stamford, any place where food or 
beverages are prepan>d and served to the public without 
securing a license then'to ',hich shall be issued after 
evidence of compliance with regulations and shall be 
renc,,,ed annua lly upon app 1 i cat ion and the payment of a 
fee. Such license may he revoked or suspended for cause. 

Catering Food Services 

No person, firm or corporation shall operate or 
maintain within the City of Stamford, a catering food 
service which involves the sale or distribution of food 
and drink prepared in bulk at one geographic location for 
service in individual portions at another location or 
which involves preparation and service of food on public 
or private p~emises not under the mmership or control of 
the operator of such service without securing a license 
thereto ,,,hich shall be issued after evidence of complicance " 
with regulations and shall be renewed annually upon applica
tion and the payment of a fee. Such license may be revoked 
or suspended for cause. 

Itinerant Food Vending 

No person, firm or corporation shall operate or 
maintain "'ithin the City of Stamford, an itinerant food 
vending business serving food or drink from any establish
ment or conveyance without fixed location and without 
connections to water supply and sewage disposal systems, 
\,'i thout securing a license thereto ,,,hich shall be issued 
after evidence of compliance with regulations and shall 
be rene,,,ed annually upon application and the payment of 
a fee. Such license may be revoked or suspended for cause. 

Temporar~ Food Service 

No temporary food service establishment serving food 
or drink shall operate in the City of Stamford without 
securing a license thereto '''hich shall be issued after 
evidence of compliance with regulations and shall be re
ne"led annually upon application and the payment of a fee. 
Such license may be revoked or' suspended for cause. 

Retail Sale of Foodstuffs 

No person, firm or corporation shall sell, offer for 
sale or keep for sale any groceries, bakery products, 
confectioneries, meats, poultry, fish, vegetables or fruits 

", 
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without securing a lic~nse thereto which shall be issued 
after evidence of compliance ~it~ regulations and shall 
be rene"red annually upon application and the payment of 
a fee. Such license may be re~o~ed or suspended for cause. 

Food or Beverage Vending ~~achine Location 

No person, firm or corporation ·shall operatepr main
tain within the City of Stamforc, any se If-service '.vending 
machine offered for public use i:1 any location without 
securing a license thereto \~hic:-, shall be issued after 
evidence of compliance \"rith regulat ions -and shall be re
newed annually upon application and the payment of a fee. 
Such license may be revoked or suspended for cause. 

Bottled Water and/or Beverage Establishments 

No person, firm or corporation shall operate or main
tain within the City of Stamford, any place where bottled 
water and/or beverages are prepared, offered for sale or 
stored for sale for public use without securing a license 
thereto which shall be issued after evidence of compliance 
with regulations and shall be renewed annually upon appli
cation and the payment of a fee. Such license may be re
voked or suspended for cause. 

Food Wholesaler 

No person, firm or corporat:on shall store non-per
ishable substances and perishab2.e ';ubstances for sale to 
retail outlets \\'ithout securing a ] icense thereto which 
shall be issued after evidence o~ ~0mpliance with regul
ations and shall be rene\"red annt.:a:; j upon application and 
the payment of a fee. Such lice:":','- may be revoked or sus
pended for cause. 

Food Processing Establishmentg 

No perDon, firm or eurporat:v~' shal~ receive raw pro
ducts, process and store a finis~~~ food product for sale 
to wholesale or retail outlets I:: I::},(! City of Stamford 
without securing a license theretv ~~ich shall be issued 
after evidence of compliance wit:-. r"i~ulations and shall be 
rene\"red annually upon applicatio:"J :J:,d the payment of a fee. 
Such license mey be revoked or st.:S7,'-nded for cause. _ 

Septic System Installers 

No person, firm or corporatio-;') ~;halIJnstall, make 
additions to, alter, revise orno~!fy any subsurface sewage 
disposal system within the City of :;tamford without securing 
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a license therL'to ,,'hich shall be issued after evidence of 
compliance ~ith regulations and shall be renewed annually 
upon application and the payment of a fee. Such license 
may be revoked or suspended for cause. 

Septic Tank Cleaners 

~o person, firm or corporation shall maintain or operate 
within the City of Stamford, a septic tank cleaning or 
liquid waste disposal business without securing a license 
thereto '~lich shall be issued after evidence of compliance 
with regulations and shall be renewed annually upon application 
and the payment of a fee. Such license may be revoked or 
suspended for cause. 

Well Drillers 

No person, firm or corporation shall maintain or operate 
within the City of Stamford a well-drilling busines~ without 
securing a license thereto which shall be issued after evi
dende of compliance with regulations and shall be renewed 
annually upon application and the payment of a fee. Such 
license may be revoked or suspended for cause. 

S,,,imming Poo 1 Insta ller 

No person, firm or corporation shall maintain or operate 
a s'"imming pool installation business or install a s,,,imming 
pool '''ithin the City of Stamford without securing a license 
thereto which shall be issued after evidence of compliance 
with regulations and shall be renewed annually upon appli
cation and the payment of a fee. Such lic~nse may be re
voked or suspended for cause. 

Tank Truck Water Deliverv 

Xo _ person, fi rn or corporation shall maintain or operate 
within the City of Stamford a water supply business without 
securing a license thereto which shall be issued after evi
dence of compliance '''ith regulations and shall be rene,,'ed 
annually upon application and the payment of a fee. Such 
lic~nse may be revoked or suspended. for cause~ 

Water Treatment Installer 

~o person, firm or. corporation shall maintain or operate 
within the City of Stamfo-rd 'a business selling, servicing or 
installing water t reatmentequipment wiJ:hout evidence of . 
complian~e with regulati6ns and shall b~ renewed annually 
upon application and the payment of-a fee. Such license 
may be- .revoked or suspended for cause. 
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Water Tn'atr.lL'nt Installation (Permit) 

i\o person, firm or corporation shall install \dthin 
thr City of Stamford any water treatme~t equipment without 
securing a Pt2 rmit thereto which shall be issued after evi
dence of compliance ,.ith regulations awl !shall he renewed 
anriually upon application and the payment of a fee. Such 
license may be revoked or suspcnde~ for cause. 

(2) Final adoption of Ordinance No. 251 - CONCERNING EXQ~NGE OF PROPERTIES 
BETWEEN THE CITY OF STANFORD AND H.-ripLE BETH EL I which exchange wi 11 

E.£...rmit the Cit\' to effect proposed rea Hgnment of five-way intersection 
at Grove Street, Prospect StreetJ Hoyt Street, Strawberry Hill and 
Hillandal e Avenues - (Hayor's letter of 8/9/72) - (Adopted for publi
cation Oct. 2, 1972; published Oct. 5, 1972) 

}lR. FOX MOVED for final adoption of the following Ordinance. Seconded and 
CARRIED with one abstention (Hr. Friedman): 

ORDINANCE NO. 251 SUPPLE~lliNTAL 

CONCERNING EXCHANGE OF PROPERTIES BETWEEN THE CITY OF 
STM-WORD AND TE}lPLE BETH EL 

!)E IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STANFORD Tl~T: 

In conformity "'ith Section 488 of the Stamford Charter and not,,,ithstand
ing the provisions of dlapter 2, Sections 2-24 and 2-27 of the Code of General 
0rdinances of the City of Stamford, tIle exchange between the City of Stamford 
and the Temple Beth £1 Building .~ssociation of the [o11m"ing described pro
perties is hereby approved. 

\\'a rrant\" Deed to be executed b\" the Ter.1ple Beth El to the Cit\' of Stamford: 

See Schedule A attached hereto 
See Schedule B attached hereto 

i-,'arranty Deed to be executed bY the Cit\· of Stanford to the Tenple Beth E1 
3ui Iding- Association: 

See Schedule C attached hereto 

The ~!ayor of the City of Stanford is hereby authorized and empowered to act 
for the City of Stanford and to execute and deliver all deeds and documents 
necessary to transfer title to the hereinabove described premisespresent1y 
mmed by the said City of Stamford. 

This Ordinance shall take effect on the date of its enactment. 

-y 
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SCIlEDPLE A 

PA~CF.L A - Fron the Temple Beth-El Rldr;. Assn. to the Cit'\' of Stamford 
All that ~ertain ~iece. parcel or tract of land in the City of Stamford County 
of Fairfield, and State of Connecticut, bounded and described as follows: 

0eginning at a point on the ,,'esterly street line of Prospect Street as 
i: now exists, said point being the northeasterly CClrner of property of the 
Grantor, as sho',rn on :lap :\0. 1-128 Stanford Land Records. 111ence southerly 
a:ong said westebly street line of Prospect Street the fol10',ing courses and 
dL;tanu's: S 3(' 42' ·';9" \01 a distance of 60.00 feet and S 42 0 37' 19" 1oJ' 
a distance of 46.08 feet to land of the Stamford Jewish Center, thence westerly 
a:OTlI; said land of the Stamford Jewish Center N 74 0 59" 01" W a distance of 
::2. ')] feet to a point, thence northerly along proposed l1e\, westerly street 
~ ine of Prospect Street the foll0',ing courses and distances: N 47 0 02' 22" E 
a di stance of 10f48. feet, on curve to the left, the radius of which is 587.86 
feet a distance of 82.78 feet and on another curve to the left, the radius of 
which is 20.00 feet a distance of 14.63 feet to other land of the Grantor, 
thence easterly a long said other land of Grantor S 760 58' 09" E a distance 
of 10.92 feet to the point or place of beginning. 

The above described parcel of land contains 853 square feet in area and 
is shO\,rn and delineated as "Parcel A" on a certain map on file in the City and 
Town Clerk's Office, Stamford, Conn. reference being hereby had and entitled 
"~!ap Sh0',ing Proposed Property Exchange Between the City of Stamford and the 
Temple Beth-El Bldg. Assn. William D. Sabia City Engineer P. E. Lie. No. 6303 
Conn." 

111eahove descrihed parcel of land lies in Block No. 223 Stamford Land 
Records. 

SCHEDULE B 

?!..RCfl Ii - Fro::~ the Tel~:p1e Bl,th-El Bldg. Assn. to thc Citv of Stamford 
.:"11 that certain piece, parcel or tract of land in the City of Stamford County 
,): Faic'ield, and State of Connecticut, bounded and described as fo110',s: 

OO,e::inni:1; at a ;>oint on the \·:csterly strcct line of Prospect Street as 
.~ no~ exis~s, said point being the northeasterly corner of other land of the 
':;::-antor as S110\"'l1 on :·lap :\0. 1128 Stamford land Records. Thence \,esterly along 
:~e northerly property line of said other land of the Grantor ~ 760 58' 09" 
a ~istance of 10.92 feet' to a point where said northerly property line inter
SEcts t:1e proposed ne\,' southerly street line of Hoyt Street, thence north
~esterly a1o~g said ne~ southerly street line of Hoyt Street the following 
courses and .distances: on a cun·e to the left, the radius of which is 20.00 
:EEt, a distance of 16.56 feet, on a curve to the right, the radius of which 
:'s 57:....12 feet, a distance of 38.19 feet and :\ 460 33' 59" 1.)' a distance of 
.):....:...5 feet to a point ",here said ne\,' southerly street line intersects the 
southerly property line of land of the City of Stamford, thence eas~erly along 
said southerly property line of land of the City of Stamford S 77 0 39' 01" E 
a distance of 160.35 feet to a point on the ~esterly street line of Strawberry 
:rill Avenue as it now exists, thence southerly along said westerly street line 
of Strawberry Hi 11 Avenue the follO\,ing courses and distances: S 290 OS' 17" W 
a distance of 50.66 feet and S 300 46' W a distance of 33.20 feet to the point 
or place of beginning. 

I 
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The :!ho\"(> describ~d parcel of land contains 6,5:'5 square feet. in area anc 
is sho~'l1 and delineated as "Parcel B'1 on a ct'rtain nap on file in the City and 
Tm .. 'l1 Clerk's Office, Stainford, Conn., reference being hereby had and entitled: 
":-:ap ShO\.'ing Proposed Property Exchange B('twe~n Th~ City of Stamford and the 
~emple Beth-El Bldg. Assn. William D. Sabia City Engineer P. E. Lic. No. 6303 
Conn." 

The above described parcel of land lies in Block No. 223 Stamford Land 
Records. 

SCHEDULE C 

PARCEL C - From the City of Stamford to the Temple Beth-EI Bldg. Assn. 
;'.1l t!lat certain piece, parcel or tract of land in the City of Stamford, County 
~f Fairfield, and State of Connecticut, bounded and described as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the southerly street line of Hoyt Street as it 
now exists said point being thp northeasterly corner of land of the State of 
Connecticut as shown on }1ap No. 6844 Stamford Land Records. Thence easterly 
along the proposed new southerly street line of Hoyt Street the following 
courses and distances: On a curve to the right the radius of which is 624.00 
feet, a distance of 114.40 feet, on another curve to the right, the radius of 
'<;.]hich, is 100.00 feet, a distance of 22.70 feet and S 46° 33' 59" E a distance 
of 55.88 feet to land of the Temple Beth-El Bldg. Assn., thence westerly along 
the northerly property line of said property of the Temple Beth-El Bldg. Assn. 
::i 77° 39' 01" W a distance of 184.02 feet to land of the State of Connecticut, 
thence northerly along said land of the State of Connecticut N 160 OS' 59" E 
a distance of 63.77 feet to the point or place of beginning. The above des
cribed parcel of land contains 7,400 square feet in area and is shown and 
celineated as "Parcel CIt on a certain map on file in the City and TO\m Clerk's 
:'ffice, Stamford, Conn., reference being hereby had and entitled: "Hap Showing 
?roposed Property Exchange Between The City of Stamford And The Temple Beth-El 
:',ldg. Assn. \.Ji lliam D. Sabia, City Engineer, P. E. Lie. No. 6303 Conn." 

The above described parcel of land lies in Block No. 223 Stamford Land 
i\.ecords. 

,3) Request for approval of DEEDS FOR THE TRA:\'SFER OF PROPERTY FROM MARINA 
;'.:-lERICA, HC., TO CITY OF STA}1FORD H COI'\?\ECTIO?\ IHTH CO~STRUCTION OF 
THi:.. HL'RRICA:''T BARRIER -- (Requested in }layor's letter of 8/8/72) 

:'::\. FOX ",lOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded. 

:-::\. TRUGLIA asked if there 'vas any connection between Marina America And the 
~atter of the pool dmm at the south end before we start giving away land to 
these people. 

:~R. FOX said the only investigation done so far in this respect has been a 
conversation with Mr. Shapero who has repr'esented the City in these negotia
tions and he has advised him that the City has no discretion in the matter 
and that the terms of the exchange were dictated by the Army Corps of Engineers 
as a necessary item towards the finalization of the Stamford Hurricane Barrier. 

\'arE taken on above motion. CARRIED. 

.. ~ 
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C·) Proposed Ordinance C0~':Cl:RXTXG l_E.,~\SE OF CITY-O\,r;..t~D PROPERTY OX \';ATER STREET I 
F()R Sl.200.00 A YEA~, F()R A F~\'L yF: ..... R TER.'!, H' ALEX, .... ~l)J:R R" KOPROSKI A~'D 

PATRICIA A. KOPROSKI - (::ayor's letter of 5/19/72) - (See Ninutes.of S/7/72, 
page 9305 - Deferred on 10/2/72) 

The above matter ,.;as referred back to Committee after considerable discussion. 

(5) Proposed Ordinance CnXCER.~I;':G LEASHIXG OF DOGS - (Proposed by \olarren Knapp, 
'14th District RL~presentative) (Held in Conunittee Oct. 2, 1972) 

:~R. FOX said this proposed Ordinance ,,'as approved by .the Committee, \,ithan 
amendment \,hich calls for the second paragraph of the Ordinance to be revised 
as follows: 

"Any person who violates this section shall be fined not more than 
ten ($10.00) Dollars for th~ first offense and not less than twenty 
five (S25.00) or more than one hundred ($100.00) Dollars for any 
subsequent offense and/or impri~oned not more than thirty days (30) 
or both for each subsequent.offense." 

He said basically \oJhat the Committee has done is to reduce the fine for the 
first offense from $25.00 to $10.00 HE HOVED for publication of -the Ordinance, 
as amended, \oJhich follmoJs: Seconded • 

PROPOSED ORDINANCE 

CONCERNING THE LEASHING OF DOGS 

BE IT ORDAIl';'ED BY THE CITY OF STANFORD THAT: 

No person owning, keeping, or having the custody of any dog shall 
permit such dog to wander on any street or side'oJalk, or on the property 
of any person other than its a.,·ner, unless such dog is on a leash, 
held firmly by such person; and 

An:: person ,,;ho·violates this section s11all be fined not more than 
ten (SlO.OO) Dollars for the first offense and not less than twenty 
five (S25.00) Dollars or more than one hundred ($100.00) Dollars for 
an~.' subsequent offense and/or imprisoned not mo~e than thirty (30) 
days or both, for each subsequent offense. 

This Ordinance shall take effect upon its adoption. 

~-!R. ROOS spoke against the Ordinance and said the reason we have roaming dogs 
in Stamford is because i-,e have not enforced the la,oJs .as they now stand. He 
~aid State la,vs cover this subject completely and gives our canine control 
officer all the power he needs to control roaming dogs. He said he sees no 
need to make another la,oJ \oJhich will be completely ignored in we keep our same 
standards of enforcement and are merely making a mockery of the laws we now 
have and we should make an effort to try and enforce our present laws which 
are quite adequate, and just passing more and more ordinances are not going 
to help one bit. He quoted from Sec. 22-330 of the State Statutes which says: 
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":\!1Y canine control officer or ,,'arden in a ~unicipality may exercise the 
same authorit'; to arrest any person ,,'i thout ,,'arrant as police officers may 
exercise in their respective jurisdiction." And in Sec. 22-364, it states: 
"'10 O\,ner or keeper shall allm,r a dog to roam on the highway or on the land 
of another. Fines of not more than twenty-five dollars first offense, twenty
:f1~e to one hundred dollars, second offense, and a naxir:1Unl of 30 days in 
ja iI, or both for subsequent offenses." He said "ehave plenty of laws now, 
and it is quite clear, but the enforcement is practically non-existent. 

He said the reason we have so many roaming dogs is because they are not all 
licensed. He said in Greenwich, one half our siz~, licenses 5,597 dogs and 
Stamford, twice its Size, registers 4,500 dogs, ~nd a more proper registra
t.lon "rould be some'llhere in the neighborhood of 9 to 10 thousand dogs. He 
said the U. S. Humane Society 11a5 made a national st!udy of this and they have 
caine lip \dth the fo11mlling facts -- that dog catching and impounding is 
inefficient and expensive and the best Dog Harden will average 25 minutes 
to catch a stray, not counting non productive patrol time and a good experienced 
Dog \.Jarden can only average about ten dogs a day. He said instead of impounding, 
he proposes that the owners of roaming dogs be given a violation notice with a 
fine payable at Headquarters, or they can elect to appear in Court - the first 
offence being $15 and the second offense $25 and so on. He said to send 
violation notices is much more effective. 

He said he finds that Green'lIich does enforce the law and fine people who 
have unlicensed dogs and they do not have our problems. 

He said all we have to do is to enforce the la'lIs as they now stand~ and a 
leash Ordinance is not necessary. 

~!R. BOCCUZZI said it is practically impossible to leash a dog. 

!'lR. LIVrNGSTO~ said he thinks this should go back to Committee and SO HOVED. 
Seconded by Mr. Roos. LOST. 

The debate continued for some time, after ,,'hich a machine VOTE was taken on 
the motion to approve the proposed Ordinance for publication. :Iachine vote 
taken. and LOST by a vote of 15 in favor and 19 opposed. 

(I)) Proposed Ordinance, for publication - COXCER.,\r\G CURFEH AT XORTHRUP PARK ~ 
(,Requested by :lr. :lorabito at the 8/7 172 30ard neeting - See page 9328 of7 > 

minutes - Held in Co~ittee 10/2/72) 

:lR. FOX said the Connittee has decided to reintroduce the Ordinance, Hith no 
modification. He :lo\'ED for publication of the follm,ing proposed Ordinance. 
Seco71ded and CARRIED: 

PROPOSED ORDI~~CE 

CL'RFHl FOR ~ORTHRl'P PARK 

Section 21-9 of the Code of General Ordinances is amedded by 
adding thereto the following: 

v-' ; , 
'-~ 
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:;()t~,:ithstan(:ing tl~(" foregoing, ~ORTHRl'P PARK, a puhlic park, 
adjacent to Stark School, shall be closed to puhlic use and 
travel daily from one hour past sunset till 7:00 A. M. of the 
;-ollm,-ing day, except bv ",rj tten permi t of tlw Park Department. 
Persolls v lulating this Ordlnancc sha 11 be suhJect to arrest, 
with each violation deemed a separate offense and shall be 
punishable by not, more than th~rty days (30) in jail, or a fine 
of not more than One hundred Dollars ($100.00) or both. 

"r\_ • 
1.] 1 S Ordinance shall take effect from the date of its enactment. 

(7) Ordinance (for publication) - ADOPTI~G A~D E~ACTTNG A i\1~H CODE OF 
ORDI~~ANCES OF THE CITY OF STANFORD, CONNECTICUT; ESTABLISHING THE 
SAHE; PROVIDING FOR THE REPEAL OF CERTAIN ORDINANCES NOT INGLUDED 
THEREIN; EXCEPT AS HEREIN EXPRESSLY PROVIDED FOR; PROVIDING FOR 
THE,~EFFECTIVE PAT1~ OF sneH mnE AND PENALTY FOR THE VIOLATION 
THEREOF; PROVIDING FOR TilE HANNER OF AI-lENDING SUCH CODE; AND PRO
VIDING \.JHEN THIS ORDINANCE SHALL BEcmm EFFECTIVE 

NR. FOX said this is an Ordinance regarding the enactment of the new Code 
of General Ordinances and recodification of the Charter for the City of 
Stamford. He said the Conunittee has not had an opportunity to thoroughly 
revie\" the Ordinances which have been sent to us by the recodifier, but wish 
to move for publication, with tIle understanding that we will thoroughly 
revie\" the material to the best of their ability in the time allotted, within 
the next thirty days. He said \"e have at least t\"O or three Codes in our 
Administrative office here and anyone \"ho cares to look at them or to review 
them may do so. 1I0Hever, he said the indexes have not yet arrived, so we 
are \vorking only \,'ith the Code itself,and any Board member ,,,ho cares to re
vie\" it is Helcome to do so. HE }lo\'ED for publication of the follO\"ing 
proposed Ordi.!lance. S(·conded and C.\RRIED: 

PROPOSED ORDIXA:\'CE 

ADOPTI::r .':":\D E:\ACTI\C A >;E\~ CODE OF ORDIXA\CES OF THE CITY OF 
ST:\':<l~(!RD, . CO\XECTICn: ESTABLISHEG THE SA:1E: PRO\'IDING FOR THE 
REPL':"L OF CERTAn ORDEAXCES XOT ECLl'DED THEREIN: EXCEPT AS HEREIN 
EX?!\:,:SSL Y PROVIDED FOR: PRC)\'IDEG FOR THE EFfECTIVE DATE OF SVCH 
COD!~ ";'~\D PE\.\LTY FOR THE nOL\TIOX nIEREOF: PROVIDEG FOR THE HAi\":\ER 
OF ,;Y::~::DI:\G SrCH CODE: AXD PRO\-IDEG 1,T]{EN nils ORDINANCE SHALL BE
CO:·!E EFFECTIH 

3£ IT ORDAI:~ED 3'1 THS CITY OF STX·fFORD. THAT: 

Section 1. The Code of Ordinances, consisting of Chapters 1 to 21, each 
inclUSive, is hereby adopted and enacted as the "Code of Ordinances, City of 
Stamford, Conne<;ticut" and shall be treated and considered as a ne,,, and ori
ginal cO::1prehensive ordinance \,'hich shall supersede all other general and 
permanent ordina,nces passed by the Board of Representatives on or before 
January 24, 1971L~~the extent provided in Section 2 hereof. 
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Sectio~ ~. All provisions of such Code shall he in full force and effect 
fro~ and after the dav of , 197 ,and all ordinances of a general 
a:1d pennanent nature of the City of Stamford, Connecticut enacted on final 
nassage on or before January 24, 1972, and not included in such Code or recog
:1ized and continued in force hv referenc~ tl1crein are hereby repealed from 
and after the day of 197 , except ai hereinafter provided. 

Section 3. The repeal provided for in Section 2 hereof shall not affect 
any of th~ following: 

,. J' AI1\· offense or act ('ommitted or done or any penalty or forfeiture 
incurred or any contract or right established 0" accruing before" 
the effective date of such Code; 

(2) Any ordinance promISIng or guaranteeing the payment of money for 
~he City, or authorizing the issuance of any bonds of ~he City, or 
any evidence of the City'~ indebtedness; 

(3) Any contract or obligation assumed by the City; 

(4) Any right or franchise granted by the City; 

(5) Any ordinance dedicating, naming, establishing, locating, relocating, 
opening,paving, widening, vacating, etc., any street or public way 
or any park, playground or recreational facility; 

(6) Any ordinance relating to specific public improvements or assessments 
therefor; 

(7) Any ordinance establishing or prescribing grades for streets; 

(8) Any appropriation ordinance or ordinance providing for the levy of 
taxes or for an annual budget; 

(9) The Zoning Ordinance of the City; 

(l0' Any ordinance relating to the investment of municipal funds; 

(11) Any ordinance establishing classification and the compensation of 
municipal officers or employees not inconsistent herewith; 

(12) Any ordinance dedicating or accepting any plat or subdivision in 
the City; 

(13) Ordinances or resolutions prescribing traffic regulations for specific 
streets, such as ordinances or resolutions designating one-way streets, 
no-parking areas, stop intersections, intersections where traffic is 
to be controlled by Signals, etc.; 

(14) Any ordinance enacted after January 24, 1972. 

The repeal provided for in Section 2 hereof shall not be construed to 
revive any ordinance or part thereof that has been repealed by a subsequent 
ordinance which is repealed by this ordinance. 

- L. 
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• 
Section 4. Any person violating or failing to conply "ithany prOV1.S1.on 

of said Code or committing any act or omission to act declared to be a mis
demeanor or unlawful, where no specific penalty is provided thereof, shall 
be punished by a fine of not more than one hundred dollars ($100.00). 

Section 5. - Any and all additions or amendments to such Code, ,,'hen passed 
in stich form as to indicate the intention of the Board of Representatives 
to make the same a part thereof, shall be deemed to be incorporated in such 
Code so that rC'fcrence to the "Code of Ordinances, City of Stamford" shall 
be understood and intended to include such additions and amendments. 

Section 6. A copy of such Code shall be kept on file in the office of 
the Town and City Clerk, preserved in looseleaf form, or in such other form 
as the Tmvn and City Clerk may consider most expedient. It shall be the 
expresS duty of the Town and City Clerk or someone authorized by the Town 
and City Clerk to insert in their proper places all amendments or ordinances 
which indicate ,the intention of the Board of Representatives to make the' 
same a part of such Code when th'e same have been printeo or reprinted in 
page form, and to ex'tract from such Code -all provisions which may be from 
time to time repealed by the .Board of Representatives. This copy of such 
Code shall be available for all persons desiring to examine the same and 
shall be considered the official Code or Ordinances of Stamford at the date 
of such certification. 

Section 7. In case of the amendment of any section of such Code for 
which a penalty is not provided, the general penalty as provided in Section 
1-8 of such Code shall apply to the section as amended; or in case such 
amendment contains provisions for which a penalty, other that the afore
mentioned general penalty-; is provided in another section in the same chapter, 
the penalty so provided in such other section shall be held to relate to tl?e 
section so amended, unless such penalty is specifically repealed therein. 

Section 8. It shall be unlawful for any person, firm or corporation in 
the City to change or amend by additions or deletions, any part or portion 
of such Code, or to insert or delete pages, or portions thereof, or to alter 
or tamper '''ith such Code in any manner,\"hatsoever ,,,hich ,,,ill cause the law 
of the City of Stamford to be misrepresented thereby. Any person, firm or 
corporation violating this section shall be punished as provided in Section 4 
of thi~ ordinance. 

Section 9. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith 
are, to the extent of such conflict, -hereby repealed, as of the operative 
date of this ordinance, but shall remain in full force and effect until such 
date. 

Section 10. This ordinance shall become effective on , 197 

Section 11. The Town and City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of 
this ordinance and shall, within fifteen (15) days after the passage and 
adoption thereof, cause the same to be published once in the Stamford Advocate, 
-2 ne,·]spaper of general circulation in the City of Stamford. I 
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(8) ProDC"SC'2 ':':-c inancC' ,for pur-l i cat ion - Cl'~CER.'\IXG GR.O\~"T OF F~o\SE}1E}""T FOR 
ROAD Pl'RPC':;::-S BY THE CITY OF STA~1FlIRD TO SHIRLEY H. CQ.BLE~TZ AXD FRANCES 
COBLE~TZ' - "Requested in ~1ayor' s letter of 9/14/72) 

~lR. FOX }!o\TD ror approval for publication ('If tll(' follm,Ting Proposed Ordinance. 
He said this is a conpromise surrounding a zoning dispute between the City 
",'ith the Public ~,'orks facility on Haig and Shirley and Frances Coblentz and 
the Corporation Counsel has advised that this is the most favorable ,yay out 
of the 'situation. The motion ,,'as seconded and CARRIED 'vith t'vo "no" votes: 

PROPOSED ORDINANCE 

CO~CER.'\IXG GRAXT OF EASE}1ENT FOR ROAD PURPOSES 
3':' THE CITY OF STA}!FORD TO SHIRLEY H. COBLENTZ 
A~D FRANCES COBLENTZ 

BE IT ORDAINED 3Y THE CITY OF STAHFORD THAT: 

In conformity \vith Section 488 of the'Stamford Charter and notwithstanding 
the provisions of Chapter 2, Sections 2-24 through 2-27 inclusive, of the Code 
of General Ordinances of the City of Stamford, the gran~ of an easement for 
road purposes by the City of Stamford to Shirley H. cobfentz and Frances 
Coblentz is hereby approved and authorized. 

Said easement is described as follows:. 
J. 

An easement of 1vay and use for all la1vful purposes in corrunon 1vith the 
grantor and others in, over; under and across a strip of land situated 
in said Sta:::ford O1vned by the grantor herein fifty (50) feet in width 
and extending in an easterly direction from the easterly boundary line 
of land of the grantees herein in a straight line to the westerly line 
of Haig Avenue, said easement to be apportenant to said land of the 
grantees ane each and every part and parcel thereof and to be used and 
enjoyed in t~.e same manner and to the same extent as though it were a 
public high~ay; together with the right to build a road upon said strip 
of land in accordance with the usual specifications of the grantor for 
a road to :,e offered as a public high,,,ay; said strip of land is shown 
and designate': as "Right of Hay" on a certain map entitled, "Nap Showing 
Property of t~e City of Stamford at Haig Avenue, Stamford, Conn. Sept
ember 1970", to be filed in the office of the to\vn clerk of said Stamford 
simultaneous::'~: here\vith, reference to said map being had for a more 
particular c~scription. 

Said easer:l~::t shall carry the fol101ving provision: 

"It is expr~ssl:.' understood and agreed by the parties hereto that if, 
prior to the ?~ysical development of the grantees' land to the west of 
the easement ?ranted herein pursuant to an approved subdivision plan 
(which plan '~ti lizesthe herein granted easement for access), the property 
adjoining th~ grantees~ southerly line shall be developed in such a way 
as to have ,a:: accepted public highway abut that portion of the grantees' 
southerly prop,,=rty line which begins -at a point at the southeasterly 
corner of thE: grantees' land and runs along said southerly line the 
following courses and distances: North 700 26' West 95.25 feet, North 
700 34' 30" ',JE:st 292 feet North 700 51' 30" West 178.03 feet and North 
700 46' West 150 fc~t to a point, and thereby provide access to the 
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grantt"es' land (lvt"r sai d puhl ic higlway, then the grantees \.:i 11 execute 
and deliver to the said grantor a r~l~ase. suitable for recording, of 
the easement rights herein granted ,,'hereupon the same shall be at an end." 

The ~!ayor of the City of Stamford is hereby authorized and empowf'rf'fl to 
act for the City of Stamford and to execute and deliver all documents necessary 
to transfer the right, title and interest of the City of Stamford to the here
inahove described premises. 

This Ordinance shall take effect from the date of its enactment. 

(9 '> R<,solution - AUTHORIZING AP~On;rf}1El';rr OF A HISTORIC DISTRICT SIlroy COton-IITTEE, 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF ~IAKING AN l:\'VESTIGATION FOR TIlE PROPOSED ESTABLISHMENT 
OF A FORT STMn~ORD HISTORIC DISTRICT - (Requested in Mayor's letter of 
10/24/72) -- (For previous Historic Di strict Study Committee, see Ninutes 
of 4/3/67, pages 5027, 5039-40) Per Sec. 7-147a and Sec. 7-147b of Conn. 
General Statutes) -- (Also, see letter dat~d' 9/20/72 from Asst. Corporation 
Counsel John E. Smyth) .. 

The above matter was held in Committee. 

(10) Proposed Ordinance - TO ESTABLISH A CULTURAL CONNISSION FOR THE CITY 
OF STAt-WORD - (Pursuant to enabling legislation passed in the 1971 Session '1 
of the General Assembly) - (Hayor's letter of 9/27/72) 

The above matter was held in Committee. 

(11) Proposed Ordinance - PROVIDI?\G FOR THE CREATION OF A BUILDING BOARD OF 
APPEALS IN ACCORDANCE h'TTlI PROVIS IO:\'S OF SEC. 19-395 OF TIlE GENERAL 
STATL'TES OF CO\,,?\ECTICUT! AS A;·IEXDED! AXD THE STATE BUILDING CODE -
(Requested in ~ayor's letter of 10/10/72) 

;·!R. fOX explained that by the enactment of this Ordinance \.,re \7i11 create \"hat 
is r~qu~red of us already - namely, a Building Board of Appeals for tllis City. 
!1E :,:C\'ED for approval for publication of the follO\\Ting proposed Ordinance. 
Seconded and CARRIED: 

PROPOSED ORDI~A~C£ 

PROVIDEG FOR THE CREATIO~ OF A BUILDI~G BOARD 
OF APPEALS n ACCORDA::CE HITH PROVISIOXS OF 
SECTIO:: 19-395 OF THE GE::ER~L STATnES OF COXN
ECTICn, AS A~'1EXDED. A:'~ THE. STATE BUILDIXG CODE 

3£ IT ORDAIX£D BY THE CITY OF ST~!FORD THAT: .• 

A Building Board of Appeals is hereby created pursuant. to the terms of 
Section 19-395 of the General Statutes ~s amended and Section 127;21 of the 
State Building Code. 

. . 

The Building Board of Appeals shaHeon.sist of five (5) meinbers appOinted 
by the Hayor of the City of Stamford \"ho each shall serve a five-year term or 
until his successor has been appointed, except thatrespeeting the initial 

I 
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appointees one member shall h~ arpnintC'd for five (5) years, one for four 
(~) years, .one for three (3) Y0ars, one for two (2) years, and one for one 
(1) year. 

All appointments to the Building Hoard of Appeals shall he subject to 
approval by the Board of Representatives. 

Qualifications of' Roard }Iemhers and organization of the Board shall be 
as provj d.ed in the State Bui Iding Code. 

TH,~ Ordinance shall take effect on the date of its enactment. 

(12) Resolution TRANSFERRING JURISDICTION OF STEVENS SCHOOL, UNDER PROVISIONS 
OF ORDINANCE NO. 144, FROl'I BOARD OF EDUCATION TO THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC 
WORKS -- (Requested in Hayor's letter of 10/26/72) 

HR. FOX said his Conunittee reviewed this and approved it by a division of 
6 in favor, two opposed. HE HOVED for approval. 

HR. MORABITO, Chairman of Public Works Committee, said he has a question 
regarding parli~mentary procedure. He said we voted on this a couple of months 
ago and DENIED it at that time. He asked if this does not require a motion 
to rescind our previous action. 

THE PRESIDENT said it is merely being submitted for a second time. 

~IR. NORABITO said then in other '{vords, all the Hayor has to do is to constantly 
keep re-suhmitting these matters that have previously heen denied by this Board, 
unt i Ihe wears us dO'tm and we say yes. 

~·!R. ~IORABITO said the Public l-lorks Committee has several questions on this 
that have not been ans\olered and have decided to HOLD THIS IN CONHITTEE. 

A:ter a great deal of debate, a RECESS \,'as declared at 12:10 A.H. Hhich was 
declared over at 12:30 A.M. 

~~R. :-IORRIS )1O\'ED THE QCESTIOX, Hhich Has seconded and CARRIED. 

~·:RS. POXT-BRIA~'T then ~10VED this be recorrunitted to Committee, in order to 
2:10',' an open hearing to be held some tIme after the Thanksgiving holiday. 
Kecommitted to the Legislative & Rules Conunittee by a vote of '24 in favor 
2:1d l":'·:opposed. 

(U) Proposed Ord:i.nance - COXCER.\"EG THE }lUTUAL LEASI:\G OF PROPERTIES BETWEEN 
THE CITY OF ST.-\:EORD -- STEVEXS SCHOOL .PROPERTY A~rn PROPERTY OF THE WEST 
}lA IX STREET CO:NU:>ITY CEXTER, EC. - (i-Iayor' s letter of 10/20/72, '-With 
d substituted Ordinance ~ Also, see letter dated 11/1/72 from Corporation 
Counsel J. Robert Bromley, making deletions and corrections in the pro-
posed Drdinance) . . 

The above matter 'vas. held in Committee, pending a proposed tour of the facilities 
by the Board members and an open .heal;"ing ·to be held on the matter, at a time 
and place to be designated by the Chairman of the Legislative & Rules COlllIl1ittec. 



9 ' , I ......... 

~inutes of Xovcmbcr 13, 1972 

H0 promised to notify all Board memhers in plenty of time as soon as 
arrangements could be made. 

YRS. PO}'''T-BRIA}'"'T said the tour ,,'ould be conducted either on Saturday or 
Sunday morning, or perhaps 011 IlllLh days, "'hichever is convenient to the 
members. 

(14) Resolution No. 860 - AlrrHORIZING THE FILING OF A.."J. APPLICATIO~ FOR TAX 
ABATE~lEl\'T REI~mURSE}n~;.."T OX LFDLOH. STREET Tm-lNHOUSES - (Estimated this 
will amount to $350 per unit, or 512,600.00) - (See Mayor's l~tter of 
8/9/72) 

~fR. FOX HOVED for approval of the following resolution. Seconded and CARRIED: 

RESOLUTION NO. 860 

AUTHORIZING THE FILING OF AN APPLICATION fOR TAX 
Al3ATEMENT REnmtTRSENENT ON LUDLOW STREET TOWNHOUSES 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapters 128,129, 130, 132, and 133 of the Connecticut 
General Statutes, the Commissioner of Community Affairs is authorized to 
extend financial assistance to local housing authorities, municipalities, 
human resource development agencies and non-profit corporations; and 

WHEREAS, it is desirable and in the public interest that the City of 
Stamford make application to the State for financial assistance under 
Section 8-215 and 8-216 of the General Statutes, in order to undertake a 
program of Tax Abatement and, to execute an Assistance Agreement therefor, 
on the follm"ing properties: 59, 71, 73, 81, 83, 95 Ludlow' Street" (commonly 
kno,VIl as Ludlmv Townhouses) 

xm-l, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

1. That it is cognizant of the conditions and prerequisites for State 
assistance imposed by Chapters 128, 129, 130, 132 and 133 of the Connecticut 
General Statutes, especially the requirement of the Community Development 
Action Plan in Section 8-207 of the Connecticut General Statu~es. 

~ That the filing of an application by the City of Stamford for abatement 
of taxes per ordinance is hereby approved, and that the Nayor of the City 
of Stamford is hereby authorized ~nd direc~ed to execute and file such appli
cation "lith the Commissioner of Community Affairs, to provide such other 
.=!ocuments as may be required by the Commissioner, to execute an Assistance 
Agreement with the State of Connecticut for State financial assistance if 
~uch an agreement is offered, to execute any amendments, recisions, and 
~~vision thereto, and to act as the authorized representative of the City 
of Stamford • 

.3.
I That in consideration of said Assistance Agreement applicant does hereby 

abate the ad valorem taxes applicable to the property described above and in 
Assistance Agreement with the State of Connecticut in-accordance with the 
previously executed Assistance Agreement between the City of Stamford and the 
Stamford Development Corporation, as modified. 

I 

I 

I 
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(!5) Propos('d Revisions - A!':l("Iidin~ Ordinance ~o. ~46 .":-lIXI:-!l~! H(lUSI~G STAXDARDS" 

}~R. FOX said these proposed amendrnents have been submitted to the Committee 
hy the Real Estate b"'TIers Associat ion and the Committee has met with their 
Counsel and they are holding this in Committee. He said the Committee intends 
te have an open hearing in the near future on thes(' proposed amendments. 

(16) Resolution ~o. 861 - ABATI~G TAXES AND Al~H(lRIZI~G EXECUTION OF TAX 
;'BATDU~~i CO;l.iRACT ~..'ITH NEH HOPE C()RPORATIO~! IX RELATION TO COLENAN 
T,11,1ERS - (Hayor's letter :of ll/7 /72) 

NR. FOX explained that "That has happened here is that the State has refused 
to reimburse the developer for taxes incurred during the period of construction 
and the usual agreement regarding 10% of the gross revenues will not go into 
effect until one year from now, and we are obliged ~o pick up the taxes for 
this period of construction. He said when he asked the people at New Hope 
when 'ole could anticipate this in the future, they replied that under the 
present set up 'ole can. He said the Board is advised that in the future on 
this type of constructi on 9 ther'e will be no abatement during the period of 
construction and the City will HAVE to pick up 100% of the taxes for that 
period. 

}ffi. HEINZER asked for clarification - he asked if the speaker meant that 
there will be NO REll1BURSEMENT. 

}ffi. FOX said that is true, but it is up to us - and if we choose to grant 
an abatement during the constr' tion period, then there wi 11 be tax abatement, 
but we will get no reimbursement from the State for that period, but there
after the taxes '''ill be reimbursed to the city under long term agreements for 
30 or 40 years depending upon the terms of the mortgage. 

HR. FOX said the Committee approved this agreement and he HOVED for approval 
Seconded. 

The question arose at this time as to ho\-.1 long this tax abatement will be 
in effect. Hr. Fox said the proposed resolution says: "40 consecutive years." 

}ffi. HEINZ::R said this 40 years tax abatement applies to the State and if we 
abate taxes for 40 years, they, in turn, \ViII reimburse us for 40 years. 

}ffi. FOX said this is correct. 

}IR. ::-!ORRIS said ~V'hen ~V'e passed the original tax abatements on other properties, 
lV'e did so Hith the understanding that ,,,hen the State did not reimburse us for 
the taxes, that 'ole were to end it. 

}ffi. FOX said the State IS going to reimburse us for taxes for 40 years. 

HRS. SHERNAN said Ordinance No. 228 which goes along with this says that tlle 
tax abatement provided for herein shall be 100% for so long as the State of 
Connecticut shall provide for financial assistance in the form of a Grant in 
aid to the City of Stamford. And, if the State of Connecticut shall terminate 
its Grant in aid to the City of Stamford, or shall pay less than 100% of the 
tax abatement granted, the owners or sponsors shall pay to the City in lieu 

I' f 
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-. 
of taxes, a sun to totaJ-not nore than 10~~ of its gross incone and that com
bined '.:ith any paymentsfrom_-the -State shall be used to satisfy the tax assess
ment of the City of Stamford. She said she thinks this clarifies it very 
plainly. 

HR. fOX said h~ found the provision in the agreer.1ent that is applicable: 
"The tax abatement provided herein for any asseSSr.1ents during construction· 
shall be one hundred (100%) per cent. However, said tax abatement shall 
relate only through the list of September 1, 1971." 

MR. FOX said that apparently the 100% tax abatement under this agreement 
ends as of September 1, 1971. 

The resolution ,,,as amended by adding the fo11O'\"ing words, in the second 
paragraph (No. 1) after- the ' .... ords: "forty (40) consecutive years": 

: •.•.• "for so long as the State of Connecticut shall provide 
100% financial assistance in the form of a grant-in-aid as 
set forth in the amended agreement between the City of Stamford 
and the Ne' .... Hgpe Corporation. tI , 

HR. FOX HOVED for approval of the following resolution, as amended. Seconded 
by Hrs. Pont-Briant (who had offered the amendment) and CARRIED unanimously: 

RESOLUTION NO. 861 

ABATING TAXES A~~ AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF TAX ABATE~ffiNT CONTRACT 
\oJITH NDoJ HOPE CORPORATION, IN RELATION WITH COLEr-IAN TmJERS, LOCATED 
AT SPRUCE STREET AND FAIRFIELD AVENUE, I~ THE CITY OF STAr-WORD, 
CONNECTICUT, WHICH PROPERTY IS OHNED BY NE\oJ HOPE CORPORATION AND 
KNmm AS "COLC-IAN TOWERS" 

:~ moJ, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the 
City of Stamford, in accordance with Ordinance No~ 228, and in accordance 
with the amended agreement between the City of Star.1ford and the New Hope 
Corporation, dated November 2, 1972: 

1. That the City of Stamford hereby abates up to onc hundred percent of 
the ad valorem taxes applicable to the property described above for a 
period of forty (-'+0) consecutive years, for so long as the State of 
Connecticut shall provide 100°' financial assistance in the form of a . 
grant-in-aid as set forth in the amended agreeoent between the City 
of Stamford and the Xew Hope Corporation. 

2. That the ~~yor of the City of Stamford is hereby authorized, directed 
and empowered in the name of and on behalf of the City of Stamford to 
execute the Tax Abatement Contract desctibed above and to execute any 
amendments, revisions and recisions of said contract in, tbe name of and 
on behalf of the City of Stamford. -. 

3. That all previous actions of the ~!ayor of the City of S aoford with 
respect to said Tax Abatement Contract are hereby ratif e-d. 

*****~k********** 

NOTE: Underli.ned portion above in paragraph :':1 contains the amendment. 

± 
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!~:~,~luri(lI1 Xo. RG:? - :\]'..-\TE}\1":XT OF TAXES OX COU:}\.-\~ TCl'.·,TERS, lC\Cl~,'X AS 
7'2 SP1-\!'Ci: STREET, DELI~EATED O~ ~lAP R77l OF TIlE STA}lFORD LA:-l) RECORDS -
('Iayor's letter of un 172) 

:·rK. FOX }lOVED for approval of the follO\dng n~solution. Seconded al1d CARRIED 
unanimously: 

RESOLUTIO~ NO. "862 

FOR ABATDlENT OF TAXES O~ COLD1AN TOt-TERS 

\.JflEREAS, pursuant to Chapters 128, 129, 130, 132 and 133 of the 
Connecticut Genera] Statutes, the Commissioner of Ccmununity Affairs 
is authorized to extend financia] assistance to local housing authorit ies, 
municipalities, human resource development agencies and non-profit 
corporations; and 

WHEREAS, it is desirable and in the public interest that the City of 
Stamford make application to the State for financial assistance under 
Section 8-215 and 8-216 of the General Statutes, in order W undertake 
a progrAm of Tax Abatement and tu execute an Assistance Agreement, 
therefore, on the following properties: 

COLEr'IAN Tm-lERS - Nmv known as 72 Spruce Street, delineated 
on Hap #8773 of the Stamford Land Records. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF 
THE CITY OF STANFORD: 

1. That it is cognizant of the conditions and prerequisites for State 
assistance imposed hy Chapters 128, 129, 130, 132 and 133 of the 
Connecticut General Statutes, especially the requirement of the 
Cominunity Development Action Plan in Section 8-207 of the Connect
icut General Statutes. 

That" the filing of an application by the City of Stamford for abate
:::ent of ta:-;:espl~r Ordinance is hereby approved, and that the Hayor 
()f the City of Stanford (i s hereby authorized and directed to execute 
and file such applicatio"n "'ith the Comnissioner of Community Affairs, 
to provide such additional infornation, to execute such other docu
nents as may be required by the CO!l~issioner, to execute an Assistance 
Agreenent with the State of Connecticut for State financial assistance, 
if such an agreement is offered, to execute any anendments, recisions 
and revision thereto, and to act as the authorized representative of 
the City of "Stamjord. 

3. That in consideration of ~aidAssistance Agreenent applicant does 
hereby abate up to 100% of the ad valorem taxes "applicable to the 
~roperty described above and in Assistance Agreement with the 
State of Connecticut. 
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(IS) R('~oltltion :-\0. Rr,l - [RGT:,r, GOVERXOR OF THE STATE OF CO:-\XECTICUT TO 
RECoc,XTZE THE XEED FOR GREATER STATE RESPOXSIBILITY FOR BUS OPERATIO~ 
l:~ THE URBA~ CEXTERS OF CO:\:\ECTICrT, ESPECIALLY TIll-: CITY OF STANFORD 

MR. FOX ~lOVED for SUSPE:\SIO:\ OF TlrS RULES to consider the above item which 
is not on the 'agenda. Seconded, and CARRIED. 

;·IR. FOX HOVED for adoption of the following resolution, a copy ot which had 
been given to all Board members earlier. Seconded. 

~R. GUROJAN 1-!OVED to amend bv striking out a portion of the sentence in the 
second paragraph which reads: 

" .•.. including, if necessary, the establishment of a Transit 
District, ••.• " 

The amendment was accepted by }fro Fox. He then }fOVED for adoption of the 
resolution as amended. Seconded and CARRIED by a machine vote of 26 in 
favor and 4 opposed: 

RESOLUTION NO. 863 

URGING GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT TO RECOGNIZE 
THE NEED FOR GREATER STATE RESPONSIBILITY FOR BUS OPERATION 
IN TIlE URBAN CENTERS OF CONNECTICUT, EjPECIALLY THE CITY 
OF STAHFORD 

\ffiEREAS, the members of this Board, as the legis lative representatives 
of the people of Stamford, do recognize the need for continued bus trans
portation in this and other urban areas of Connecticut; and 

\ffiEREAS, this Board has previously expressed a 'villingness to take action 
to assure the continuation of said bus transportation; and 

1,'HEREAS, taxpayers of urban centers in Connecticut, and especially Stamford, 
are unable to embark upon and sustain the extraordinary economic burden 
of subsidizing a mass transit svstem by vay of increased local property 
taxes; and 

';mEREAS, the entire population of the State benefits directly or indir
ectly from the commercial, industrial and social life of the urban centers 
of thejt State; and 

h"'HEREAS, bus transportation is vital to the operation of the said commer
cial, industrial and social life of the cities; and 

m-IEREAS, the Governor has the power at his hand to continue' the operation 
of said bus system. 

:\0\0,1, THEREFORE .. BE IT A~1) IT HEREBY IS RESOLVED by the Board of Repre
senta.tives of the City of Stamford that: 

This Hoard does urge and entreat the Governor of the State of Connect
icut to recognize the re~ponsibility of the State Government to, maintain 
mass ·transit bus ~ransportation in the major cities of Connecticut; and 

·T~ ........ ___ • _____ • __________ ~~ __ .~ __ __ _ 
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I;/-: IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: 

Th~ Governor should take action to\,'ards assuring sustained State 
assistance tm.;ards the operation of bus transportation in the City of 
Stamford in the total amount rcquirep to keep and maintain such a bus 
system; and 

DE IT FlJIUHI':R RESOLVED TIIAT~ 

The President of this Board is directed to assure the. delivery of 
tl1is Resolution into the hands of the Governor so that he may be informed 
p~. till' Resolut ion of the members of this Board tm,'ards the ends stated 
:1l'rein; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: 
, 

The President of this Board also is directed to assure the delivery 
of this Resolution i.nto the hands of the Hayor of the City of Stamford 
along with the urging of this Board to him to undertake such measures 
as he may deem appropriate to effectuate the ends and purposes set forth 
herein • 

. HF~LTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE: 

}ffi. ROSE, Chairman, said his Committee met on the two items which were refer~ed 
to his committee and appear on the agenda and they are sending a letter to the 
Public Works Department to recommend sidewalks be built on SILVER HILL LANE and 
TURNER ROAD 1Vhich are badly needed and 1Vi11 leave it up to that department- to 

'put the side1Valks where they are most needed. 

PLA~NING & ZONING CO}1}lITTEE: 

:'!R. RlTSSELL,Chainrran, said there 'vas one other item 1Vhich he has not yet 
reportee on. HE NOVED for acceptance of the following street as a City 
street. Seco:1ded a:1d CARRIED unanimously: 

PHILLIPS PLACE --- Extending easterly and northerly from 
Oakdale Road to and including a permanent 
turnaround as shmm on Nap No. 8806 on file 
in the Town and City Clerk's office, length, 
approximately 307 ft. 
(Approved by City Engineer, ,.rho has certified 
the acceptance of this road.) 

Concerning alleged zoning irregularities on Higb Ridge Road 

}lRS. PONT-BRIANT brought up the above matter and requested that it be referred 
to the Planning & Zoning Committee to look into it. This was turned over to 
the Chairman of that Committee to investigate. 

PERSONNEL CONNITTEE: 
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~fR. HEIXZER prought tip the above resolution "'hich he read at this time and 
!10\,ED for approva 1. Seconded and C·\l~RIED unanimously. 

RESOLUTIOX NO. 864 

SE:-\SE OF THE BOARD RESOLlTTIOX REQrESTDG HA.YOR 1,TJ:LE~SKY 

TO HAlT 15 DAYS BEFORE SIGXIXG '-\:''1. XEGOTIATED CITY CO:''TRACT 

v."'HEREAS, there are many and \?aried City bargaining unit contracts; 
and 

lmEREAS, it is the duty, respons ibi lity and right for all members of 
the Board of Representatives to be familiar ,,,Hh all conditions of a new 
contract before giving approval~ and 

l-lHEREAS, the Board of Representatives must take action on contracts 
within 30 'days of the signing of the same by the City and the bargaining 
unit; and 

WHEREAS, it is the sense of the Board of Representatives that a 
minimum of 45 days study is required by its various committees to fully 
ascertain the cost impact on the taxpayer 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the 
City of Stamford that the }layor of the City of Stamford be requested to 
submit to a designated committee of the Board a copy of any and all pro
posed labor contracts a minimum of 15 days before he affixes his signa
ture and the Seal of the City of Stamford. 

::: PECIAL COIvINITTEES: 

URBAN RENEHAL COHHITTEE: 

~·!R. ROOS introduced the follml7ing resolution ,,,hich he read at this time. HE 
~1OVED for adoption. Seconded and CARRIED unanimously: 

RESOLUTION NO. 865 

AUTHORIZING APPLICATION FOR ADDTTIOXAL STATE FINANCIAL 
ASSISTANCE IN THE AHOUNT OF $1,229,369. 00 FOR URBAN RE
DEVELOP~fE1\"T Cml?HSSION IN ORDER TO CONTINUE FEDERALLY 
ASSISTED URBAN RENEWAL PROJECT. 

lmEREAS, pursuant to Chapters 128, 129, 130, 132 and 133 of the 
Connecticut General Statutes, the Commissioner of Community Affairs is 
authorized to extend financial assistance to local redevelopment agencies 
and municipalities; and . 

WHEREAS, the City of Stamford, Connecticut Urban Redevelopment 
Commission and the State of Connecticut have entered into a financial 
assistance agreement whereby the _State of Connecticut has agreed to 
provide financial assistance in the amount of $6,410,875 for the purpose 
of assi~ting in the development of certain supporting facilities for 
the Southeast Quadrant Urban Renewal Project, Project No. Conn. H-/,]; and 

, . . .; 
} 

I 
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lo.1'HEREAS, it is desirable and in the public interest that the City 
of Stamford, Connecticut Urban Redevelopment Commission make application 
to the State for 51,229,369 in order to ~ontinue said Federally assisted 
Urban Renewal Project and to execute a modified or revised assistance 
agreement therefor; and 

It is understood that the City of Stamford, Connecticut Urban 
Redevelopment Commission, acting by and for the City of Stamford, will 
continue to provide local grants-in-aid in accordance with the re.quire
ments of the Connecticut General Statutes applicable thereto; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF 
THE CITY OF STANFORD, the local governing body of the City of Stamford; 

1. That it is cognizant of the conditions and prerequisites for State 
assistance imposed by the Connecticut General Statutes especially 
the requirement of a Community Development Action Plan in Chapter 133. 

2. That it recognizes Lhe responsibility for the provisions of local 
grants-in-aid as required for said program; 

3. That the filing of an application by the City of Stamford, Connect
icut Urban Redevelopment Commission for an additional amount not ··to 
exceed $1,229,369 and totaling $7,640,244 is hereby approved, and 
that the Chairrnan of the City of Stamford, Connecticut Urban Redevelop
ment Commission is authorized to execute and file such application 
with the Commissioner of Community Affairs, to provide additional 
information as required, to execute such documents as may be required 
by the Commissioner, to execute such agreements or modifications to 
existing agreements as may be required loJith the State of Connecticut 
for State financial assistance. 

SPECIAL CmrmTTEE ON DRUG ABUSE: 

~iR. FRIED~·!A~, Chairman, reported that his Committee met ',ith }Irs. Sherman,. 
~!r. Fox and the Chairman in attendance. He said at the request of his Committee, 
some day they are going to ask for suspension of the rules and give their 
report before one o'clock in the morning. 

ADJOUR?\'!}lENT : 

There being no further business to come before the Board, on motion, duly 
seconded and CARRIED, the meeting was adjrurned at 1:20 A.H. 

. ~ , 
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APPROVED.: 

Minutes of ~ovember 13, 1972 

nnors, President 
of Representatives 

AJAtv,~ 
Velma Farrell 
Administrative Assistant 
(Recording Secretary) . 

Note: The above meeting was 
broadcast over Radio 
Station WSTC until 
11 P.M. 


