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MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 5, 1973 

12TH roAR!) OF REPRESENTATIVES 

ST.AWORD,. CoNNECTICUT 

9527 

A regular monthly meeting of the 12th Board of Representatives of the City 
of stamford \.las held on Monday, February 5, 1973 in the meeting room of the 
Board, second floor, 429 Atlantic Street, Municipal Office Building, Stamford, 
Connecticut. 

The meeting \oIas called to order by the President, George V. Connors, at 8:45 P.M. 

INVOCATION - Given by Rev. Joel Baehr, Unitarian Universalist Society of 
Stamford. 

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

PAGE: Pat Rybnick 

THE PRESIDENT announced the presence of the above Page. 

MOMENT OF SILENCE -'In memory of Joseph McEvoy, Controller of the City of 
Stamford, \oIho recently passed away. 

ROLL CALL \oIas taken by the Clerk. There 'Were 38 present and 2 absent at the 
callcing of the roll. HO\olever, Mr. Colas so \oIho had been attending a meeting 
of the Se\oler COmmission, arrived shortly after\.lard, changing the roll call to 
39 present and 1 absent. The absent member was Alfred Perillo (D), 9th 
District, \oIho has been in the hospital. . 

CHECK OF VOTING MACHINE: 

The President ran a check of the voting machine \.lhich \.laS found to be in good 
\.lorking order. 

ACCEPTA.1IJCE OF MINUTES": Special meeting of December 8, 1972 
Meeting of January 8, 1973 

Tne Minutes of the above meetings \.lere accepted. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS: 

The reading of the report of the Steering Committee '.las \oIaived and appears, belo\.l: 

STEEREm COMMITTEE REPORT 

Meetbg held M::mday, January 22. 1973 

A ::Eetlng of the Steering Committee '.laS held on Monday, January 22, 1973 in 
the Board of Representatives' Caucus Room, Municipal Office Building, 429 ' 
Atlantic Street, Stamford, Connecticut. 

The meeting \oIas called to order by the President George V. Connors,' at 8P.M. 
All members \ol9re present \oIi th the exception of Theodore Boccuzzi •. 

~rhe follo\oling matters \oIere discussed and acted upon: 

. , 



9528 }1iriutes of February 5, 1973 

Appointments: 

All appointments held in Co:n:nittee at the January 8th neeting .... ere ORDERED ON 
TKE AGENDA under AfPOImMENTSCOMHIl'TEE. 

P~yor's letter dated 1/22/73, received this afternoon, appointing WILLIAM 
CAFORIZZO (R), 39 Warwich Lane, reappointnent to the GOLF AUTHORITY, term 
expiring 1/1/76. 

Above ORDERED ON THE AGENDA under APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE. 

(2) Additional Appropriations: 

All appropriations held in Committee at the January 8th Board meeting ~ere 
ORDERED PLACED ON THE AGENDA 3.l1d referred to the FISCAL COMMITTEE ~as -well as· 
other Committees concerned. 

Other items ~hich ~ere approved by the Board of Finance at their adjourned 
meeting held 'l'hursday, January 18th, ~ere ORDERED ON THE AGENDA and referred 
to the Committees concerned. 

(3) Proposed Ordinance for publication - CONCERNING LEASE OF CITY-OWNED PBQPERTY 
ON WATER STREET FOR 1 200.00 A YEAR FOR A YEAR TERM TO ALEXANDER R. 
KOPROSKI AND PATRICIA A. KOPROSKI - (Mayor's letter of 5 19 72) - See 
minutes of 8/7 72, page 9305 --- Deferred 10/2/72; referred back to 
Committee 11/13/72; deferred again on 12/4/72 and 1/8/7~) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

(4) Ordinance, for final adoption - EASEMENT FOR ROAD PURPOSES, THrucrUGH CITY­
OWNED PROPERTY ON WEST SIDE OF HAIG AVENUE, IN FAVOR OF SHIRLEY H. COBLENTZ 
AND FRANCES COBLENTZ -- (Mayer's letter of 9/14/72) - (Adopted for 
publication 11/13/72; published 11/20/72) -- (Held in Committee on 
12/4/72 and again on 1/8/73) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE &HJLES COMMITTEE 

(5) Proposed Resolution - ALry~OP.IZING APPOINTMENT OF A HISTORIC DISTRICT STUDY 
COHMITTEE, FOR 'lEE l'URFO.3E OF l-1AKING Al~ INVESTIG"ATION FOR THE PROPOSED 
ESTABLISHHENT OF A FORT 3'_ 1.i·J'ORD HISTORIC DISTRICT -- (Mayor's letter 
of 10/24/72) (Held in Committee 11/13/72, 12/4/72 and 1/8/73) - (For 
previous Historic District Study Committee, see Hinutes of 4/3/67, pages 
5027, 5039-40 a.'1d Sec. 7-147a :~l:: 7",,147b of the Connecticut General 
Statutes - Al;o, see le~ter datad 9/20/,2 from ~~~,~ Corporation Counsel 
John E. smyth) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE &FULES COMMI~~E 

(6 ) Proposed Resolution - APPROVnm THE TRANSFER OF' JURISDICTION OF CITY­
OWNED LAND FROM THE DEFARTHENT OF FLJ13LIC \o.C;RKS OF THE CITY OF STAMFORD 
TO THE FIRE DEFARTl1ENT OF THE CITY OF ST.il1FORD, m ACCORDANCE WITH· 
THE PROVISIONS OF ORDIlI.ANCE NO. ill. OF THE GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY - . 
(See Mayor's letter of 11/28/(2) - (Approved by Pla.>ming Board on 11/28/72; 
no action needed by the Board of Finance per their Minutes Of 1/18/7.3) 

ORDERED ON Am:NDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 
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Minutes of February 5, 1973 9529 

Request in letter of ,/11/73 from Atto!'Dev nO\lSId Kanllm for TAX 
EXEMPTIO~ ON :tR01-'ERTY O~ED BY THE 5T AHFORD DAY !~URSERY. located on 
Palmers Hill Road - (See previous Ordinance No. 184 adopted 1/12/70) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA Wlder LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

Letter dated 1/19/73 from Tax Assessor, Jam3ii D. Hyland. concerning 
Ordinances giving Tax RefUnds under Sec. 12-81b of the Connecticut 
GenerRl Statutes"'; Tax Exemptions 

NOTED AND FILED, \lith copies given to the Legislative & Rules Committee. 
The Chairman said they \I ould take Mr. Hyland's re commendations under 
consideration. 

BEDFORD STREET PARKING GARAGE - PARKING AUTHORITY BONDS - (Letter dated 
1/8/73 from SACIA and Mayor's letter dated Sept. 22, 1972) 

NOTED AND FILED - This matter is in the Fiscal Committee and appears on 
the Agenda under that Committee. 

(10) Proposed Ordinance - FLOOD ENCROACHMENT LINES FOR LEVINE PROPERTY - (Major1 s . 
letter of 1/5/73) - (Held in Committee 1/8)73)·· . 

(11) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES (x)MMITTEE 

Pro osed Ordinance - (;Ui~Gl:;n.:\Il~G Tlili 11b.SHING OF DOGS - (Re-submission, 
in letter dated 1 22 73 by Warren Knapp, 14th District Representative) . 
(See Minutes of 11/1 3/7:':, page 9436, 37) . 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

(12) Proposed Repeal of Sec. 18-36 of Code of Ordinance - "MINIMUM HOUSING 
STANDARDS" 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATrv"E & RULES COMMITTEE 

(13) Proposed Ordinance - liTO EXTEND TERM OF TOKJ CLERK FIWM TID YEARS TO FOUR 
YEARS" - (Pursuant to provisions of public Act l~c. 494, 1971 Session 
of LegislatUre, and sec. 8-189a of General statutes, entitled"Four year 
terms for TO\ln Clerk and Registrars") - (Si.m.ilar to Ordinance No. 236 
adopted 4-3-72 'Which extends terms of Registrars from t\lO to four yrs.) 
See Minutes of 5/1/72, page 9140 

'lhe above matter \las NOT ordered on the agenda as the consensus of opm~on 'Was 
that the terms of the To'Wn C:::'erf.- and the M&yor. have al'Ways been tied together 
and they ran in the same election and one should not be changed \lithout the 
other. 

(14) Concerning signs on Willo'W Street reading "TRESSER BOULEVARD - Formerly 
Willo'W Street" (Name changed to "Tresser Boulevard ll by Ordinance No. 
252 on 11/13/72, but NOT to take effect until Jan. 1, 1974) 

MR. LENZ, ne\l Chairman of the Public Works Committee, said some residents are 
objecting to the signs, as this street \lill not officially become Tresser 
Boulevard until January 1974 and it is confusing. 

REFERRED TO 1-'UBLIC IDRKS CO l1KIT TEE , but lIOT ordered on the Agenda. 

·1 
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9530 }1inutes of February 5, 1973 

( i 5 ) Let ter frO::l CASTLE'v,()OD ?.j.RK HO}50~%-qS ASSOCIATION, INC.. to the 
Chair~ of the SElo.L...'\ CO}2-ITSSIOK Frotestin Se'\.ler Commission 1 s 
decision to alio..: EILLTOF ACRES TO CO!,~ffiCT L1>JTO THE LONG GE 
SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM - Dated Jan. -19, 1973 - Also attache 
correspondence pertaining thereto) 

REFERRED TO SEWER COMMITTEE and ORDERED ON THE AGENDA 

( 16) . .(;g.LLECTIVE EARGAL~ING CONTRACT WIT{i TEA,11ST~" JPCAL +42 FOR TW'J YEAR 
PERIOD FROM JULY 1, 1972 THROUGH JUNE 30. 1974 - (Copies of contract 
giVen to all Board members '\.lith s~'y of cost) - (Received Dec. 22, 
1972 in Board office ~ Letter from Mayor dated 12/21/72) 

MR.. HEINZER requested that the above matter be MOVED UP ON THE AGENDA to 
appear right after the Appointments Committee. It '\.las so ordered placed on 
the agenda and referred to the PERSONNEL COMMITTEE. 

(17) DEED dated March 31, 1906, from Albert J. Hatch and Lizzie R. Hatch, 
to the Town of Stamford. conveying a parcel of land upon '\.Ihich the 
Stevens School no'\.l stands. '\.Ihich certain restrictions as to its use 
(110n l y for the erection of a public school building thereon, or as a 
ground a£purtenant to and used in connection '\.lith a public school 
. building, or as a public playground.l1) - (Above filed in book 118, 
page 9, in Town Clerk 1 s Office) 

MR.. CONNORStpresented the above copy of Deed and said inasmuch' as this appears 
to be a restriction on the Stevens School property, perhaps the Legislative & 
Rules Committee should look into this. 

REFERRED TO THE LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE, but NOT ordered on the 
Agenda. 

:here being no fUrther tusiness to come before the Committee, on motion, duly 
seconded and CARRIED, the meeting '\.las adjourned at 9:15 P.M. 

vf 
George V" Connors, Chairman 
Steering Committee -----------------------------------------------------------_._------

APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE: 

~.~. THEODORE BOCCUZZI, Chairman, said a !!!eeting of his Committee '\.las held this 
evening here at 6:45 P.M. and present '\.Iere Representatives Tresser, Forman, 
~xnicios, Flanagan, Rose, Dixon and Costello af! 'Well as the Chairman" Mr ~ 
?erillo '\.las acsent,_ ceing in the hospital. 

::e reported on the follo'\.ling appobtments. The action is recorded below: Action 
;.;as taken first .on the t'\.lO appointnents to the Board of Tax Revis"W for the 
~eason that this Board is meeting tonight and their presence is needed. After 
~heir appointments '\.Iere approved, the fresident administered the Oath of 
Jffice and they left to attend the meeting of the Board of Tax Revie'\.l. 

: LANNING :00 AM: 
SAMUEL BERNSTEIN (D) 
355 Cascade Road 
(Reappointment) 

HELD TIl COMMITTEE 

Term Ending: 

Dec. 1, 1976 
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Minutes of Februcu-y 5, 1973 

FLA.'mING IDARD: 

RICHARD COLIDUN (R) VOTE: 29 yes 
118 Davenport Ridge 9 no 
(Replacing James Hagen, 
'Who resigned) 

BOARD OF ETHICS: 

MAURICE J. BUCKLEY (D) HELD IN COMHITTEE 
325 Bayberrie Drive 
(Reappointment) 

COMMISSION ON AGING: 

REV. CYRIL PETERS (R) VOTE: 35 yes 
15 Rose Park Avenue 3 no 
(Reappointment) 

MRS. EFFIE MASSIE (R) VOTE: 30 yes 
26 Main street 8 no 
(Reappointment) 

HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION: 

ALBERT JACKSON (R) VOTE: 33 yes 
53 Parker Avenue., 6 no 
Glenbrook (Reappointment) 

!DUlSE YJRSHAM (R) VOTE: 23 yes 
638 Hope Street 16 no 
(Reappointment) 

JOHN WILTRAKIS (R) VOTE: 28 yes 
44 Stra'Wberry Hi11Ave. 11 no 
(He appointment) 

?U'RIOTIC AND SFECIP.L EVE~;T.s COMHISSIO!~: 

ALPHONSE' PIA (R) 
135 Don Bob Road 
(Reappointment) 

r ERSON1TEL COI·~crSSION: 

VOTE: 33 yes 
5 no 

MRS. JACCUELIliE F'?:IS3IE (R) 
3 Old Colony Court 
(Reappointment) 

VOTE: 13 ye s ILl ST 
25 no 

(First sucmission) 

GOLF AUTIDRI'IY: 

JAMES LACERENZA (R) 
Schuyler A venue 
(Reappointment) 

VOTE: 29 _yes 
9 no 

Term Ending: 

Dec. 1, 1975 

June 1, 1977 
(5 yr. Term) 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1977 
(5 yr. Term) 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1976 

9531 



9532 Minutes 0: February 5, 1973 

JillHUS HcKEITP.AN (R) 
164 Franklin Street 
(Re appointment) 

? ;. ... ';tJ(:8JG AUTHORITY: 

JACK PINSKY (R) 
1 Stra~berry Hill Court 
(Reappointment) 

LDST - VOTE: 13 yes 
26 nO 

(First Submission) 

IDST - VOTE: 16 yes 
. 23 no. 

(First Submission) 

AIR }OLLUTION CONTROL APPEALS OOARD: 

GEORGE OASTELLION (R) 
. 340 Briar Brae Road 

(Reappointment) 

COMMISSION ON AGING: 

VOTE: 28 yes 
11 no 

JULIAN SCHWARTZ (R) VOTE: 21 yes 
15 Meado~ park Avenue. West 17 no 
(Replacing Andy ·Robustel11, 
~ho did not seek re appointment J 

BOARD OF TAX REVlE'W: 

EMANUEL TERENZIO (R) VOTE: 29 yes 
501 Roxbury Road 9 no 
(Replacing Salvatore Delaventura) 

P.ALL DEMING (R) VOTE:. 24 yes 
14 no 1100 High Ridge Road 

(Replacing Joseph Schmelzeis, 
~ho resigned) 

GC:\SS.>tVATIO:~ COMMISSION: 

n. AMES RICHARDS (R) VOTE: 28 yes 
Long Close Road 10 no 
(Replacing Roberts· N;; Fish) 

:{)LF AUTHORITY: 

viILLIA.'1 CAPORIZZO (R) 
39 'Warloiich Lane 
(Reappointment)·· . 

?~ox:mL COMMITTEE: 

Term Ending: 

Dec. 1, 1976 

Dec. 1, 1976 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1976 

Dec. 1, 1973 

Dec. 1, 1977 
(5 yr. term) 

Jan. 1, 1976 

CoLLECTIVE 1=1p.RGAnnNG CC:;~TRACT - "JI':.'H TEAMSTERS LOCAL FOR TID YEAR 
PERIOD - FROM JULY 1, 1972 'l':B.OUGII J1IlE 30, 1974 - Copies of contract 
given to all Board members ~ith summary of cost) - (Received Dec. 22, 1972 
in Board office - letter from Mayor dated 12/21/72) . 

·M.m Z~· 
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l·a.::-..:tes of .Fec~ar/ 5, 1973 

MR. HElliZER, Chair:na...'1, reported t:1S7. -..;e actuall:.- have fow- contracts before 
us tonight - the Teamster's contract as it applies to the Public Works Dept., 
the Parks Dept., Hubbard Heights Golf Course cu:d tte Parking Authority. 

He said his Commit tee is re co:nmendi..'1g approval of this contract and think 'We 
have a contract that is abcut as good as can be expected. He said time does 
not permit going through the entire ccntract, b~t one of the highlights 'Which 
the Committee thought 'WaS very importar:.twas the fact that retroactivity no 
longer applies to overtime e5.!"ned dur:.ng the year if the ne'W contract is not 
formulated, and this one wasn!t w'1til ~~ll after the beginning of the time 
period - and retroactivity only 3Fplies to the base 'Wage scale and not to 
such things as overtime and S0lle of the other differential pays that Union 
members get. 

He said this should improve negotiations next time, because they 'Will '\oIBnt to 
get their base pay raises in as fast as possible, bacause the retroactivity 
'Won't apply to anything other than the base pay. 

He said the contracts are much easier to read and there are much fe'W8r 
ambiguities than there 'Were before. He said if anyone has any ,specific 
questions they 'Would like ans'Wered, he 'Will Dry to ans'Wer theIIJ. 

MR. ROOS said he thinks Mr. Barrett can be co~nded for a good cost analysis 
breakdo'WIl and good active negotiat.ing. HOYJever, he said he does object to the 
~o::.r~~ -..:herE:< J. JitoY emplo,tbt. : ... b :"76,1 Sc: ~ ....... :: in 'Which to join the Union or be 
discharged by the City. He said the City becomes a party to depriving employees 
of their rights in thia ref'?ec·u. He "'<...::tr.. he does not believe a person in order 
to 'Work for the City, sr.:>u.ld be. forced to jcin a Union. He said the· 37 ~ hour 
'Week is just builtin overtime and >e does not like they Friday after Thanks­
giving being given as a hoHe. 1:.' .l.~ol' a Department 8 1.1ch as the Public Works 
Department and in many ca:3e~· t~::-,,; ....,o!'"k aroUl,-c the clock, such as the Incinerator 
going 24 hours a day. He s:.:.id h o does not think YJe should be paying men $75 
a year for ha..l1d tools and pa:y":i.n 6 overYDne $125 fo!'" clothes and thinks these 
could be negotiated better l:l f.rovidil_C lmiL>rl:s lJhich he can understand. He 
said he believes the hoU!'"s cO'.l2f be re-u-:::'3:1ged ,md thus reduce overtime. 
!-Ie sc:id he also w.)nders 'ibout tli8 Union .-;'~ewards ....,ho automatically go to the 
top in seniority 'When they ?..re elected ~d it could possibly happen in the 
event of a layoff, that i~e would be J c:.~ri;ig Jff older people YJith longer service 
and be forced to keep Union oEi,.:p:::,s w:i St·eYJarc. on even though they did not 
really have as much seniority YJ:' "".;. the City. 

He said he thbks our ? .. 2tire::clen:' Pl:,:, i;" teo generous a.T'ld by reducing the 
retirement age to 60 is tco ,;E>';e-:'ol.:.? 1:e said he thinks the time spent on 
Union affa.irs should be .3;,e:"::"e'; 0~:'. He said ~.t if ~~l improved contract 
and he 'Will vote for :.~, cut st:...!..:' -;;hirL:::= 'We shvt4.~ knock out some of these 
gimmicks. 

HR. HE~ZER s':..id gS far as U-.e closed shop provlslon, 'We had something similar 
to that in the l~t contract --- ace. if yo~ did not join the Union, you had 
to pay a "Service charge" 'Which !-:'ld the effect of a man paying Union dues 
even if he didn't if he didn't, ;.leiong. He said Hr. Berrett felt that if you 
are going to inake him pay dues, you might as 'Well :r.JllCe h:im a member of the 
Union, because he 'Would get :til the rights that 'Went along 'With it. He said 
there is really very little difference, except ~ man 'Will not get something 
for the dues he has to pay. He said the 37~ hr. work 'Week is rather ridiculOUS, 

( , , .. 
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':€cause if ~e have three shifts and there are ~ hours in a day, that ~orks 
c·..:.t to an 8 hour day and not a 7-& hour day. He said Mr. Barrett ~asn' table 
:'0 do anything about that this t~, but it is one of his target areas for 
:'..:.ture negotiations. He said the Friday after Thanksgiving ~as another 
~egotiated point that he gave for something .9lse. He said hand tools and 
clothing allo~ance ~ere in the contract before. He said the clothing aJlo'W­
:.:::ce is another point on ~hich to bargain. He said uniforms supplied by 
:-.laundry service ~ould be much better than a: clothing allo~ance. He said 
:.::: be able to ddentify someone in your backyard at 5 A.M. ",ho is ~earing a 
:~ty uniform ~ould make people feel a lot better. 

::e said as far as officers and Shop Ste~ards moving to the top of the scale 
::..::. seniority, that is a problem for the Union alone to decide. He said if 
:~ion members are ~illing to give up their seniority to their Ste~ards ---­
:~~t is a problem for the Union itself to ~orry about. 

::e said the cost of these contracts, conservatively, ~ill come to $404,684.00 
~ext year or maybe something a little less than that. 

~~. RUSSBACH said he agrees ~ith many things that Mr. Roos expressed and he 
~ particularly against compulsory membership in the Union, because that is 
~on-democratic and he intends to vote accordingly. 

~~.TRUGLIA rose on a point of information and asked if jt is legal to have a 
!" closed shop"? 

::-::E PRESIDENT said to his kno~ledge they can have a "Closed shop". 

~-SS. PONT-BRIANT said that ~hen they asked about this, they ~ere told that 
:~e Board of Representatives could only vote on matters ~here money vas 
:oncerned and can't vote 'to take something out ~hen there is no monetary 
.. slue concerned. 

1J"':) .. _ ... MILLER said it is a Union Shop and not a "closed shop" • 

~·s. HEINZER MOVED for approval of the contract. Seconded and CARRIED, ~ith 
:~e "no" vote (Mr. Russbach). 

:-: SCftL COMMITTEE: 

~.:?.. JOHN BOCCUZZI, ChairIll$l~gave his rep:>rt on the follo~ing items referred 
:0 his Committee: 

:) Resolution authorizL~g the City of Stamford to provide insurance 
covera e for six Cit es "ho are net no~ L~cluded in the Grou 
Insurance Plan as folloVls: (Hayor I s letters of 10 4 72. and 10 12. 72.) 
(Held in Committee 12,/4/72. and 1/8/73) 

Commission on Aging Di.~ct~r 
Commission on Aging Secretary 
Quintard Center Director 
Quintard Center Assist~~t Director 
Quintard Center Driver 
Fair Rent Director 

:he above matter ~as held in Committee. 
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(2) Proposed Resolution authorizing the SALE OF REVENUE IDNDS by the 
STAMFORD PARKING AUTHORITY to finance the building of the BEDFORD 
STREET PARKING GARAGE - (Mayor I s letter of Sept. 22, 1972) -
(Held in Committee on 1/8/73) 

MR. BOCCUZZI said this is be ing held in Committee 

MR. FOX said this item '\Jas also referred to the Legislative and Rules 
Committee and his Committee approved this item for publication only this 
evening and he SO MOVED. 

MR. HEINZER asked if this is an Ordinance - he thought it '\Jas a resolution. 

MR. FOX said there are t'\JO items here. The substance of a portion of the 
action on this item is an Ordinance for publication only. 

MR. FOX MOVED for approval of the follo~ing. Seconded and CARRIED: 

REOOLtITION NO. 877 

PROVIDING FOR PUBLICATION OF AN ORDINANCE AND THE FILING OF A 
RESOLUTION OF THE STAMFORD PARKING AUTHORITY RELATING TO THE ISSUANCE 
OF BONDS OF SAID AUTHORITY . 

'WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 204.1 of the City of stamford Charter and 
proposed Ordinance entitled: nCOVENANT TO MAKE ANNUAL APPROPRIATIONS TO BE 
PLEDGED TO THE PAYMENT OF CERTAIN REVENUE OONDS OF THE STAMFORD PARKING 
AUTHORITY" the proposed Ordinance ~as introduced at the February 5, 1973 
meting of the Board of Representatives concurrently 'With the adoption of 
this resolution and is to be publishedh an official paper on Friday, 
February 9, 1973, at least three (3) days prior to its passage; and 

~REAS, said proposed Ordinance makes reference to a resolution of the 
Stamford Parking Authority, to be dated March 5, 1973 and designated "GENERAL 
PARKING SYSTEM BOND RESOLUTION", '\Jhich Resolution in substantially final 
form has been introduced for consideration at the February 5, 1973 meeting; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY T:lli 3)ARD OF REfRESENTATIVES OF THE CITY 
OF STAMFORD: 

1. The Clerk of the Board of Representatives is hereby authorized and 
directed to cause the proposed OrdL~~~ce to 2e published in an official paper 
at least three (3) days prior to the ~eting of the Board of Representatives 
to approve this item; and 

2. The Clerk of the Board of Representatives shall cause such Resolution 
of the Authority as introduced at this meeting to be placed on file for public 

. inspection at the office of the TO'\Jn and City Clerk. Upon final passage of 
such Resolution by the Stamford Parking Authority and approval of same by the 
Board of Representatives, a copy of such Resolution in final form, certified 
by the Chairman or Secretary of said Auth~ity as so passed and approved, 
shall be filed for public inspection at the office of the To~ and City Clerk 
in lieu of such Resolution previously filed pursuant to Section 2 hereof. 

3. This Resolution shall take effect. immediately. 

f 
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:t-ROP03ED ORDINANCE 

COVE~Al"JT TO MAKE ANNUAL f..P1-ROPRIATIONS TO BE PLEDGED TO THE 
p AYME~'lT OF SERIES A REVE:HJE 3JND3 OF TEE ST AHFORD PARKING 
AUTHORITY 

~~AS, the Stamford Parking Authority -(herein called the "Authority") 
is authorized to establish, construct, maintain and operate public parking 
facilities, to purchase, lease or otherwise own and acquire land and buildings, 
to be used for public parking of vehicles ~ithin the limits of the City of 
Stamford, and as a cody corporate and politic created and continuing in existence 
under and pursuant to Special Act No. 374 of the January 1953 Session of the 
General Assembly of the state of Connecticut, as amended (herein called the 
TlAct"), has authorized the issuance of revenue bonds of the Authority to be 
issued. in series from time to time pursuant to a general resolution of the 
Authority adopted on the date of sale and a~ard of the first series of such 
conds (herein called the IlSeries A Bonds ll ) to be issued thereunder and on 
file in the office of the Town Clerk of Stamford (herein called the "General 
Revenue Bond Resolution"); and 

WHEREAS, the Series A Bonds of the Authority are designated "Parking System 
Revenue Bonds (Additionally Secured by City of Stamford Appropriations Covenant), 
1973 Series A" and are to be issued for the purpose of constructing and financing 
a nrulti-1evel parking garage, known as the Bedford Street Garage; and 

WHEREAS, in accordance ~ith the Act, the Board of Representatives by ordinance 
may covenant 'With the holders of bonds of the Authority to make annual appropri­
ations in amounts to be determined or limited as provided in such ordinance 
'Which appropriations shall be pledged to the payment of such bonds and the 
interest thereon as the same become due; and 

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Act, the Board of Representatives concurrently 
'With the adoption of such an ordinance is required to adopt a resolution 
authorizing and approving the issuance of revenue bonds of the Authority; and 

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Act, revenue bonds of the Authority shall 
not constitute a pledge of the faith ~d credit of the City of Stamford and 
such bonds shall not be subject to the debt limitations prescribed by Section 
7-374 of the General Statutes of Connecticut, as ~ended, and the obligation 
evidenced by such bonds shall not constitute ~l indebtedness of the City of 
Stamford; and 

'WP""'-...REAS, such General Revenue 30nd Resolution of the Authority requires 
:'11e :Soard of Representatives of t!1e Cit:r of St~ord to adopt an ordinance 
2....'1d resolution as set forth above at SIly ti.::le t11e ;"utll0~·ity proposes to issue 
a series of bonds p~su=-'1t to suc~ G6ner~ Ravenue 30nd ~solution; and 

WHEREAS, such General ?ev~n".1e 3cnd i1.esolt.:.tion provides prior to the 
~ssuance of any Series of 30nds t~ereUL'1Cer t!1at t~ere shall be on deposit in 
a reserve account (herein called t:::.e l1Rese!"Ve ACCOU!lt") frO:l the proceeds 
;:;~ such Series or otherwise an a.:noU!1t e~ual to the :na.xi.:::Iu;n a..:lount of principal 
;:;~ and interest on any such Series oeco!:'.i:lg due 1..'1 any succeeding bond year 
:Jf the Authority Vlhich moneys in such Account r:J8.y be used only to pay principal 
;,f :,and interest on bonds 1.'1 the event 'I:.:-!';.t revenues frO:::l the parking facilities 
sxe insufficient therefor and pursuant to such resolution there shall be on 
:ieposit such required amount \lith respect to the Series A Bonds; and 
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WHEREAS, the Board or Finance or the City, charged loIith any and all 
incidental pOlolers necessary to enable it to investigate and determine the 
riscal policy of Stamford, has approved the proposed convenant or the City as 
set rorth in this ordinance; and ' 

WHEREAS, this ordinance, in proposed form, has been revieloled and approved 
by the appropriate co~tttees or the Board of Representatives prior to its 
submission ror consideration to this Board of Representatives; and 

WHEREAS, the Board or Representatives h8s introduced this ordinance on 
February 5th for the rirst reading and such ordinance has been duly published 
as required by tl).e City or Stamford Charter and the General Revenue Bond 
Resolution of the Authority has been placed onftle for public inspection; and 

WHEREAS, concurrently yith this ordinance the Board of Representatives of 
the City of Stamford has revie'Wed the bids received', after public bidding 
upon published notice of sale, for such Series A Bonds of the Authority and 
has adopted a resolution specifically authorizing and approving the resolution 
of the Authority providing for the issuance of such Series A Bonds to finance 
the Bedford Street Garage upon the terms and conditions, at the rate or rates 
of interest and in the amount and maturities as stated,~ such resolution; and 

~AS, the Board o£ Representatives has duly considered the proposed 
ordinance and has found that the adoption of same is in the best interest o£ 
the City of Stamford; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT: 

1. Pursuant to the Act, the City of Stamford hereby determines and 
covenants 'With the holders of the Series A Bonds to make annual appropriations 
from its General Fund or such amounts, if any, as ahall be certified by an 
authorized officer of the Authority, on behalf of the Authority, on or prior 
to April 1 in each year to be necessary to restore the amount in the Reserve 
Account created by the General Revenue Bond Resolution to an amount equal and 
limited to the maximum amount of principal of and interest on the Series A Bonds 
maturing in any succeeding ye&' as provided in such General Revenue Bond 
Resolution. 

2. Any amounts so appropriated from the General Fund shall forth'With be 
paid directly to the Trustee for deposit in said Reserve Account. 

'-

3. Said appropriations are hereby pledged to the payment of the bonds 
and the interest thereon as the same become due. 

4. The officers or the City are hereby authorized and directed to do and 
perform any and all acts necessary or convenient to carry out the provisions 
of this ordinance. 

5. This ordinance shall become efrective on, the date that the Mayor o£ 
the City of Stamford shall endorse his approval hereon or on the date it shall 
become effective yithout such endors~ment. ' 

********************************* 

( 
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~·2. :.-:EmZER asked if this ;.;as crollght out 1::y the Fiscal Committee and "Was 
-:,:,:d nnon and that it .... as also referred to the Legislative & Rules Committee 
·,,::'0 only moved for publication. 

~:.~. m:INZER asked if it .... as an appropriation. 

:~ PRESIDENT said Mr. Fox only moved for publication. 

:]) $14,500.00 - Resolution No. 878 -~~nding 1972-1973 Capital Projects 
Budget by authori·zing transfer of above sum in DEPARTMENT 
OF PUBLIC WORKS, from Project k...')o"Wn as "HIGHWAYS AND LAND 
BANKrt in order to complete the paving of the parking area 
behind the Superior Court House, thereby'providing 
needed additional arkin for the e anded Court House -

Memo sent to Board of Finance from Commissioner of Public 
Works, dated 11/3/72 - None sent to Bo~d of Representatives 
Approved by Bd. of Finance 12/13/72 - Held in Committee 

. 1/8/73)' . 

~~. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the follo"Wing reso1utio~, "Which "Was seconded 
="""'ld CARRIED unanimously: 

RESOLUTION NO. 878 

AMENDING 1972-1973 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET BY AUTHORIZING TRANSFER OF 
$14,500.00 IN DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC IDRKS, FROM PROJECT KNOWN AS "HIGHWAYS 
AND LAND BANK" IN' ORDER TO COMPLETE THE PAVING OF THE PARKING AREA BEHIND 
THE SURPERIOR COURT HOUSE, THEREBY PROVIDING NEEDED ADDITIONAL PARKING 
FOR THE EXPANDED CIRCUIT COURT HOUSE 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the City 
- -~ Stamford, in accordance .... ith the provisions of Section 611.5 of the Stamford 
:::arter, to amend the 1972-1973 Capital Projects Budget by transferring thereto 
~ Project to be kno"Wn as "C.IRCUIT COURT ADDITION - PAVING" the sum of $14,500.00 
:"::'om Proje ct kno"Wn as "DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC IDRKS, HIGHWAYS AND LAND BANK". 

*********************** 

.~) $307.000.00 - Resolution No. 879 - Arrending 1972-1973 Capital Projects 
Budget by adding to Project kno"Wn as "DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC 
WELF ARE- ADDITION TO SMITH HOUSE" a.'1d a ro riation therefore 
(Mayo:,' 5 letter of 11 27 72) - (Held in Committee 1 8 73) 

'-: BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Co::un.it~e2 is !:Jldbg in Committee the amount of 
~199,225.00 IoIhich is the amo'mt that tr.E> ~.J03:';sre Department states is for 
-:::;quipnentl1 ~ the original re ~ue.st ~i.n? in tt.e amCnL"'1t of $506,225.00 
,·..;!1ich 'appears on the agenda). He sa.:..c. tbis $307,000 loIilI give the Department 
:'f.' Public -Welfare enough money to send oJ.:' for bids in order to get the 
:::mstruction of the building started • 

. . ,3.. OOCCUZZlMOVED for approval of the fol2.o·.-ling resolution. Seconded by 
::. }l111er, "Who said the Ed.ucation, Welfare & Gcve:::-:nmerit Committee ooncurs in 
:_~prova1. . CARRIED unanimously: 
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AME.."JDr:J }O':' '::-1':17'3 C.!.F::':"AL :- ROJEC':'S 3li1:lGE: 31 .';'DDn~G TO PROJECT 
K!WWN AS lli)Ej;AH'l'NE:;r OF PUBLIC WELF ARE'..- AJDITION TO SHIrH HOUSE" 
AND APPROPRIATIO!~ OF $.307,000.00 TEEREFORE 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RE.9JLVED by the Board of Rep:-esentatives. of the City 
of Stamford, in accordance ~ith provisions of Section 611.5 of the Stamford 
Charter, to approve an ~ndment to the 1972-1973 Capital Projects Budget, 
Department of Public Welfare - Addition to Smith House, for the addition of 
funds in the amount of$307,000.00 for Project to be kno~n as "DEPARTMENT 
OF ptnlnrc 'WELFARE - ADDITION TO SMITH HOUSE" and appropriation of $307,000.00 
therefore, to be financed by' the issuance of bonds. 

****************************** 

MR. FOX returned to item #2 at ·this tim. He said for the information of the 
Board, ~hat ~e have done tonight is publish an Ordinance and ~e have also 
filed a copy of the master resolution for bonding, ~ith the T~ Clerk, ~hich 
is available for inspection by any citizen. He said he has been advised that 
the Parking Authority ~ill no~ advertise for bids for the Project - thereafter, 
the bids ~ill be opened and the amount of the bond:Lng re-quired will be computed; 
there will be a hearing ~ith respect to the contract ~hich is let by the Parking 
Authority sometime bet~een the time for bid and ()ur final approval -- a public 
hearing. Then~ at our M..<JY' mp<>+.i.np:: the "P<>..!'king lmthority ~ill bring to us the 
master resolution, ~ith the exact amount of the 'bonding required inserted in 
it, along ~ith the interest rate as of that date and the sale of the bonds ~ill 
occur on that date, subject to this Board's fina:l adoption of the Ordinance. 
He said at our May meeting we will be advised as to the exact cost or this 
project and will at that time be a~ked to give jt. our final approval. 

(5) $7,844.00 - COMMISSION Ol~ AGING - Code 19S. 5208 - $7,277.00; Code 
195.5208 -J,lOO.OO and Code 195.0801 - $567.00 -

(Mayo!"s letter of 12/21/72) 

MR. BOCCUZZI M)VED for approval of the above requesT.. Seconded by Mr. Miller, 
~ho said the EdUcation, Welfare & Government Cornmi t tee concurs in approval. 
CARRIED unanimously. 

(6) $3,000.00 - MAYOR'S OFFICE - To tr~"sfer $J .. 000.00 fro::J. Code 998.0000 
SUNDRIES to (oeie 108. 080i, l1ay:)]' I s Office, Transportation -
To (~over cost of hi"i~_a S'.lS t~) Dr'Jvide FREE BUS SERVICE 
on an e:::nPrO'<>ncv '~~.:: ~ S d,,~i!1O' the current eus strike -

(Mayo!'; f' \~-:T}?;~;f 12;7; ;j72) 

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above re~uest. There t€ing some objection 
to the route the bus travels, he explained that in oJ-der to get permission 
for the bus to run at all, they could not ru..'1 it on c,,;::y rcutes that ~ere pre­
viously run by the Connecticut Company - the PUC woul(1 not giv~ permission to 
run a bus at. all. He said what they tried· to do was to run it crossing 
different bus lines that the c:"ty h~d -- by not going sxactly the same route, 
but crossing the old bus route lines, in order to pick up the ::lOst people in 
the most areas. He said the average now is up to abou,t 300 a day and there 
is no fare charged on this bus. 

Arter some discussion, the motion ~as seconded by Mr. Y.iller, ".:ho said the 
Education, Welfare & Government C('>;nmittee concurs in ::l.c;.roval.. 
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taken on the ::lOtion and CAILli.IED .. i th several "no" votes. 

~7) $6,250.00 - !'~YDR' S OFFICE - Code 108. O~ 01 - S?larie s - Re~re5enting 
t.he CUy's 75% lih5.:"p. of C!. $25,000.00 Qrp.nt from h11D 
for 1a..'11lin and ::J.a.'1;lire:::-ent assistance under mID's 
701 Progra;n - (Hayer's letter of 12 11 72) 

~. 30CCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded by Mr. Miller 
~~o said the EdUcation, Welfare & Gove~£nt Co~ttee concurs in approval • 

..cJ. ... 'i.~IED 'With seve~al "no" votes. 

(8) $1,080.00 - PARK DEPA..li.'l'l1E;IT - Code 710.1701 - Maintenance of Ecuipment 
To be reimbursed to the General Fund in the form of an 
insurance payment --- (Mayor's letter of 12/21/72) 

!>8.. BOCCUZZI M)VED for approval of the above request. Seconded and CARRIED 
unanimously. 

(9) $21,000.00 - HEALTH DEPARTMENT - Resolution No. 880 - Amending 1972-1973 
Capital Projects Budget for addition to Health Department 
build in, - (REDUCED from $22,000.00 by Board of Finance 
on 1/18 73) 

!>ffi. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the follo'Wing resolution. Mr. Rose who 
said the Health & Protection Committee did not meet on this matter, so he 
has no report to give. Mr. Lenz se conded the me tion and said the Public 
Works Committee concurs in approval. CARRIED unanimously: 

RE::l)L1ITION NO. 880 

AMENDING 1972-197J CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET FOR ADDITION TO HEALTH 
DEPARTMENT BUILDING AND APPROPRIATION OF $21, 000. 00 THEREFOR 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the City 
:~ Stamford, in accordance 'With the provisions of Section 611.5 of the Stamford 
:~arter, to amend the 1972-1973 Capital Projects Budget by adding thereto 
=. project to be kno'Wn as "HEJlLTH DEPA..B.'.IME~~T - BUILDING ADDITIONlI and 
~~propriation of $21,000.00 therefor. 

*************************** 

:10) $8,198.42 - - Pr~ Account-

1/:> .. _-. BOCCUZZI M)VED for approv=.l of the !iSClVe :::,e~ue.st. Seconded and CARRIED 
"-=" e.ni:nous 1y. 

::1) $3,200.40 - 10 - ?rinar Account-

~-S. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approvs.l ?f the :i'":Jo7e :::'equest. Seconded by Mr. Miller 
~~o said the Education, Welfare & Gcve:::'~~~~t Co~ttee concurs. CARRIED 
::=:animously. 
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(12) $10,000.00 - DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC ll)JU(S - Buildings and Grounds. 
Various Accounts - (Mayor's letter of Oct. 10, 1972) 
(REDUCED by Board of Finance to $15, 000 ~ on 1/18/73-
(Original request~as for $56,000.00) 

MR. BOCCUZZI said the original amount of' $56,000.00 ~as to be used for stevens 
School and the Board of Finance reduced this to $15,000.00. He said ·the Fiscal 
Committee voted to hold $5,000.00 of the $15,000.00 in Committee and just 
approved $10,000.00 of' it. He said the reason for this is ~e don't knOY at 
this particular tine ho~ long it is going to take to straighten out the 
Stevens School transfer to the 'West MiJ.in Street Community Center. He said 
as of November 31st the Department of Public Works has bills for $3,800.00 
the largest part of that being the bill for heating the building. He said 
they have no oil bills for December or for January. He said there are some 
other small aJOOunts. He said if there is any money left over from the 
$10,000.00 w are giving them, that money should be returned to the General 
Fund nnd not to be transferred to other accounts. He sadd Mr. Cooper agreed 
to this and said if any money is left !'rom the total, it ~ill be returned 
to the General Fund. The ref'ore , he said, HE KlVES for approval of' the $10,000 . 
and holding the $5,000 back. 

Seconded by Mr. Lenz, ~ho said the Public Works Co1Illllittee concurs. OARRIED 
unanimously. 

LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE: 

MR. FOt, Chairman, said his Committee met this past Wednesday, ~ith five 
~mbers present on the fo11o~ing matters: 

(1) Proposed Ordinance, for publication - CONCERNING LEASE OF CITY-OloJNED 
PROPERTY ON WATER STREE'I FOR $1,200.00 A ThAR, FOR FIVE YEAR TERM, 
TO ALEXANDER R. KOPROSKI AND PATRICIA A. KOPROSKI - (Mayor's letter 
of 5/19/72) -- (See Minutes of 8/7/72, page 9305 -- Deferred on 
10/2/72; referred back to Committee ;1/13/72; deferred again on 
12/4/72 and 1/8/73) 

MR. FOX MDVED for approval of the above proposed Ordinance, for publication 
. although the Committee failed to recommend it for approval, the vote in 
committee being one in favor and four against. The motion 'Was seconded and 
LOST by a machine vote of 18 in favor and 20 opposed. 

(2) , Ordinance for final adoption - EASEMENT Felt .ROAD PURPOSES, THROUGH 
CITY-Ow}''ED ProPERTY ON WEST SIDE OF F..AIG AmiDE, Iii FAVOR OF SHIRLEY 
H. COBLENTZ ]oJW FRA:;CES COBL£\,TZ - (Mayor's letter of 9/14/72) ~ 
(Adopted for publication 11/13/72; published 11/20/72--- Held in 
Committee 12/4/72 and 1/8/73) 

MR. FOX MJVED for approval for final adoption of the above Ordinance. He 
said the Committee voted one in favor of adoption and four against. 

MR. FOX explained that this is an easement through the public Works f'acillty 
on Haig Avenue and it 'Was an arrangement 1Jorked out bet'Ween the La~ Department 
of the City and the Coblentz's 'With ref'erence to an appeal from the Zoning 
Board ·of Appeals, namely, the conveyance of the property for road purposes 
in favor of the Coblentz's in retu-rn for their -withdra'Wing the appeal. He 
said a majority of the Committee felt that the facility could have possibly 
been placed in a different part of the tract and therefore denied it. 
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?e said they felt the facility ccn still be b~ilt ~d yet no~ have to give a~ay 
t!:.e Easement. 

~. FOX said he ~a.nts to make su.:-e it :'s 1.<.nde:,stood that although he moved 
~or adoption, it does not have the app:'oval of the Corn .... jttee. VOTE taken 
on the motio~. LOST by a vote of 30 ~pposed ~~d 8 in favor. 

(3) Pr-oposed Reso::'ution - AU':'HCP.IZL~G APPCJ::::J'I'ME:~TOF A EIS'l'ORlC DI::>'l'RIC'l' 
S~mJY CC'l-Y.J:TTEE, FOR T:1E ?ERPC:SE OF MAK:'~~G .~J :~"\TEST::JA~ION FOR THE 
PROPOSED ESTABLIS~IT OF A FOR~ STAMFORD ~ISTOR~S DISTRICT 
(~.ayor' s letter- of 10/2417;.) - (Fa:' prev:,olls Historic Diskict Study 
Committee, see Minutes of 4/3/67, pages 5027, 5039, 40 ar.d Sec. 7-147a 
and Sec. 7-147b of Connectic1.<.t General statutes -~ Aiso, see letter 
dated 9/20/72 from Ass't Corporation Counsel John E. Smyth) -
(Held in Co~~ttee 11/13/72, 12/4/72 and 1/8/73) , 

MR. FOX said once again the vote on his Committee ~as one in approval of the 
resolution, and four for its denial -- it does not meet ~ith the approval of 
the Committee. He said the majority of the Ccmmittee felt that the restoration 
o~ Fort Stamford ought properly to be handled by the City itself ~ithout 
Federal funds. Secondly, he said, residents from the area appealed to the 
Committee NOT to create a major public site in that a;-ea and for these reasons 
the Committee felt it should be denied. HE MOVED for approval of the resolution. 
Seconded. 

MR. HEINZER said the residents in this ar~a felt they ~ould rather have this 
area preserved rather than restDred. He said they felt that rather than spend 
a great deal of Federal money to restore this site, ~hich the residents felt 
,;auld be a "fake" they ~culd rather see \lhat is there cleaned up and pre served 
as it nO\l is - a tr~e Fort as it existed at that time. He said he and Mr. 
Friedman held a hearing in the area and L"lvited the residents to attend and 
t~ey all said the s~ thing - they ~ere net against having the Fort preserved 
~s a historic site, but did n~t \I&nt th~ kind Qf thL"lg that ~ou1d happen if 
~~ey go after Federal funds • 

. !.:'ter considerabl'3 further discussion, HR. LIVH\GS~ON MOVED THE QUESTION. 
3e conded and CA..'ltP..IED \lith sever5.1 "no" "lete s. 

~JTE t~en on the proposed resolu~ion - LOST by a TIE VOTE - 19 yes and 19 no. 

~4) Proposed ~e SC~.:llt; or. - P..?'??(V:'·C l:-"' TR.~'I;SFSR eJF JURISDICTION OF CITY­
OWl\'ED L;.J"JD ?RO!'1 'r:-r;<' DE? A.q'I!-~ES~' C? EGLlG \-lJ:\KS OF TEE CITY OF STAMFORD 
TO T}lli FL"lli DEP.~'tTMSi\T CF T2.:. ::::'I'-' OF S'IA1v2'C:-m, IN ACCOP..DANCE WITH THE 
FPPVI.sIC~S OF ORDI:J.A_~CE !';J. i ~;~. T:1I .l~~?.AL_O?J)~iA.:jCES OF THE CITY -­
(See MaYOJ I S letter of 1 'i /28/72) - \Appro7 ed by t::.e ?lannL"lg Board on 
~/{~%~);. NO ACTION take::J. cy :'!-le ;;.:;,,::1 o~ Fba;:.ce Fer their ~utes of 

:~e above ite~ ~aB held in Committee. 

(5) Pr':lDossd Ordin~cP-, for :J"uc14 ca~i2:l - TAl. EXE MPT 18:,: FOR PROPERTY OWNED 
BY T!lli STA)1FORD DAY l'IlJRSiRY ON P.r,,:.,lC::-~S !iI:..r P.DAD - (Requested in letter 
of 1/11/73 from AttorneY rlc ... ard KaFl'3.1l) - (Si.T..il£:I.T to Ordinance No. 
184 adopted 1/12/70)' ., . 

}ffi. FOX I1JVED for approva.l for publication of t'1e fcllo'1oling proposed 
Crdinance. Seconded a."ld CA.J:ffiIED by Unanimus vote: 
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PROPOSED ORDINANCE 

TAX EXEMPTION FOR PROPERTY O~~D BY STAMFORD .DAY ~lJRSERY ON 
PALMER'S HILL ROAD 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT: 

9543 

Pursuant to Section 12-8lb of the Connecticut General Statutes that the 
property of Family and Children Services, kno\Jn as Card S 005, Lot 
OOOOOOOD, Palmers Hill Road, be exempted from taxation on the L~st of 
September 1, 1971. 

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

(6) Pro osed Ordinance 
LEVINE PROPERTY 
on 1/8/73) 

**************************** 

MR. FOX said this is a proposed Ordinance, setting flood enoroachment lines 
for the Levine property on Longridge Road. He said the Flood and Erosion 
Control Board has proposed flood encroachment lines for the river up there 
on the Levine property. He said they appeared before the Committee and said 
that iri their opinion these \Jere !iOI.1r dnd reasonable lines. Dr. Levine, 
through his Attorney, Mr. Tooher, also appeared before the Committee, indicating 
that they had insufficient nata from the Flood and Erosion Control Board upon 
\Jhich to make a judgement. 11e said \Jhat \JaS interesting to the Committee 'Was 
the fact that Mr. Bingham \Jas also present, along 'With several of the home 
O\lners in the area, \Jho opposed action on the flood encroachment lines and 
of course, opposed leaving the property as it \Jas. They, ho'Wever, \Jished to 
have the entire, or large portion of the land made a flood plain. He said 
he does not believe th~ Board of Representatives has the jurisdiction to do 
that and \Jould have to be State action and not this Board's, as \le only have 
the pO\Jer to set flood encroachment lines. He said the majority of the 
Committee felt that the flood encroachment lines ought to be published, inasmuch 
as it \Jill offer on this matter at their next meeting. 

He said the Committee has approved this for publication, and he SO MOVED. 
Seconded and CARRIED by unanimous vote: 

PROPOSED ORDINANCE 

ESTABLISHING FLOOD E~8noACHMENT l11~S ALONG A PORTION OF THE 
RIPPOWAM RIVER BETWEEN BUCKINGHAM DRIVE AND LONG RIDGE ROAP 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD that· in accordance \lith Section 7-147 
of the GENERAL STATUTES OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT Flood Encroachment Lines 
ar",·bereby created and established along both sides of a . portion of the 
Rippo\lamRiver located bet\leen Buckingham Drive and Long Ridge Road, Stamford, 
Connecticut, \lhich flood encroacbmentlines are sho'Wn on a certain map entitled 
"Map ·Sho\ling Proposed Channel Encroachment Lines Along a Portion of Rippo\lam 
River Between Buckingham Drive and Long Ridge Road, Stamford, Connecticut", 
·certifiedby Rocco V. D' AndXea, Engineer and Surveyor and dated January 2, 
1973,· and \lhich map is to be filed in the office of the TO\ln Clerk of said 
Stamford. Said flood encroachment lines are located p~d described as follows: 

. . ( . 
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FIRST: Encro acr-..me!'l t .... 4.JJ..ne along tte .6sterly side of tte R~FPo~am River: 

Beginning at a point on tte southe:::-ly side of B'"J.c~:!.ngham Drive. 
~hich point is 89.14 feet distant fromtte ir.tersectio!'l of said Buckingham 
Dl'ive and Long Ridge Road, th6r.,~e r"'..L'1Lbg :..": a s=,utherly direction through 
t:'18 land of tte City of S:'a;nfc:rd a!ld the land of Willian: B. Levine the 
!'ollo~ing courses and dist.ances: 

South 28c 25' lOr. East. 71.498 feet; South 52° 07' 50" East, 
2:6.472 feet; South 18° 58'. 16" East, 121.645 feet; South 170 ,361 
54" East, 214.214 feet; South 40 40' 04" West, 182.116 feet; South 20 

38' 57" East, 462.478 feet to a poir.t ,:m the easte:dy side of Long Ridge 
Road. 

SECOND: Encroachmer.t Lir.e along the easterly side of the Rippo~am River: 

Beginning at a point on the southerly side of Buckingham Drive 
~hich point is 442.17 feet distant from the intersection of said Buckingham 
Drive and Long Ridge Road, thence running in a southerly direction of the 
follO\ling courses and distances: 

south 3° 45 ' 11" East, 214.122 feet; South 1So 46 1 32" East, 
86.820 feet; South 530 24 ' 26" East, 204.739 feet; South lSo 26 1 57" 
East, 400.505 feet; South 30 49 ' 23" West, 210.636 feet; South 20 54' 
08" East, 193.453 feet; South 50 40 ' 52" East, 328.519 feet; South 10° 
50' 00" East, 406.258 feet to a point on, the easterly side of Long Ridge Roa~, 
said point being north of Three Lakes Drive intersection and 62.027 feet 
distant from tangency ppint of the northeasterly intersection of said Long 
~idge Road and Three Lakes Drive. 

The follo~ing are the o~ners of land affected by said flood encroach­
:::l3nt lines: 

City of Stamf0yd, William B. L?v-:'.ns, Andre\ol a.r.d Madeline K. Choma, 
?~bert L.W. and Geraldine Foshay, Jr., Ge:,rge A. and Shi.:'ley Reiss, Ernest 
~;. and Ruth B. Mclellan, Gilbert and Eileen Zweig, A":thony and Esther Rascona, 
:=..:nes J. and Ann Y. Ccr!dito, JalLflS aI:.d Dolc;r::os Palumb:" Henry M. and Suzanne 
!:. Wallfesh, Irma Kim Varr.ey, Do::--ot.hy C. DeCrescenzo} tJ2seph V. Palumbo, 
Lbert A. and Mary A. Annunzia~a. 

::::is Ordinance shall take effect .upon its adoption. 

******************************* 

-) Proposed Ordinance (fo::-- D'.l1:::li::5.t ~ Y.: - ~!)HCERl~:~JG 'I~7 LEASHING OF DOGS 
(Submitted Jan. 22, 1973 byWarre-:: Yxapp! lL..th Distr;ct Representative). 

~.. FOX aaid this item has b!"er. be £''Jre the Bo 9!"d on a Frevious occasion~ He 
= 5.id the vote of the Commi t~e ~as 3 ::.n f::,."'>':Jr' o:~ publicae-ion and 2 opposed. 
::= yielded the floor to the proponent of ~he Grdinance - Mr. Knapp. 

}8. KNAPP said as the pre~ioUB speaker stated, this haB been before this 
:=:>ard on a previous occa.eion on the CrdiLs..."1~e t::..s not t-eAn changed, except for 
-:~e change made the first ti.rM, 'When 'We +,ook the $25 fine out for the first 
;~fance and inserted $10 in place. 

2,= read the follo'Wing prol'':)seo. ~::'"dinance and l-iOVED for aj:>J=;roval for 
::T..lblic at ion: 
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proPOSED ORDINANCE 

CONCERNING THE LEA§HING. OF DOGS 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF ST AMmRD THAT: 

9545 

~jo person O'WDing, keeping or having the custody of any dog shill perm.it 
.such dog to ~ander on any street or side~alk, or on the property of any 
person other than its o~ner, unless such dog is on a leash, held firmly by 
such person. 

Ani person ~ho violates this section shall be fined not more than ten dollars 
($10.00) for the first offense, and not less than t~enty-five dollars ($25.00) 
nor more than one hundred dollars ($100.00) or imprisoned not more than thirty 
days (30), or both, for each subsequent offense. 

This Ordinance shall take e.ffect upon its adoption. 

********************************* 

MR. KNAPP said in the Sunday Nell York Times, dated Jan. 7th, it says that 1n 
Boston, on Jan. 13th dog O'WDers in southern Massachusetts County will have to 
keep their pets on leashes. He said in a move to protect deer, the State 
Division o.fFisheries and Game has ruled that dogs in counties of Hampbh1re, 
Ha.nrlen, Franklin, Berkshire, l>iiddlesex and '..Tcoster Vlill have to be kept on 
leashes • 

He said he also has a copy of a paper .from Florida ¥lhere they also have dogs 
on leashes. He said these Ordinances and la~s are allover this country. 
He said he ~ou1d like to protect the people and pets ~ho are being attacked 
in this to'WD. He said he believes this is a very necessary Ordinance and 
~ould certainly hope that the Board ~ill vote for its publication this evening. 

MR. HOOS spoke against the Ordinance. He said he and Mr. Knapp are in perfect 
agreement as far as roaming dogs are concerned - they should not be roaming 
L~ packs or on other people's land and they are a hazard to motorists, children 
and other pets. Ho~ever, he said our State dog la~s take care of this. In 
Massachusetts, he said, they do not have a :roaming dog la'VI, but in Connecticut 
'VIe have dog la~s that are exemplary. He said he sat in ~hen these dogs Vlere 
Vlritten, as a representative from the Humane Society and agrees that 'VIe must 
protect children, people, other animals, including deer. But, he said, 'VIe do 
have these la¥ls and adding another la'W on top of a la'VI that has not been 
enforced, he fails to see 'What -we 'Will gain. He quoted from Sec. 22-364. 
He said these la'Ws are already in effect and sre not being enforced nO¥l, 
and just by adding another la¥l is not going to get the la¥ls enforced that ¥Ie 
already have on the books. 

Many people spoke in favor of the proposed Ordinance and several spoke against, 
after 'VIhich Mr. Theodore Boccuzzi MOVED THE QUESTION. Seconded and CARRIED. 

VOTE taken on approving the proposed Ordinance fo:r publication and CARRIED 
¥lith several nno" votes. 
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(8) F:-ct:osed ~nd..'nent :::' O:-d::'9...":ce ~c. 246 Str;:;c:leTler.tal, to c.elete Section 
18-30 of said "MI~iHE.I"}fE0USI1'iu S~.A .. XDAF.DSTI 

!-m. FOX said that section of tte Ordinance aFplies tc the follo'Wing portion: 

"This Ordinance shall not apply to a one fa.::rl.ly d'l,;e~ling or a t'Wo 
f~ly d'Wellin€ that is c~ner occupied". 

~e said the Committee veted in fave:- of the delstior. of this portion of the 
Ordinance and HE MDVED for publication of the ~nded Ordinance. 

He said as the members kno'W ~ have received co~respcndence lately in regard 
to HUD funding 'Which is in jecpardy by reason of the continuance of this· 
portion of the Ordinance. He said it 'Was the opinion of the Committee that 
inasmuch as that for 15 years prior to the first of this year, the old . 
Ordinance included cne family d'Welling and t'Wo family o~er occupied dwellings 
and inasmuch as it appeared not to create any great hardship at that time and 
also throughout the comrl:ry any housing Ordinance includes all of the housing 
'IoIithin the City and that includes one family and t'Wo family o'Wner occupied 
d'lolellings, the Committee felt it 'IoIas good thing to do to repeal it, particularly 
considering the financial gain to the City as a result thereof. 

Several members seconded the motion to approve publication of the amended 
Ordinance. 

MRS. LAITMAN said she deplores the scare tactics 'IoIhich have been used by 
the l~~dlords associations. She said in one cOnmnL~ication they received 
they 'Were urged to go back to the old Ordinance No. 65, because the ho~ o'Wners 
had less protection under the old Ordinance than~ey have under the ne'W one. 
She urged adoption of the motion. 

MR. WALSH said he feels this portion of the Ordinance is unconstitutional and 
and he intends to vote against it. 

MRS. SHEIL\1AN said there are la'l<:s agai..'!st yelling lIFIRE" in a c~o"ded theatre, 
but as yet there are none that preve~t the ~se of sc~e ta~t~cs and mis-information 
supplied to innocent people. She asked ~hy haven't the p~ivate home o'Wners 
been ~dvised by their Asse=ations exa:tly 'W~at the ne~ H~using Code 'Would mean 
to them, as compared \lith a ret~n to the old Ord:L'1B..~ce 65, ,"hich ,"as in . 
effect since its adoption in 1957. She said ;.;i-:.h t~'le exception cf one enlightened 
Assodation - t.he ltidridge Civi~ ASEcc:iati-::r: - "'!10Se leacership did the job 
they ~ere supposed to do, st~died the adv~tag?s B..'1d disadv~~tages to the 
indi7idual home o,mer, other J.s~c~iat.':Jr.E .. ~~:; -i.:"e sll;::posed to represent the 
~est interests of their members, ~e~e r.~lioeretel7 ~s~'lfcrmed t~eir members. 
She said it only takes one gla...'1ce s.t the old C:-C:~a...~ce 65 ('Which they request 
~e return.to) ;.;hould ce enc~gh te show a...'1yc~e ,"hi~h is the best for the home 
owner. She read the po~tion of the O~d.in"'nce pertainbg t:- the hone o'Wner. 
She said the ne'W Ordina.~ce giv'3s the hc.::le o .. ~er the protection he ne-;er had. 
u-~de:- the old one, a.~d it is ~~ly ~ith t~e cJr.se~t ~f the home o'Wner can 
tohe Health Officer enter a private b~. Sbe said tbey,"ould have to get a j 
Court order and sho~ reasonable ca~se fer a~tering a pri'ate home_I 

MR. DIXON said he ag:-ees ,"ith l{rs. She::o:nan, and the Ordinance 'WaS as near 
as he can recall, geared to multi-family housing. ne said there are also 
some one family substandard houses in Starr.fo~d, 'Which are divided into many 
::00 oms , and yet they are O1Hner occ~pied. 
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MR. HEINZER MOVE!) THE ClJESTION. Seconded and CARRn:n bya machine vote 
of 24 in favor and 14 opposed. 
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MR. FOX M:>VEDfor publication of the amended Ordinance, deleting Section 
18-36. Seconded. 

A ROIJ.. CALL VOTE 'Was requested and approved, one-fifth of the members 
signifying their approval. 

MR. RUSSBACH asked hO\l many votes 'Would be needed to carry. 

THE PRESlIlENT said a majority of 21 votes are needed. 

The follo\ling ROIJ.. CALL VOTE 'Was taken on the motion to publish the amended 
Ordinance. IDST by the follo'Wing vote of 20 in favor, 18 opposed and one 
abstention: 

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR: 

BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D) 
CROSBY, Robert (R) 
DIXON, Handy' (D) 
EXNICIOS, Robert (R) 
FORMAN, Barbara (R) 
FLANAGAN, William (R) 
FOX, Gerald (D) 
FRIEDMAN, Bertram (R) 
IACOVO, James (R) 
LAITMAN, Marilyn (D) 
LENZ, Frederick (D) 
LIVINGS1UN, Jeremiah (D) 
MILLER, Frederick (D) 
PERKINS, Billie (R) 
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R) 
ROOS,John (R) 
ROSE, Matthe'W (D) 
SCHADE, Richard (R) 
SHERMAN, Edith (R) 

. TRESSER, Michael (R) 

THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITION: 

BOCCUZZI, John (D) 
CAPORIZZO, William (R) 
COLASSO, John (D) 
CONNORS, George (D) 
COSTELLO, Robert (D) 
GAMBINO, Philip (D) 
GUROIAN, Arman (D) 
HEINZER, Chai'l:8s (R) 
KELLY, Stephen (D) 
KNAPP, Warren (D) 
MORABITO, Joseph (D) 
MORRIS, Thomas (R) 
RAVALLESE, George (D) 
RUSSBACH, Daniel (R) 
RYBNICK; Gerald (D) 
TRUGLIA, Anthony (D) 
VARNEY, Kim (R) 
WALSH, Peter (D)' 

ABSTENTION: 

RUSSELL, George (R) 

------------------------------------------------------------~------------

(9) Proposed Ordinance - CO::lcerning A City Employee Suing a City Board or 
Agency' 

MR. FOX said the above item 'Was referred to his Committee at the Steering 
Committee, but there 'Was not 'Written material submitted at that tilDe, so it 
'Was left off the Agenda. 

MR. FRIEDMAN said a very dangerous precedent has been set in this City 
during the past fe'W months and for some reason it has been dec.ided by the 
executive branch of our City government that if a City board,in the proper 
exercise of its duty overrules a City employee, that employee may SUB the 
Board and the City 'Will subsidize legal fees of this la'W suit 'With taxpayers I 
dollars. He said this is gross misappropriation of City funds and for this 
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re as on he felt that a propert Ordinance should be on the beoks to prevent any 
future authorization of such funds. He read the follo'Wing prbPosed Ordinance 
for publication and s;) M.)VED. Seconded and CARRIED: 

PROPOSED ORDINANCE 

CONCERNING A CITY EMPLO~~ SUING A CITY OOARD OR AGENCY 

3E IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD: 

That the City pf Stamford shall not, either by the use of the Department of 
La'W, or by payment to any outside counsel, subsidize the prosecution of any 
court action by a Civil Service, or other City emploYee against any Board, 
Commission, Agency or employee of said City of Stamford. 

*************************** 

SnlER COMMITTEI: 

Letter from CASTLEIDOD PARK HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC •• to the Chairman 
of the Se'Wer Commission. protesting Se'Wer Commission's decision to allow 
HILLTOP ACRES TO CONNECT INTO THE LONG RIDGE SANITARY SEVJER SYSTEM -

(Dated Jan. 19, 1973) - (Also attaching correspondence pertaining thereto) 

MR. COLASSO, Chairman, said he has no formal report to present tonight, but 
he just attended a meeting of the Se'Wer Commission. He said the reason was to 
ask them to rescind the application of Hilltop Acres until such time as the 
developer has a legal subdivision. He said he did see a subdivision, but it 
'Was for condominiums and that zone does not exist in that area. 

:';"RBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE: 

~. ROOS said he has a brief report - 'We are do'Wn to 59 families, 20 single 
~ouse-holders and 9 roomers remaining in the project area to be re-located. 
::e said 3 businesses have beer re-located. He said there 'Were four notices 
;osted for demolition this month - 246-250 Pacific Street, 147 Elm Street, 22 
::olly Place and 18 Holly Place. He said as 'We all kno'W, BUD has lifted the 
:'"':'eeze and last resort. housing has been revie'Wed by Washington. He said 
Stamford's last resort housing has been tentatively approved in November and 
~O'W is in the final revie'W process by BUD. 

~ECIAL INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE UNDER SEC. 204.2 OF CHARTER RE: CAPITAL PROJECTS 

~. KNAPP, Chairman, said the only th:L."!g >e 'Would like to say th~t the heading 
s~ould be changed a little bit, as the Committee:intends to go into other matters. 

::e said his Committee has Det four times so far ~~d have had t'Wo peopla in for 
~:ol8stioning and 'Will be meeting again this Thursday night at 8 P.M. 

~. Fl..ANAGAN said he 'Would like to kno'W 'Why these hearings are being conducted 
=losed to members of the Board of Representatives, but open to the Presf!. and 

·:.~e . News Media • 

. ~. KNAPP said the only ans'Wer he can give there is that the Committee voted 
:.hat it only 'Wanted the Press and Ne'Ws Media in and that they 'Were only going 
::> intervie'W one person at a time. He said this 'WaS the feeling of the 
::;:nmi ttee, and as Chairman ali he can do is report 'Wh.H.t they :rre doing. 



JI 

Minutes of Februa.:-y 5, 1973 

MR. FL~~AG~~ said it is perfectly all ~ight fer the Fis~al Committee to 
vote on ~tters ~~ore them in Executi~e Session, but a2l other Committee 
meetings, including Fiscal, are open so that other !Ile:nce!"s can sit in a."ld 
see~hat is going on. 

THE PRESIDENT said in ill our investigating com::nittees 111 the Fast, "We did 
delete members o~ the Board for the simple reason ttat they came 1.:1 and started 
asking questions and they ended up ~ith nothL"lg cut chaos a."ld the Co~ttee 
~as not able to handle it. 

MR. F1.ANAGAN said he ~ants to sit in as an observer. 

MR. M)RA.BITO said as far as the Press is concerned --- each person that comes 
in to be questionad asked "Whether they "Want the Ne"Ws Media preser.t or not 
and it is their prerogative if they "Want the Press to remain in the room. 

MR. COLASSO said he thinks jf; is ~rong and that the members of the Board of 
Representatives should be al10"Wed to sit in on this investigation and not 
ask que s tions, be cause the y are going to have to act on the ir report later 
on and maybe they don't agree ~ith ~hat they are doing and ~hen their report 
is handed out, they should be "Well informed. He said he thinks it is unfa.1;r 
to not allo~ members of the Board to sit in on the meetings of the investigating 
committee. 

THE PRESIDENT asked the speaker ~hat "Will happen in the event of "leaks" - it 
is possible and it has happened before. 

MR. LENZ aaid even though this is thA "Way it "WaS ~one in the past, is no 
reason why it should continue this ~ay. He asked if the Board could take 
a vote on· this. 

MR. MORRIS rose on a point of order. He said if they had ~anted the "Whole 
Board to investi;;fite, they "Would have appointed the Board as a Committee of 
the Whole to do the investigation and this was the Board's decision. 

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI 81iid he thinks it is the :;:;rerogativp. ·of the Committee itself 
if they "Want to ir,vite the !le~ msdia in or not, cr members of the Board. He 
said the Fiscal Crjm.:ni ttee allo"Ws the Press to remain up to the point "Where 
they vote and then ,11srniss the Press and any r:embers of the Board that happen 
to be in the room. He said he think.)! it is up to the Committee to lay doom 
the rules governirJg their neetings. 

MR. RUSSELL said t,here sre rules and la"Ws t.r:a7. g"''":e,;: investigating committees 
and he believes th11t through the office of the Cc>::::c,:':::tio!l Counsel they be 
given some advi~ '13 to "Whether it is pr0pe~ or i.:rr;:;r:1per for the Press or 
anybody else to .;~ I;resent during the investigations being conducted by the 
committee. He 9~lrl he feels the nembers do not have all the ans~ers and feels 
it should be left 1,,) the discretion of. the Cor:rrnittee itself. 

MR. RAVALLESE said ~hen they go into Executive Session~ everyone not a member 
of the CommitteelB excluded, but it is up to the COn:m..ittee "Whether they 
"Want the Press o~ TT6mbers of the Board there. 

MRS. LAITMANsaid the Committee has an Attorney and are being guided by his 
advice, and every time it is discussed a.s to "Whether or n0t the nE'~S Media 
"Will be present. 
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CO::li'-.lEed, as tr.e] don It b:-;e 1.:-.. e -.:~:cle pi~:,u::e of "::a"t is hePFer-ing. He 
sa.!=- he 1 ~~es i-:. the "Soy i:· is !l::.::1 -.:e.r.:'s:!t to sts.y that 'Way. 

Tte::-e Ce ing no 1\..::-t1:er b::.s i::e ~s to co;:-;e te fore tta Eo ~d, O:l motion, duly 
seconded and. CAR-UED, the ::eet::':1g ,,"2.S eijou::-r:ad. at ll: 55 P.M. 

vt 

APPROVED: 

Geo!'ge V. Cc~ hers, President 
12th Boa.rd~-6f Representatives 

J~!iv ~-te?e 
Velm.a. Fa.::-rell 
A~~nistrati7e Assistant 

(Recording Secret~) 

Note: 'Ihe above IOOeting ~a.s broad­
cast over Radio Station WSTC 
U:tti1 11:00 P.}L 

" n -M'MiS1!21i:f:i'itlWf&F15 


