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MINUTES OF JUNE_4, 1973

i2TH BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES

STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT

A regular monthly meeting of the 12th Board of Representatives of the City

of Stamford was held on Monday, June 4, 1973 in the meeting room of the Board,

second floor, 429 Atlantic Street, Mun101pa1 Office Building, Stamford,
Connecticut.

The meeting was called to order at. 8:45 P.M, bj The'MaJorlty Leader, Mr.

Joseph Morablto, who served as Acting Pre51dent in the absence of the President,

who is in the hospital
INVOCATION -~ Given by Rev. Raymond Scoit, First Presbyterian Church

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

ROLL CALL was taken by the Clerk. There were 38 present and 2 absent. The
Absent members were: : , :

George V. Connors (D) 8th District

George E. Russell (R) 17th District

CHECK OF VOTING MACHINE: _ 3
The voting machine was checked and found to be in good working order.
PAGES:

MR. MORABITO announced by presence of his two sons - Dan and‘Salvafore, vho
se"ving as Pages for this evening.,

ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES - May 1 1973 ’
May 7, 1973 Adjourned meetlng
May 10, 1973 Budget meeting
May ll, 1973 Adjourned Budget meeting

MR. FRIEDMAN called attention to page 9647 on the ROLL CALL vote. He said
he is listed as voting in favor and he voted in opposition. MR. GA}BINO
voted in favor, not in opp031tlon. o

MRS. LAITMAN called attention to page 9634, 1tem #5 which is listed as deing
carried by unanimous vote. She said she voted no on thls item,

There belng no further correc+1ans, the minutes were accepted as corrected.

Vote' on page 9633 where there is an explanatorvncte and refers to A
Section 202 of the Czde of General Ordinances. This should

have read: Secticn 2-2 of the Ccde of General Ordinances instead.

The readlng of the report of the Steering Commlutee wae ualved and appears
.belou- - , S

STEERING COMMITTEE REPORT
Meeting held on Monday. May 21, 1

74
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A meeting of the Steering Committee was held on Monday, May 21, 1973 in the
Board of Representatives' Caucus Room, Municipal Office Building, 429 Atlantic
Street, Stamford, Connecticut. .

The meeting was called to order at 8 P.M. by Mr. Thomas Morris, Minority
Leader. The following members were present: Thomas Morris, Marilyn Leitman,
John Bocecuzzi, Jeremish Livingston, Frederick Lenz, Matthew Rose, Steve Ke]ly, :
Frederick Miller, John Colassc, Lois Pont-Briant, Robert Exnicios, and

Edith Sherman : :

(1) -Appointments:

A1l Appointments held in Committee at the May 7th Meetlng were ORDERED ON
THE AGENDA under APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE. ; '

Mayor's letter of May 18, 1973 (Received on VMay 21, 1973) submitting 6
appointman‘ts, were ORDERED ON THE AGENDA under APPOINTIENTS COMMITTEE.

(2) Additiongl AQQTOQrigtions-

A1l appropriations held in Committee at the May 7th meeting were ORDERED ON
THE AGENDA and referred to the FISCAL COMMITTEE and other Committees concerned.

All items approved by the Board of Finance at their 5/10/73 meeting were
ORDERED ON THE AGENDA and referred to the Committees concerned, although two
fiscal items were ordered off the agenda..

(3) Proposed CONSUMER PROTECTION ORDINANCE LCrea_uing a Consumer Protection
Commission fér the City, consistinz of 3 members) - (Presented by the women
members of the Board on 3/19/73) - (Held in Committee 4/2/’73 and 5/'7/73)

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE

(4) Request for approval of AGREEMENT to be entered into between TOWN OF _
DARTEN and CITY OF STAMFORD, concerning SANITARY SEWERS for property of
Phillips Park, Inc., which agreement is supvlemental to prior agreement
dated 4/18/69 between the City and Phillips Park, Inc. - (Letter from
Mayor dated 4/19/73) '

ORDERED ON AGENDA under IEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE and SEWER COMT’.EEE

(5) Reduest to amend Ordinsrce No. 252 - CHANGING NAME OF WILIOW STREET TO
TRESSER BLVD., by adding the words: "From WEST MAIN STREET 1o ELM
STREET approximstely 20,720 feey!! ——— (Submitted by Mike Tresser, 1llth
Dist. Rep.) ) : :

CRDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE

Ordinance (for fingl adoption) ertitled: "SEWERS AND SEWAGE DISPOSAL"
(Adopted for publication 4/2/73; published 4/6/73; amended version
approved for publication on 5/ '7/’73 and published Fr::.day May 11 1973)

(6)

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COI'MT'L'EE
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c ~ =fortion) CONCERNING AUTHDRIZATION OF EASEMENTS FROM
THE CITY OF STAMFOES ~C HSICO FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROVIDING ELECTRICAL AND
GAS SERVICE DISTRI=T. 0N FACILITIES FOR THE ICE SKATING RINK ON THE
SOUTH SIDE OF COVE = :D AT COVE ISLAND - (Mayor's letter of 4411/73)

: (Approved for publicetion 5/7/73 and published 5/11/73)

(8)

" (9)
(20)
(11)
(12)

(13)

(14)

ORDERE.D ON AGENDA urder LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE

Fingl adoption of C**‘“ancé entitled: "AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY O
STAMFORD, CONNECTICU-, PROVIDING FOR THE REPEAL OF SECTION 10-6] OF

- THE CODE OF ORDINANCE3, CITY OF STAMFORD, AND DECLARING SAME TO EE

NULL _AND VOID AND OF 1C EFFECT" - (Approved for publication 5/7/73
and published 5/11/7%) - (Mayor's letter of 4/13/73) - Note: this was

‘submitted in TWO partis. However, the second part was DENIED by the

Board at their Mgy 7+h meeting by a vote of 33 no and 3 yes - See
5/7/73 ‘agends, item #11 'nder L & R)

»ORDE,RED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE

ProposedﬁOrdinance (for publicgtion) CONCERNING PRESERVATION OF TREES

“AND_NATURAL, AREAS ALC:G CITY STREETS - (Submitted by Frederick Lenz,

1st District Rep.)
ORDERED ON AGENDA under IEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE

FIFTH ANNUAL FESTIVAL COF THE PERFORM[NG ARTS IN MILL RIVER PARK Ou
JUNE 28, 29, 30 and July 1, 1973 =~ To be open "bxthe Commmity without

- charge - Requested in letter from Charles P. Lickson, Counsel to

Committee for Performing and Visual Arts, Inc., dated 4/9/73)

ORIIERED ON AGENDA under PARKS & RECREATIONS COMMITTEE :

from 7:00 to 12 mid.ni;.'ht — (requested in letter dated 5/10/73

ORDERED ON AGENDA undzr PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE

FEES FOR USE OF CUBET: 3TADIUM AND TENKIS COU AT STAMFORD AND
RIPPOWAM HIGH SCHOOL. - (Presented in letter of 7;14;73 from Supt.

of Recreatlon, Bru..~ Zicrdano)

ORDERED oN AGENDA under FARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE

Greenwich Avenue and . re3ser Blvd

CLUB PARK"
ORDEFED ON AGENDA under PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE

ORDERED ON VA_(ENDA”under-PARKS & RECREATION. COMMITTEE

7L
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diard Connell, re uestin the

Board of Représentgtives to effect the trgnsfer of gdministrative
Jurisdiction from the Genergl City Government to the Depgriment of
Parks & Naturgl Resources ithrough the terms of Ordingnce No. of the

18 plus city—owned tract at the northwest cornmer of Rockrimmon and
Scofieldtown Roasd and site of the former “ity dump, :
ORDERED ON AGENDA under PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE

(16) Letter from Bruno Giordsno, Supt. of Recregtion, to Dr, Reigh Carpenter,
Supt. of Bogrd of Educgtion - Requesting the possibility of gssuming

jurisdiction of Ryle School, located on Southfield Avenue (no date
of letter ) '

ORDERED ON AGENDA under PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE

(17) COLLECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACTS - From July 1, 1972 through June 30,
1374 - for the following:

(1) CONNECTICUT NURSES! ASSOCIATION

(2) DENTAL HYGIENTSTS

(3) CASEWORKERS '
*(4) MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES ASSOCIATION (if ready)
*(5) FIRE FIGHTERS ASSOCIATION (if ready)
*(6) POLICE ASSOCIATION (if ready)

* Note: These have not been received as yet, but might come in
before the June 4th Meeting.

ORDERED ON AGENDA under PERSONNEL COMMITTEE
(18) Mmyor's letter dated Apr11 9, 1973, outlining method of distriwution.

of $2,137,678.00 in additional funds to be received under FEDERAL
REVENUE SHARING PROGRAM:

Public Safety : -$475,075.00
Environmental Protection & Health Programs s——————————= 434,660.00
Finencial Administration & Other . 318,083.00
~ Public Works 315,024.00
Neighborhood Youth Corpc 250,000.00
Recreation, Cultural Activities & Senior Citizens ———-—m 836,00

$2,27,678.00
Above NOT ordered on Agenda.

There being no furhner business to come before the Committee, on motlon,
duly seconded and CARRIED the meeting adjourned at 8:25 P.M.

Thomas Morris, Minority Leader
Acting Chairman .
"~ Steering Committee
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QINTMENTS CO TEE;

MR. THEODORE BOCCUZZI, Chairman, presented his Committee report. He said his
Committee met this past Thursday, May 31st, in the Democratic Caucus Room

in the Municipal Office Building and present were Representatives Tresser,
Forman, Perillo, Rose, Dixon, Flanagsn and Costello. He reported on the
following appointments: The vote is listed below:

PARK COMMISSIQN: - Tern Ending:
RICHARD FITZMAURICE (D) VOTE: 30 yes Decz. 1, 1977
40 Cambridge Road 8 no ’

(Replacing Ronald St. Onge,
whose term expired)

PAUL SILADI, SR, (R) VOTE: 26 yes Jan. 1, 1976

83 Kenilworth Dr. West : 2 no
(Replaeing Junius McKeithan, :
whose term expired)

ZONING BOARD:

JOHN KETCHAM (R) HELD IN COMMITTIEE Dec. 1, 1976
163 Cascade Road -
(Replacing Wm. Buchanan,

who resigned)

ATR POLLUTION CONTROL APPEALS BOARD: -

- LEON HECHT (D) VOTE: 23 yes Dec. 1, 1975
5 Brighton Place 14 no

(Replacing Robert Massotte,
whose term expired)

CONSERVATION COMMISSION:

RUSSELL MECHALEY (D) JELD IN CCMMITTEE Dec. 1, 1973
3 Wocdledge Road S
(Replacing J. Henville Shannon)

BOARD OF TAX REVIEV:

JOHN "GRANELLI (D) - VOTE: 27 yes Dec. 1, 1977
8 Middle Ridge Ro=d ' 1l no
(Replacing John McMenanmin,

whose term expired) -

GCLF AUTHORITY:

DR. MICHAEL DuBISSETTE (D) (Second Submission) Jan. 1, 1974

99 Prospect Street .
(Replacing Lillian Meltzer, Vote: 29 yes

who resigned) i 9 no
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BUILDING BOARD OF APPEALS: | Term Ending:

CHARLES LUPTMACCI (R) | Vote: 33 yes Dec. 1, 1977

Brookdele Drive 5 no

PLANNING BOARD ALTERNATE:

DAVID CROMBIE (R) Voter 27 yes Dec. 1, 1975
31 Gurley Road 11 no .

(Filling a vacancy on this Board)

ROEERT TIMBERS (R) HELD IN COMMITTEE  Dec. 1, 1974
122 Indian Hill Road S o
(Replacing Edwin Redfern,-

deceased) ;
BUILDING BOARD OF APPEALS: _ _
FRANK GRECO (R) o Vote: 28 yes" Dec. 1, 1976
Echo Kill Drive » 10 no
JOSEPH SANTAGATA (D) (Second Submission) Dec. 1, 1974
+ 214 Knickerbocker Avenue Vote: 21 yes S

17 no
FISCAL‘COMMITTEE:_

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI, Chairman of the Fiscal Committee, asked for pérmiasioh
to make a statement to this Board and to the general public in reference
to the mill rate. Permission was given.

MR. BOCCUZZI said he would like to clear up a few facts that have happened
since this Board voted on the Budget two weeks back (May 10th and 11th).

The following is his statement:

"Normally when the Fiscal Committee gets the Budget from the Board of
Finance, we check to find out what the mill rate would be to the tax- .
payer if no other sction is taken on the Budget.

In the letter of transmittal from the Board of Finance to this Board,
it was stated that there would be a 2 mill increasse to the taxpayer.

We had the Commissionsr of Finance {Mr. Arelaiis) in and he gave us a
figure of 2.3 mills, We f2lt that his figure would be closer, considerlng
that he is the Commissioner of Finance and should know the income of the
City - what it cos%s to run the City, how mch will be realized from.
general taxes and otiher forms of income,

Based on a 2,3 figure received from the Comn1351oner of Flnance, the -
Fiscal Cormittee end this Board reduced the Budget 1.4 mills which
should have brought the mill rate 10 nine tenths of a mill average.
However, to my surprise and ‘to every zemper of this Board, the Fiscal
>v Committee, and the Commissioner of Flnance, ‘the Board ‘of Finance set the
"{’figure at an average from 2 to 2.7. ' : :




9702
Minutes o0 Jure Ly 1073 :

That morning, I called Mrs. P“ng—B“l_rt and had her set up a meeiing at
12 o'clock- tetween Mr, Muwray, Mr. Calizhan, Mr. Aretakis, Mrs. Pont-Briant
and myself, We had thet meeting which lasted for two and s quarter hours.

At that meeting we found that M-. Aretsakis, who is the Commissioner of
Finance, was rot at that meeting or previous meeting, to discuss what the
mill rate should be. His last figures for income and revenue for the '
City were net knewn hy the Board of Finance.

Ve also found that Mr. Aretgkis! figure= dld not agree with the figures
of the Board of Finance as to income and possible future appropriations
for 1973-1974.

I felt at that meeting thut ve could very ea511y, with just the figures
that were passed around at that time, reduce it by at least B/Aths of a-
mill, but the Board of Finance did not feel thls way.

The Mayor then called a meeting of the Board of Finance - a special
meeting - to discuss the sams problem that we had discussed that day.
Only TWO MEMEERS of the Board of Finance appeared at that meeting -
namely Mr., Rich and Mr. Vignola. It seems that if the Mayor of the
City calls a special meeting of the Board or Commission of this City,
that they should at least attend whether they agree with him or not,
and whether he be a Democrat or a Republican.

We found when we talked with the Board of Finance at our meeting, that
actually they were talkinz apvroximately 3% mills - 3 to 3% mills, when
they passed the Budget on to the Board of Representatives. I have no
idea whether this was done intentionally or not. However, this figure
of 2 mills was advertised and printed in the Stamford Advocate as to
what thé mill rate weuld be if the Budzet was passed as received from
the Board of Finance. NO MEMBER of the Board of Finance took it upon
himself to get in tcuch with eiiher Mrs. Poni-Briant or myself to let
us know that the 2 mill figure was wrong. ‘ :

I feel that thisls a ccmplete breakdown of communications between the
Board of Finance, the Ccmmissioner cf Finance and the Board of Repre-
sentatives, This entire situation and misunderstanding, I believe, is
the fault of the Board cf Finance. I think that if we had received the
proper information, it might not have resuited in zny change in the :
Budget, but at least this Board would not have had the feeling that we .
had reduced the mill rate to under 1 milil. o

I hope that by the time of the next 2udwe® meeting thut this situation

is straightened cut, becruse the Fisc:l Comaittee of this -Board cannot -
operate under these ccnditions. We have to have their cooperation and -
the Board of Finance has to ccoperszts with the Commissioner of Finance
and heve to check with him before settiag the mill rate and they dida't
do it this *ime, I don't know how they czo 41d possibly have set the mill
rate without this information and I persvna 1y think that the Board of
Finance did an injustice to ihe taf'ajpr: =f the City of Stamford because
they could have at least listened to ihe Coumissioner of Finance and gone
to that special meeting to see if there Wrs any possible vay to reduce
the mill rute. Personmslly, I “hink they cou’d have reduced 1t."
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MRS. LAITMAN said she wishes to agree with Mr. Boccuzzi's statement and
would like to add one thing - that she thinks the entire Fiscal Committee
should meet with the entire 3card of Finance as there are still many
unanswered questions, particularly concerning exact revenuses coming in,
She said she has many questions herself and would hope that this could
be arranged. ‘

MRS. VARNEY said she also, as 3 member of the Fiscal Committee, agrees with
everything that Mr. Boccuzzi has said tonight. She said the Fiscal Committee
met for many huurs, trying to do a good job and trying to get the mill rate
down. Tonight, she said, in protest, she will be woting "no" on all fiscal
appropriations. ’ ,

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she would like to say that the end results of the meeting
with the two members of the Board of Finance and the Commissioner of Finance,
that they requested the Board of Finance to meet with Mr. Aretakis to go over
additional revenues which he had in his possession. She said this was denled
end in addition to that — the Mayor called the meeting for the same purpose.
She sald she would like to compliment Mr. Vignola and Mr. Rich for appearing
at that meeting, even though there was no quorum and the meeting went by

the wayside. She said if they had met with Mr. Aretakis, she believes that the
mill rate could have been reduced, but instead they set the mill rate in one

_ evening session without an invitation being givan to Mr. Aretakis.

- MR, LENZ said the fact remains that we have been deceived and by that have
also deceived a lot of people who look to us for help. He said when the
Mayor took office, the City owed fifty three million dollars and now three

and a half years later, the City owes $105,000,000 and in just three and one
half years we have borrowed over 52 million dollars with a debt the highest
in the State and yet we are only the 4th largest City. He said Hartford's
debt is 99 million dollars and New Haven's debt is sixty four million dollars.

After considerable further discussion, the members returned to the Agenda.

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI reported on the following matters referred to his Committee:

(1) $1,500.00 -  PROBATE COURT - Code 1181101, Microfilming of Records -
(Mayor's letter of 4/29/73) ,

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above request. Sgconded and CARRIED
with two no votes.

(2) $30,000.00 - Grant (Citvy's shire: $1,500.00) — Resolution guthorizing
the filing of an avpiication for establishment and operagtion
of & GENTRALIZLD YOUTH SERVICE BUREAU under State Grent
- Category 73:4:6 of the Connecticut Criminal Justice Plgnning
Administration, for 1973-1974 FISCAL YEAR - Amount of
Grant being $30,000 and City's share being $1,500 -
(Mayor's letter of 4/18/73)

The gbove reguest was held in Committee.




. . 9704
Minutes of June 4, 1973

(3) $5,305.00 =~ 3CARD OF EDUCATION — Grant to be received from State
of Ccnneciisut, tein~ 10C0% prevaid Federal Grant under
Title II, Element.rv and Secondary Education Act for
3 smell readings s:'or” -as, *c be disbursed as . £ollows:
(Letter dated 4,25,/73 from Supt. of Schools)

Rippowam High Schocl —$1,970.00
Roxbtury School -- ' 1,870.00
Stillmeadow School — 1,465.00

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above request., Seconded and CARRIED
with two no votes. :

(4) $450.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATION — S*tate Grant from the Connectiocut
Commission on the Arts for Project entitled: "Visitin
Artists Program" - (Letter dated 4/25/73 from Supt. of
Schools)

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the Above Request Seconded and CARRIED
with three no votes.

(5) $29,552.82 -  Resolution No. 899 — AMENDING 1972-1973 CAPITAL PROJECTS
‘ BUDGET by adding above sum to Project known as "LAND BANK"
which amount is to satisfy a judgment in condemngtion
action concerning thet part of the Davenport Ridge
School Site owned by Vanech & Sons Inc., and aforesald
appropriation  for said Project - (Mayor's 1letter
of 4/13/73) | . :

MR. BOCCUZZI explained that the Fiscil Committee REDUCED the requested
$71,350.00 to $29,552.82 so that they can use ihe LAND BANK account, plus .
what we give them to pay for the condermation procedures for Vanech & Sons.
He said he 'also wishes to state that this $29,552.82 also includes item

#6 on our agenda for $500.00 for legal fees.

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she wishes the record o show that this is in sddition
to the 1970-1971 LAND BANK bzlance, beczuse we don't want any misunderstanding
that we did not grant them the funds. She said this morney along with the
1970-1971 balance in the LAND BANK Cepitzl account mszkes up the required
monies and is in sgreement with Dr, Carpenter.

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approvzl cf the following resolution. Seconded by
Mr, Livingston who ssid the Educ.ticn, Well ae & Governumeni Committee met on
this item end did not act on i% 33 a2 fise.) “‘zu, but aprroved it. CARRIED
by a machine vote of 31 in favor, 6 ozros2d .nd 1 abstention:

RESOLUTION NC. 299

AMENDING 1972-1973 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET BY ADDING THE SUM
2.82 THERETQ FUR FEDJECr €iOW: AS "SOARD OF EDUCATION -
LoD BANK" AID APPRCPRIATION THRRCFOR ‘

EE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Bowri of- Representatlves of the City
of Stamford to amend the 1972-1973 Capital rrojects Budget by adding thereto
a Project to be known as "BOARD OF EDUCATION - LAND BANK" and appropriation

'/7

t
-
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of $29,552.82 therefor, in accordance with the provision of Section 611.5 of
the Stamford Charter to satisfy judgment concerning that part of the Daven-
port Ridge School site owned by Vanech & Sons, Inc. :

F6 336 3t 3t 3 3¢ 3 3 M 9 3 3 I 3 I I I M NN

(6) 500,00 - Provosed Resolution gmending 1972-1973 Capital Projects
Budget by sdding aforesaid sum to item known as "LAND
BALKK" vwhich amount is required to settle g bill from
Roland B. Webb for appraisgl services rendered in comnection
with the Davenport Ridge Seheol Site, and appropriation
therefor - (Mayor's letter of 4/19/73)

Above DENIED - see remarks nmade by Mr. Boccuzzi regarding Resolution No, 899
above., :

(7) $21,775.00 -  BOARD OF EDUCATION - To cover the 1972-1973 monetary pro-
visions of Contract negotigted with the TEACHER AIDE
ASSOCIATION - (See letter from Supt. of Schools dated
4/26/73)

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the sbove request, uhich was GARRIED with
one abstention.

NOTE: This contract does NOT require approval of the Legislative Body
under provisions of SECTION 7-474, paragraph (d) of the State
Statutes, entitled: "NEGOTIATIONS WHERE EMPLOYER IS DISTRICT,
SCHOOL BOARD, OR HOUSING AUTHORITY." Also, under paragraph (c)
of said Section, entitled "APPROPRIATION OF NECESSARY FUNDS"
the appropriation of the necessary funds are mandatory.

(8) $21,465.00 -~  BOARD OF EDUCATION - To cover cost of LEGAL FEES submitted
’ in cose of MOSS vs. the BOARD OF EDUCATION - (see letter
dated 4/26/73 from Supt. of Schools)

. ‘MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above request ‘Seconded by Mr, Miller
who said the Legislative & Rules Commitiee also approved this. CARRIED with
one "no" vote.

(9) $474.25 - 'DEPARTIMENT OF PARKS - Code 710,010] Salsries — In order
to ellect the reclassificetion of the Supt. of Parks from
Grzde A-13 Maximia 1o Grade A-15 Maximum, effective April 2,

1973 - (Maycr's letter of 4/10/73)
MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for apsroval of the pbove request. Seconded.

' MR. EXNICIOS said he wan*s %o as¥ a qpeéticn - is this an emergency?

MR. BOCCUZZI said this is the new salary in the rew Budget for 1973-1974 and
has been held by the Board of Finunce for sasveral months and they approved
the salary for the months of May =nd June.

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she angd thls question, but understood Mr, Boccuzzi to
say that we have complained on this Boaird that transfers are made for salary _
increases and that an err:ongement was ucde between him and Mr. Murray (Chairman,
Board of Finance) that salary ircreases would come fo our Board for funds and
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not in the way that transfers are approved, which do not require the approval
of the Board of Representatives. In this way, she said, this Board would
have a say in the matter and this is the reason it is before us tonight.

A RDLL CALL VOTE on the above appropristion was requested and approved.

The above appropriation was APPROVED by the following roll call vote of 26 in
favor, 9 opposed and 3 abstentions:

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR:

BOCCUZZI, John (D)
BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D)
COLASSO, John (D) -
COSTELLO Robert (D)
CROSBY, Robert (R)
DIXON, Handy (D)
FORMAN Barbara (R)
FLANAGAN, William (R)
GAMBINO, Philip (D)

_ THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITION:
'CAPORIZZO, William (R)

EXNICIOS, Robert (R)

FRIEDMAN, Bertram (R)

HEINZER, Charles (R)
LENZ, Frederick (D)
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R)

~ RUSSBACH, Daniel (R)

SCOFIELD, Bdward (R)
VARNEY, nm (R) -

KELLY, Stephen (D) :

KNAPP, Warren (D) ABSTENTIONS:

LAITMAN, Marilyn (D) -
LIVINGSTON, Jeremiah (D) GUROIAN, Armen (D)
MILLER, Frederick (D) KELLY, Jemes (D)
MORRIS, Thomas (R) MORABITO Joseph (D)
PERILLO, Alfred (D)

PERKINS, Billie (R)

RAVALLESE, George (D)

RO0S, John (R) . ‘

ROSE, Matthew (D)

RYBNICK, Gerald (D)

'SCHADE, Richard (R)

SHERMAN, Edith (R)

TRESSER, Michael (R)

TRUGLIA, Anthony (D)

WALSH, Peter (D)

(10) Proposed Resolution AUTHORIZING INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR 7 CITY E YEES
- (who are not under Civil Service) —- (Mayor's letter of 4/10773;
. (This was denied at the 3/5/73 meeting for 6 employees = See pages
9565,66,67,68 -——- Also, see Minutes of 4/2/73 #15 on pages 9609,10,11)
for the followlng._

Quintard Center Driver
Fair Rent Director
- HMuman Rights Director*

Commission on Aging Director

Commission on Aging Secretary

Quintard Center Director

Quintard Center Assistani Director
#Addition since original request.

MR. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Commitiee, by a vote of 4, 3 and 3 approved :
this item and he SO MOVED,

MR. HEINZER said this was also referred to the PERSONNEL COMMITTEE and they

ke

are holding it in Committee.
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(11) $6,038.02 - ENSION - Police Depertment — For Patrolmsn Dominick A,

*oss:.denuo, effective 5/10/73 - (Mayor's letter of
4/18/73)

MR. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Committee approved this item by a vote of 4 yes
and 6 abstentions. He said he would like to state this pension has already
gone to Court and the Judge has ruled in favor of Mr. Possidento.

MR. ROOS said this whole business has been a lesson in futility and we have
known from the very beginning that this was going to go through. He said we
should criticize the Commission that sits on these things and just grant
them so easily. He said this is something, by conservative estimate, around
& quarter of a million dollars. He sald we never did get the whole story on
wheat happened and don't know the facts, and all we have been given is a lot-
of double talk and nothing given to us definitely and we have debated without
having any facts. He sald we have just wasted our time. .

MR. PERILIO said we have been kicking this around since May Z_LO‘Bh of last
year and if you don't grant this he is going back in uniform and it will
cost even more - $11,000 so take your choice of the lesser of two evils.

MR. KNAPP said as one of those abstaining on the Fiscal Committee, the only
Teason he abstained is because he does not known the facts and doubts if any
member of this Board knows~them either. He said he does not like the idea

of being bexed in by the Police Commission. He said the Fiscal Committee
asked the Police Commission to change this retirement to another section of

. the Charter and retire this man by giving him 25%, eand they refused to do so.
f He said this man has a good job now, working for a private concern, or at
least he HAD a full time job, drawing full time pay for the rest of his life.
He said he thinks this is too much.

s |

MR. BOCCUZZI said he would like to answer some of the remarks. First, when we
asked the Police Commission to pension this man off under another section of
the Charter, we were not thinking in terms of dollars, but it was our intention
under that particular section of the Charter that he would have to come back
for a medical examination every two years. Second, he said, the Police
Jepartment investigated the case and this Board also checked into the pros

end cons of the matter, they exonerated this man from any wrongdoings, so that
should not enter into the voting at all. He said the only thing before us

now is the Pension and we have no choice in the matter as there is a Court
order involved and it is mandetory at this point to approved it.

MRS, PONT-BRIANT said there is:avletter from the Corvoration Counsel stating
‘hat if we don't approve this, we are li.ble to a damage suit and by refusing
it, it will only cost the City more.

VOTE taken on above and CARRIED with 2 no votes. |

(12) $4,530.40 =  PENSION - Police Department — Sergeant Albert Morris,
: effective 10/14/72 -—- (Mayor's letter of 4/18/73)-

MR. BOCCUZZI said this pension was IENIED by the Fiscal Committee. MR.
%EINZER said the Personnel Committee concurs in the action taken by the
Fiscal Committee.

In order for the Board to vote on this, MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval,
with the Fiscal Committee recommending denial. Skcnnded.

SR R s e oy e g g e
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MR. FRIEDMAN said he wishes to clarify one thing - the pension has not gone
.to Court and there is no Court order making it mandatory that this pension
be approved, and this Board does have a volce in the matter. :

A machine vote was taken on the above request. DENIED by a vote of 36 no
and 2 yes, : | ‘

(13) $13,462.23 - Pension for wife of Firemsn David Burke - Mrs. Margaretts
. Burke, effective 2/23/73 - (See Minutes of 4/2/73 - pages
9605-06-07) - (See letter of 4/18/73 from Mayor, Also
see letter from Corporation Counsel to President dated
5/4/73 with attached letter of 4/30/73 to Mayor - See
letter of 5/9/73 from George Connors, Acting Mayor)

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above. He said this particular pension
went to Court and the Judge ruled in favor of Mrs. Burke and she is entitled
to the deceased Mr, Burke's pension.

Seconded by Mr. Heinzer, who Said ‘the Personnel Committee concurs on this.
CARRIED with 2 no votes.

(14) $5,000.00 -  OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL - Code 110,0901 - Professiongl
services - (Mayor's letter of 5/4/73)

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded by Mr., Miller.
who seid the Legislative & Rules Committee also approved this item. DENIED
by a machine vote of 18 opposed and 17 in favor. (Requires a two-thirds vote
to carry)

(15) $2,505.21 - PENSION ~ Police Depgriment — Pgirolmgn Kenneth P, Rei -
effective Janu 13, 1973, bgsed on gl pension o
650,00 or of his ugl sgl of $11,300,00 -

(Mayor's letter of 5/1/73)

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above request ‘Seconded and CARRIED
unanimously.

(16) $467.00 - HUBBARD HEIGHTS MUNICIPAL GOLF COURSE - Covering Code 730.,06(
General Materiels & Supplies - (Mayor's letter of 5/2/73)

MR. BOCCUZZI seid this is due to an accident where a car hit the fence and is
an insurance cleim and fully reimburssble. HE MOVED for approval. Seconded
and CARRIED unanimously.

(17) £25,000.00 = Rerresentinz a Gront =warded to the City of Stgmford from
the Devsrtment of Housing end Urben Development (HUD) +to
be glloc.ted zs follows: (Aayor‘s letter of 5/2/73)

Code 108.0101 = Mayor's Office - Selaries -$18,750.00
-Code 108,0301 - " " < Stationery % Postage ' 1,150-00
Code 108.0401 - O n - Advertising & Printing -— 172.00
Code 108.0501 - " - Telerhone & Telegraph ———————w—— 300,00
Code 108.0802 - ® " = Car Allowance - ~ 800,00 -
Code 108,0901 - " " - Special Professional Services ~390.00
Code 108.2102 - " " - Subscriptions 175.00
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Code 159,0000 - Major Medical -- -$ 600.00
Code 160.0000 - Social Security 1,263.00

- Code 161.,0000 - Hospitalization - 1 200.C0
Code 162.0000 - Group Life Insurance ————————— __200.00

: $25,000.00

YR. BOCCUZZI said this represents a Grant to the Ciiy of Stamford from the

Depurtment of Houslng and Urban Develo,ment. HE MOVED for spproval., Scconded
zy Mr. Heinzer, who said the Personnel Committee concurs: Mr. Livingston said
,he Education, Welfare & Government Commiitee also approved uhlS item, CARRIED
by a vote of 32 in fgvor, 5 opposed and 1 abstention.

(18) $56,219.00 - FIRE DEPARTMENT - Covering Code 540.0110 - Holiday Time —
(Mayor's letter of 5/1/73) ,

MR. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Commlttee approved this by a vote of 5 yes, 2 no,
and 3 abstentions. Mr. Heinzer said the Personnel Committee concurs and
seconded the motion.

MR. KNAPP sald he does not particularly like this although he knows it is
contractual and we are going to have to pay it. Here again, he said, 18 a
case of the Finance Board putting the Board of Representatives in a bind.

He said last year when they cut the Budget they denied the funds, knowing

- very well that it would have to be approved, and now this year they come back
end approve it, and if we don't approve, then we look like the bums.

MR. HEINZER said he understands that since this Holiday time is put into the
contract, that there is a greal deal of holiday time being spent and certainly
snybody in that spot would be glad to work the holidays too. He said we
should take a good hard look at the contract coming up next month on this
juestion of Holiday time. He said it was put in the contract because Holiday
ime was necessary and now it seems to have increased by leaps and bounds
since it was included in the contract. :

*R. BOCCUZZI said originally when Holiday and off day slips were issued, it
“ss because they actually wanied an off day, but what ihey are now doing is’
selling them back to ihe Ciiy and working that day, so they are getting double
~ime. He said if they want off days, they should take them and not tie the
city doun for a couple of hundred thousand dollars every year.

R. ROOS said these are in ihe contract and the whole ides seems to be to
£2t more meney. He sald we are very generous in our holidays and for the men
O accept these holid.ys and “hen work thct day, it abrogates the function

2 the Fire administration. :

3

MR. LIVIIGSTON s=id at the Fiscal Comxittee meeiing it was explained that these

==n were working and because they were worizing, it was actually saving the Clity

Ztney -~ the reason being that the deperiment was understaffed. He said he does

zot go elong with what the Fire Chief sazic, bul he did say that it was saving
The City money znd mlght cost more if it was done the other way around.

MR, GUROIAN seid he thinks. thls practlce is an ebuse of the Contract.

¥R. BOCCUZZI @aid before a vote is t slen he wants- to remind the members that
this is a provision of this year's contrmct. He said this Board voted
:nprOVal of the contract and should h- ve thouéht of this at that time,
Yecause now it is too late.
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VOTE taken on above request - DE\IED oy a vote of 23 in favor and 13 opposed.
(A two-thirds vote required)

(19) $5,340.00 - BOLRD OF RECREATION - For the following: (Mayor's letter
of 5/1/73 »
STERLING FARMS ‘-Qgééll N:
Code 726.0107 - Seasonal Help -$1,500. 00’
Code 726.1801 - Repairs to Recrestion Barn Theatre -—  840.00
Code 726.5802 - Materlals (costumes, stage settings, o
prograns, etc. ) —————————— 3,000,00
$5,340.00

'MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for apprcval of the abcve request. Seconded and
CARRIED with one no vote.

(20) Resolution No, 900 - AUTHORIZATION OF PRELIMINARY APPLICATION FOR
: STATE AID GRANT FOR ROGERS SCHOOL REHABILITATION AND REFURBISHING

- PROJECT, STAMFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS, CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET FOR
1972-1973 AND PROPOSED CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET FOR 1973-197
(Mayor's letter of 4/5/73) T

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the following resolution. Secohded byn
Mr. Livingston who said the Education, Welfare & Government Committee
concurs. CARRIED unanimously

HESOLUTION NO. 900

AUTHORIZATION OF PRELIMINARY APPLICATION FOR STATE AID GRANT
FOR ROGERS SCHOOL REHABILITATIOHN AND REFURBISHING PROJECT,
STAMFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS, CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET 1972-1973
AND PRCPOSED CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET 1973-1974

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the
City of Stamford, pursuant tc and within the limitations of Public Act No.
493, entitled: "An Act Concerning Applicztion for School Building Grants"
(1969 Session of General Assembl y) that the Board cf Education is hereby
authorized and directed tc apply for State Aid oxn behalf of the Board of
Education, for Rogers Schcol Rehsbilitation and Refurbishing Project,
Stamford Public Schools, Capital Projects, in the name of the City of
Stemford for said Project. -

S e s T T

(21) Resolution Ko, 901 — AUVHOLIZATIUVE OF PREILIMIHARY APPLICATION FOR
STATE AID GRANT FOR SFUILGDALE SCHOOL MULTI-MEDIA CENTER AND CLASSROOMS
CAPITAL ‘PROJECTS, SIAZFURD yum C SCHOOLS, CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET
FOR 1972-1973 m\:D TRU.USL) CAPITal i:0J.,C7S BUDGET FOR 1973-197 4
(Mayor's letter of 4/5/73)

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for sapprcval of the 1‘~wlng resolution. Seconded by
Mr. Livingston, who said the Education, We Tire & Governmenv Commlutee concurs
in approval. CARRIED unanimously: : '
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RESOLUTION NO, 901

AUTEORIZATION OF PRELIMINARY APPLICATION FCR STATE AID GRANT
FOR SPRINGDALE SCHOOL MULTI-MEDIA CENTER 4D CLASSROOMS
CAPITAL -PROJECT, STAMFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS CAPITAL PROJECTS
BUDGET 1972-1973 AND PROPOSED CAPITAL FROJECTS BUDGET 1973-74

EE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the City of
. Stamford, pursuant to and within the limitations of Public Act No. 493,
entitled "An Act Concerning Application for School Building Grants”

(1969 Session of General Assembly) that the Board of Education is hereby
authorized and directed to apply for the State Aid on behalf of the Board
of Education, for Springdale School Multi-Media Center and Classrooms
Capital Project, Stamford Public Schools, Capital Project, in the name of
the City of Stamfom for said Project.

SESEHHE I I I I HHHHIENAR R

Request for Personnel Commission to re—eVQlﬁgte the salgry levels of non-

contractugl employees

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she would like for the Personnel Commission to re—evaluate
the salary levels of non-contractual employees of the City of Stamford, as they
are going in before the Persomnel Commission in dribs and drabs and it only
adds to the inequitable amounts that are derived for different people. She
asked for the Personnel Chairman to ask the Personnel Commission to please

ask them to do something on a re-evaluation study because these increases

are being granted by the Personnel Commission and then they come to us for
approval., She said some people go before the Commission and are granted these
-increases and others do not go before them and stay the same and it results

in equitable amounts for various people and it is very noticeable if you go
through the Budget. '

MR. HEINZER MOVED for SUSPENSION OF THE RULES in crder to move his Committee
report up on the Agenda as he has to leave shortly. Seconded and CARRIED.

(1) TEACHERS ATTE CONTRACT:

MR, HEINZER MOVED for approval of the above contrszct which does not appear on
~he Agenda. Seconded. He said this contract was negotiated by the Board of
Zducation between them and the Teachers Aides and Mr. Barrett, our Negotlator,
vas in on the negotiations and the changes from the 0ld contract are listed in
e letter that you should have received from Mr. Barrett. He said the changes
“rom the old contract are as follows: The salary schedule includes an increese
of $1.00 per day; up one step, plus an adjustment from a 6 hr. day; Memoriasl
Day has been added as a paid holiday this year and liew Year's Day and Washing-
~on's Birthday for next year, msking three paid kolidays, and 3 days paid
bereavement and the Board will pey 33 1/3 of the em.loyees Medical Insurance
instead of the percent 25%. He said at the time <his was negotiated there were
several EEA aides working along with these Aides snd they were receiving a much
higher rate, which placed the Teacher's Aides in guite a good bargeining
position which is one of the things this Board specified when we passed the -
money for the EEA, that nobody be peid imwre than = com.arable employee of the
City and that has been violated to ihe point where we now have placed the Unions
in good bargaining position because they are working along side people who

are getting more money for doing the same work. He znid next time ve pass any
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money for EEA we had better mske very sure that this does not happen again.
MR. HEINZER was reminded at this point thet EEA is going to be phased out.

MR. HEINZER said the Personnel Committee has voted to approve this contract
and he SO MOVED. Seconded and CARRIED.

Note: Under provisions of Section 7-474, psragraph {d) of
State Statutes 1t states: ".....no such agreement,
or any part thereof shall require approval of the
legislative body of the mmicipality." (P A. 491,
S.8 = 1967)

(2) COLLECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACT - CONNECTICUT NURSES' ASSOCIATION -
' From July 1, 1972 through June 30, 1974

(3) COLIEC'I‘IVE BARGAINING CONTRACT - DENTAL BYGIENISTS - From July 1, 1972
through June 30, 1974

(L) COLLECTIVE BARGAINING COI\TRACT - CASEWOR.KERS -~ From JU.lI 1, 1972
through June 30, 1974

MR. HEINZER said he will spesk on all three of the above contracts, but the

vote taken will be on them separately. He said these are pretty much the same
as they were, except some of the worfling has been changed - some of the ambiguous
stuff has been taken out by Mr. Barrett and he has done his usual good job on
these contracts. He said they allow for a 5.4% salary increase the first year
and a 5 % increase the second year, plus several fringe benefits which do not
amount to very much, plus an additional amount for pension and for Social -
Security. He said the retirement age has been reduced from 62 to 60 years,

in line with the one this Board spproved for the Teamsters Contract in

February. He said we should have an analysis of cost on this.

MR. HEINZER MOVED for approval of the firsi contract — CONNECTICUT NURSES!
ASSOCIATION. Seconded.

MR, RUSSBACH spoke in opposition toc this conitract and the ones to come. He
said he is absolutely oppcsed to the lowering of the :etirement age and
increasing the City's contribution. He said if this continues it will be
going down to 58 and 55 years at half pay. He said he would rather give an
additional 5% pay increase every jear rather than lower thc retirement age.
He said in addition to th:.s, every time we grant a pay increase, we must
put more money into the re<iremen* fund. He cited the recent pemsion
catastrophe inveclving Hew Yorx City emloyees to realize npw easily fiscal
disaster is upon us. He said one of the prctlexs here is that we have fixed
costs and we have no control over them at Budget time.

MR. FRIEDMAN asked, through the Ch:ir, s question of the Persornel Committee
Chairman., He asked if there h:s been an a_mljsm of costs regarding the
Teduction of the retiremeni :ge from 62 to 60.

MR. HEINZER replied that on the analysis sheet, there is an amount which is the
contribution cost to the Pension. However, he said, he notes that the actuarial
costs 16 the City for a retirer at plan with a reduced age is not included in
the analysis of cost. ‘
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MR. FRIZEDNAL 3214 he for one would find it very difficult to vote yes on this
contract withou’ 2 :malysis of the cost of the reducticn of the retirement
sge froa ©2 “o &, e said ihis year in the leiier oY trausmittal Irom the
Board oI Finsnce, ihey celled to cur avieniica the fact that pension costs,
fringe benefits, ele. cost 1he tixpayers of this City two and a half million
dollars, or equivzlent to a two 2ill increase. Me said these are costs that
can t be udjusted or controlled.

MR. ROOS 2aif he voiled against the Teamsters reduced rension and voted against
this in the Ferconnel Committee. He zaid 1-;';30 cost3 represeni the largest
slice o our Iudgei. He objected to the reduced reiirement zge from 62 to 60.

MR, HETNZER suid in all fairness 1o Mr. Barreit, who is a fine negotiator, what
is being s-ic wmwy be irue and he is taking no vosition oue way or the other.
He poiniad oul th.t Mr, Barreti negoiiated hord on ell of these coniractis and
where he gave sousiliing he also goh semetning in return and we do noi know if
we hadn't rednced the age that some olher benefit may have been given in lieu
of it in ord er to arrive al a conlract, so we can't quite say that all of this
is the cost. e pointed out that Mr. Barreit probably did not give this point
up without a struggle snd without geiting, in return, som other benefit for the
City. ’ S

MR. FRIEDMAN said he is quite convinced ihat Mr. Barrett did a good job - and
that he guve soustihing to get something, but his question is - what did he
give? This, he still does not know.

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI asked if the Chairmsn has an actual cost figure on this first
contract? .

MR, HETIZER wusked if ihe speaker is u\-l.« ing sbhout the reduction in the age of
retirement.

MR. BOCCUZZI s5:2id for instunce in the Teachers! Aide contract we have the cost
analysis.

MR, HELIZRR « . 1% is going to cost us $28,722,00 ihe first year arnd $36,635
‘he secon” e.r, vnich repseésents the total cost. doueva‘, he sazid, that does
rnot show the acivrinl cost of ihe age ~ecductica from 62 to 60, but just shows
the contriviiilzon thal the City will mele. '

MR. CAPORIZID MUVED THE QUESTION, Seco.ded and CARRIED.

VOIE *aban cn <ive co oot - COECTICUT NUASES' ASSCCIATION. A machine vots

was tolien. IENIZD 57 oz vole of 3% mo and X ves.
MR, RYERICH s:l4 “YNere mast e a gy io vhisn lhls contraet has to be sent
back and he brlilrves ihis cortraoct Lo zo brel te Moo Berreti must be rejecled.

MR, MORADITU sald 1t has en rejeciald,

MR, HEL'TFR <44 e is going *o mel ‘o thai, because 211 of thz debate seems
<o have dam: nan*ored srotad the aze of rolirement and whaa we reject a
contract zccordir Lo the law, we heve Lo give s reuson for It and since no
asctuarial setl wuy has been given to us oa this end ine Board SEEMS to have
objected fo tle e of retirement being lowered, hs u‘n.m.s that 1s the reason
why we are scendin,: it back.




ol [
i e oo e D i e

Ll e e

9714
Minutes of June 4, 1973

MR. MORABITO asked if everyone agrees on that for the reason. No one objected.

COLIECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACT - DENTAL HYGIENISTS

MR. HEINZER MOVED for approval of the above contract. Seconded and DENIED
by a machine vote of 32 no .and 5 yes.

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACT - CASEVORKERS

MR. HEINZER MOVED for approval of the above contract. Seconded and DENIED
by a machine vote of 33 no and 4 yes. ’

MR. HEINZER said these are all returned for the same reason - the reduction of .
the retlrement age from 62 to 60.

IEGISIATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE:

MR. MILIER, Chairmen, said the Legislative & Rules Committee met on May 31st
and the follouing were present: Representatives Miller, Heinzer, Costello,
Knapp and Morabito. He reported on the following items referred to his Committee

(1) Proposed CONSUMER PROTECTION ORDINANCE (Creating a Consumer Protection
Commission for the City, consisting of 3 members) —— (Presented by the
women members of the Board on 3/19/73) —- (Held in Committee 4/2/73
and 5/7/73)

The above matter was held in Committee.

(2) Request for approval of AGREEMEVT to be entered into between TOWN OF _
BDARIEN and CITY OF STAMFORD, concerning SANITARY SEWERS for property of
Phillips Park, Inc., which agreement is supplemental to prior ggreement
dated 4/18/69 between the City and Phillips P %, Inc, —- (Letter from
Mayor dated 4/19/73)

The above was referred bac;»{ to Commitiee, It was also deferred by the Board _
of Finance at their May 10, 1973 meeting.

(3) Request to amend Ordinance No. 252 - CIANGING HAME OF WILLOW STREET TO
.TRESSER_BOULEVARD by sdding the words: "From WEST MAIN STREET to ELM
STREET, being aprroximitelv 20.720 feei" - {Submitted by Mike Tresser,
11th District Representative) v

The above was held in Committee.

(4) Ordinsnce (for final Afcotion) eniilisd: "SEWERS AND SEWAGE DISPOSAL"
(Adopted for publication 4/2/73: published 4/6/73; amended version
approved  for publication on 5/’7/’7? anC. published Fr:.daV, 5/11/73)

MR. MILIER said the above concerns the final adoption of the Ordinance .

* passed (for publication) at the last regular meeting of this Board (May 7,
1973 - pages 9643-44=45-~46-47). He said “his Ordinance, in effect,

replaces the preseat Sewer Comuission with a Sawer Advisory Board and the
vote by the five members present at the last meeting of the Legislative &
Rules Committee, was a unanimous vote in favor of the fi.nal adOption of this
Ordinance and HE SO MDOVED. Seconded,
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MR. COLASSO said there are two answers that he hasn't received, one of which

is the cornection charge. He said this charge is under the State Statutes and
the Charter does not provide for the connection charge. -The other question he
said is in regard to bonding. He aaid they have no word from the bonding lawyer
as to whether or not this will hold up the sewer program and he is in doubt about
this, '

MR. THEODORE BOCCUZZI said a couple of months ago he opposed this on several
grounds, one being that he questioned the legality of it and secondly, the
practicality of it. He said the question remains that we are supposed to be
a legislative body rather than an administrative one. He said some of the
Board members have raised the question of “his bonding issue and also as Mr.
Colasso has pointed out, there are some serious questions about the sewer
connection charges. On that basis, HE MOVED to refer this back to Commlttee
for further study.. Seconded.

MR. HEINZER said he had intended to propose a slight amendment to this tonight,
but first he wants to respond to some of the questions raised. He said in the
first place, there is no bonding problem —- the new Ordinance published lasi
month, does NOT make the Board of Representatives the Sewer Authority, but

puts sewers back, the same as roads and everything else, under the Public Works
Department for Lhe Adminigiratlion to handle and bonds will be lel oul Just

the same as General Obligation Bonds which the City has always let out and there
is no problem there. Secondly, if there is somgthing about the comnection
charge.......he would now propose an amendmeni, or will do so after he sees if
this goes back to Committee, that all previous actions of the now Sewer Commission
shall remgin in full force and effect unless rescinded by a resolution of the
Board of Representatives. He aaid that means thet all of those charges will
stay just the way they are unless rescinded by us. He said that solves the
whole problem and there will then be no question of getting into a bind with
charges, etc.

MRS. LAITMAN asked the spesker if this Bierd has the autherity to mek: tha®
emendment, 2nd 1f so, under what section of the Charter d-es it appeer.

MR. HEINZER said we are dissolving the Sewer Commission - therefore we become
the legislators - we still remain the legislative body and therefor can make
these decisions, because no longer is there a sewer Authority under the State
tatute.  He said remember this is a new Ordinance, vary carefully worded.....
he quoted from paragraph 2 of the proposed Ordinance. He said the Bcard of
Representatives have the power under the corporate powers and under Sec. 201
of the Chearter - has the right to interpret those powers. He said we are the
laxing body, we set fees for parks, and set fees for everything. He said he
has gone cver this with M_ Boodman and we «ill be sgtle to do any of these
things. : ] o

MRS. LAITMAI\. said she still 'th:.nks we do not bave the powver to abollsh the
Sewer Commission., . :

MRS, SEERMAN said she would like for Mr. Helnzer to clarify a couple of points,
namely, wher he said in effect that we are approving everything the Sewer '
Commission has done up to this point, or is it just a question of connection
fees ~=- or what? She said she takes exception to some of the things that

the Sewer Commission has done, including some fees. :
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MR. €EINZER said this will have tc wait untll we decide what we are going to
do about Mr. Boccuzzi's motion. He said hHe is going to-meke the motion that
everything will remain in full force and effect UNIESS we rescind it, which
is what we have to do anyway. )

MRS, SHERMAN said does that mean “if you take exceptlon -to somethlng that you
can hring iT up before this tody?

MR. HEINZER Said this would just clarify the:position, because now it seems
that we are in limbo —- do those things 'remain insforce, or den't.-they? He
sald the probable legal interpretation would be that they remain in force

- and effect unless we rescind them, because the Corporation Counsel has told
him that., He said thereforelet's clarify it.

MRS, SHERMAN said if the Board approves the Ordlnance, then st some future
time, a member of this body can come in with a revocation of some former fee
that the Sewer Commission has established :

MR. HEINZER said very definitely snd they ask this Board:to rescind it.

MR, SCOFIELD said, having previously served as a member of the Seuer Committee,
he knows how actlve they have been, he really does not feel that this body cen
take on the work of the Sewer Commission. He sald perhaps an appeal to this
Board on certain decisions that are controversial-might be in order, but he
does not think the workings of the Sewer Commissinn, to date, have been that
"+d. He said they sre thinking of the Cityras a whole and are a hard working
group. He said perhaps with our Sewer Committee working clgsely with the
Sewer Commission, they might work out a more equitable plan. He said he is
definitely agalnst the Ordinance as.it is:.now written.

MR. ROOS said he thinks the Sewer Commission has been doing e good job and ve
are teking a sort of punltlve action because they happened to have the courage
of their convictions in one case.

MR, KNAPP said earlier this evening he asked the same question when Mr. Heinzer
said he weuld like to add to his Ordinance and the answer he got back in one
breath, was no, we couldn't do any thing like that because we did not have the
power and then in the next breath he also heard - well, if you're going %o take
over, then you are going to be responsible for what they heve done. He Sgld
right now hé is undecided.

MRS. FORMAN sgid she agrees with Mr. Scbfleld'and Mr. Roos and she believes
thal our own Corporat ion Counsel has gquestions about this and we need further
claIl.L:Lca..:Lonc

MR, MILIER said he has beer in ccastant cormunication with the office of the
Corporation Counsel and it spresrs to him that they have said all that they are
going tc say on the matter and it zlso appears that they do not choose to put
anything else in writing. He said he rather resents the 1mpllcatlon that no
Questicns were asked or answerna untll the last mlnute.

MR.  THEODORE BOCCUZZI (who made the motion to return to Commlttee) said he can
see nothing to te gained bty further detate - that the Sewer Committee should
study it further and we have an otligation to allow them to get more involved
in vhat, if enything, should be done.

7] -
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altler considersgble further dobates, MR, RAVALLESE MOVED TiE QUESTION.
Seconded and CARRIED with one no vote.

4 ROLL CALL VOTE was requested on the motion which was approved.

The vote to refer back *o the Legislat ive & Rules Committee was CARRIED by +he

following ROLL CALL VOTE of 22 in favor and 16 oyyosed.

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR:

BOCCUZZI, John (D) 4
BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D)
COLASSO, -John (D)
COSTELLO Robert (D)
DIXON, Handy (D)
FORMAN Barbara (R)
FLAI\AGAN William (R)
GAMBINO, Philip (D)
KELLY, Stephen (D)
LAITMAN Marilyn (D)
1ENZ, Frederick (D)
MORABITO Joseph (D)
PERILLO, Alfred (D)
RAVALIESE, George (D)
ROOS, John (R)

' ROSE, Matthew (D)

RYBNICK, Gerald (D)
SCHAIE, Richard (R)
SCOFIELD, Edward (R)
TRESSER, Michael (R)
TRUGLIA, Anthony (D)
WALSH, Peter (D)

THOSE vo"mc ;. OPPOSITION:

CAPORIZZO William (R)
CROSBY, Robert (R)
EXNICIOS, Robert (R)
FRIEDMAN, Beriram (R)
GUROIAN, Armen (D)
IEINZER, Charles (R)
KELLY, James (D)

KNAPP, Warren (D)
LIVINGSTON, Jeremish (D)

_ MILIER, Frederick (D)

MORRIS, Thomas (R)
PERKINS, Billie (R)
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R)
RUSSBACH, Daniel (R)
SHERMAN, Edith (R)

VARMNEY, Kin (R)

\5) Ordinance No, 271 = {for fingl sdoption) — CONCERIING AUTFORIZATION OF
EASEMENTS FROM THE CITY OF STAMFORD TO TEE HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT
COMPANY FOR TEE FURPOSE OF PROVIDLNG ELECTRICAL & GAS SERVICE
DISTRIBUTION FACILIZIES FOR TiE ICE SKATING RINK Ok T:E SQUTH SIIE OF
QOVE ROAD AT COVE ISLAXD - (Mayor's letter of 4/11/73) - (Apgroved “or
publication 5/7/73 and published 5/11/73)

MR, MILLER MOVED for finel adopticn of the following Ordingnce.- Ssconded and
CARRIED unsnimously: :

ORCLUALCE 0. Z7° SUPPLEMELTAL

CONCERNING AUTHORIZATICH Or EASEMENTS FROM THE CITY OF STAMFORD TO
THE _HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPAXNY FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROVIDING
ELECTRICAL AWD GAS SERVICE DISTRIFUTION FACILITIES FOR_THE ICE
SKATING RINK Ox THE SQUTH SIDE OF COVE ROAD AT COVE ISLAND

1 ZE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

. In conformity with Section 483 of the Stamford Charter end noiwithstanding
N eny provisions of Chapter 2, Se ctior_ 2-2/, to 2=27 inclusive of the Code of
General Ordinances of the City of Stamford, the following easements:
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To the HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY - map entitled

"Easement covering - gas pipe line installation on the property
of -the City of Stamford, Cove Island Park, off Cove Road,
Stamford, Connecticut. Sketch #K-7310-M, Scale None, Date
March 5, 1973" ' :

To Lhe HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY - map entitled

"Easement covering - electric underground facilities on the property
of the City of Stamford, Cove Island Park, off Cove Road, Stamford,
Connecticut. Sketch Noa K-7309-M, Scale None, Date March 1, 1973"

vhich maps are to be filed in the office of the Town Clerk of said City of’
Stamford, are hereby anthorized for the purpose of providing electrical -
and gas service distribution facilities to the GCove Island Ice Skating Rink.

The Mayor of the City of Stamford is hereby authorized and enpowered to act
for the City of S*amford and to execute and deliver all documents necessary
to grant the easements aforegaid.

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

63 33696 909 H 303 3606 FEICHE I3 I 396 I NN

(6) ' Final adoption of Ordinance entitled: "AN onnmmcs OF THE CITY OF

STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT, PROVIDING FOR THE REPEAL OF SECTION 10-61 OF THE

' _CODE OF ORDINANCES, CITY OF STAMFORD, AND DECLARING SAME TO EE NULL AND
VOID AND OF NO EFFECT" - (Approved for publication 5/7/73; published
'5/11/73) - (Mayor's letter of 4/13/73) - Note: This was submitted in TWO
Parts. However, the second part was DENIED by the Board at the May 7th!
meeting by a vote of 33 no and 3 yes —— see 5/7/73 agenda, item #11,
‘under L & R - See pagss 9648-49-50 of 5/7/73 minutes)

MR. MILLER sald this calls for the repesl of the Section which concerns the
exemption of one and two family houses which are owner occupied in the .
housing code. He said this matter was discussed by him committee and the
vote was 3 to 2 recommending DENIAL, with Representatives Knapp, Morabito

and Costello voting in favor of denial and Miller and Heinzer in favor of
repeal. He said he wishes to also note that the Committee authorized him,
in the event of the section in question being repesled, to then ask for a
suspenslon of the rules so that we might consider the other part of this,
vwhich was denied at the May 7th meeting - that proposal that the annual
schedule of inspections could not begin without the approval of the Board of
Representatives. :

MR. MILLER MOVED for final adopiion of the Ordinance and that there be a
ROLL CALL VOTE teken. Seconded. .

MR, GURDIAN sgid this has been dragglng on for six months and is happy to see
that the Corporation Counsel agrees that HUD's offer is nothing more than
blackmail, although the Corporation Counsel did say that we should submit :
1n order to get money. » .

e,

MR. EXNICIOS said he wishes to make two points and he is also opposed to the
finel adoption of this Ordinance - the first one being that the proponants of

-this amendment point out that Ordinance #65 had provisions in it for inspection
but what they are leaving unsald is that the present Ordinance is mch more
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stringent, and is based on 1973 building codes wheress Ordinance #65 was based
on 1952 or before, and many houses would be in violation of ihe new Ordinance.
The second thing he said he wants to point out is that he does not like to be
"blackmailed" by HUD and let's lei them show their hand and we can always
Tescind this amendment, if we wish, at any time. _ :

MRS. LAITMAN said there has been mch play on unfounded fears znd less than
1% of the housing inspections in the City last year were concerned with 51ng1e
farily home ouners. She said she for one, is noi afraid.

MR. FRIEDMAN said he believes this issue goes back to the date of the new
Ordinance, when this clause was in there and this Board chose to delete the
particular item. He said laws are made to protect the innocent and punisn

the guilty and he, for one, would be very upset if his next door neighbor ‘had

& foul smelling septic tank that was overflowing and breeding bacteria. He
said in certain districts where houses are close to one another, this can apply
and why should a home owner who complies with the laws have no recourse 1f his
neighbor wants to violate the laws?

MR. DIX said last year when the new housing code was passed he thought we had
done a pretty good job, even though one and twe family houses were exempted.
Since that time he sald he has had a chance to study the number and conditions ’
of one and two family buildings and finds they are numerous and many are sub-
Standard, so he has now concluded that a housirg code which permits a building
to be occupied when it is in a sub—standard state is a bad Code. _

MR. RUSSBACH pointed out that item #15 w. .- le Fiscal Committee on the agenda -
tonight was granted, in spite of the fscc that we did not conform to HUD's
edict. He said it seems that they mist realize that their threats to withhold
our money from us are 111ega]

*RS. SHERMAN said this Board sihould be awere that our Health Direetor has the
zower right now to go into every home in the City. She said this right to do
“2is is under Section 19-79 <. the State Statutes and Sec. 420.1 of our Charter
znd under the provisions o. Ordinance No. 246, Sec, 18~23., She quoted from
‘e sections involved. 'She szid we should not be afrasid to pass this
rdinance becauqe the Health Dlrector already has the power to enter pr1Vate

.
hagete ) N

MR, MOPUIS said ve are talking about two different things - sepiic tanks and
7.2 health factors and the Health Director does have the right of entry.
“~.2ver, he said, what he is talking about is the reason why he had single
"“11y homes exemp*ed was for an entirely different resson. He said all he .
is ~rylng to do is to protect the homeowner, and the next thing that will
Zarren is that before you can sell ycur house you will have to bring it up

=0 standard. He maid health hezards and building standards are two different

“hings and should not be confused. s

MRS, PONT-BRIANT pointed out that Sectlon 10-11 of the preseut Charter does
ellow the Health Director, in the case of emergency for health welfare or
szfety reasons to enter a home. . »

MR, FLANAGAN said this does not apply to one and two famll» dwellings, because

<he last chapter - Section 10-61 says it doesn't apply. He_said if we-would

“Onfine our remarks to our new Charter end Code, we wculd solve a lot of
Froblems.
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MR. MORRIS MOVED THE QUESTION. Seconded and CARRIED.
A ROLL CALL VOTE was requested and approved.

Final adoption of the Ordinance was LOST by ithe following ROLL CALL VOTE

of 19 opposed, 17 in favor and one abstention.

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR:

BOCCUZZI, John (D)
BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D)
CROSBY, Robert (R)

- DIXON, Handy (D)
FORMAN, Barbara (R)

FLANAGAN, William (R) -

FRIEDMAN, Bertram (R)
LAITMAN, Marilyn (D)
LIVINGSTON, Jeremiah (D)
MILLER, Frederick (D)
PERKINS, Billie (R)
RO0S, John (R)

ROSE, HMatthew (D)
SCHADE, Richard (R)
SCOFIELD, Edward (R)
SHERMAN, Edith (R)
TRESSER, Michael (R)

ABSTAINED:

THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITION:

 CAPORIZZO, William (R)

COLASSO, John (D)
COSTELLO, Robert (D)
EXNICIOS, Robert (R)
GAMBINO, Philip (D)
GUROIAN, Armen (D)
KELLY, James (D)
KELLY, Stephen (D) -
KNAPP, Warren (D)
LENZ, Frederick (D)
MORABITO, Joseph (D)
MORRIS, Thomas (R)
PERILLO, Alfred (D)
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R)
RAVALIESE, George (D)
RUSSBACH, Daniel (R)
RYBNICK, Gerald (D)
TRUGLIA, Anthony (D)

WALSH, Peter (D)

VARNEY, Kim (R)

(7) Proposed Ordinance .(for publication) CONCERHING PRESERVATION OF TREES AND
RATURAL AREAS ALONG CITY STREETS - (Submiited by Frederick Ienz, 1st
District Representative)

- MR. MILLER MOVED for approval of publication of the fol1ow1ng proposed Ordinance
Seconded and CARRIED unanimously:

PROFOSED ORDIHANCE

PRESERVATION OF TREES A.D NATURAL AREAS ALONG CITY STREETS
EBE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

(a) No construction, repzirs, widening or other alteration or excavation
and no storm or sgnitary sewer, catch basin, curbing, or culvert installation
- in or adjacent to public streets or highways shall be released for bidding -
or carried ‘out by City employees unless and until the design, plans and
specifications therefor have been submitied to and apyroved by the Department
of Parks -and Latural Resources if city-owned trees and/or shrubs are growing
inside the. area of the proposed contract or project or growing on public or
private property within fifteen (15) feet of the limits of such contract or
project, and .
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(b) Any contrsct or snec1f1c=t1ﬁns for the aroremertioned types of vork

shall include provision for the replacexent by purchase and planting of any
trees or shrubs whose removal was necessitated b “le glorementioned construction
or alteration and such replacezent trees and/c+ shrubs shall be designated as

to species and size by the Departzent of Parl's &34 Natural Rescurces and the

cost of such replacement planting shall be incldded in the specifications as
part of the contract or project.

(¢) This ordlnqnce shall take effect upon its adoption by the Board of
Representatives of the City of Stamford. :

************************************* '

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE

Complaint concerning dum@ingéof debris on City streets

MR. ROSE said he has a complaint on the above matter and also a petition
concerning Orchard Street. Referred to Steering'Committee.

PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE

(1) Request from Park Commission to name new park at junction of Greenwich
Avenue and Tresser Boulevard (formerly Wlllow Street) the "ROTARY CLUB

PQ 55“
MR. KELLY MOVED for approval of the above request. He said it was the opinion

of the Chairman and the Commission that the naming of a previously unnamed tract
does not require'confirmation by the Board of Representatives. Seconded.

MRS. LAITMAN said she does not understand and asked the spesker why he is moving
for the Board's approval when it is not required.

MR. KELLY replied just as a matter of record, because we were stopped in the
Steering Committee with another park "and this could be thrown out too.

MRS. PONT-BRIANT objected to the naming of a park after an organization.
MR. KELLY said it is too small to name after a person. ‘

VOTE taken on above motion. DENIED,

(2) Concerning perk at junction of Richmond Hill and Fairfield Avenue be

named the "JACKIE ROZINSON MEMDRIAL FARK"- (Requested by Mr. Livingston
5th Districi Representative. :

MR, KELLY MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded and CARRIED.

(3) PETITION ?

RIVER PARK O JU% 28, 29, 30 and JULY 1. 1973 = (To be open to the
commnity free of charge - Requested in letter dated 4/9/73 from
Charles P, Lickson, Counsel to Committee for Performing and Visual-

Arts, Inc.)

MR, KELLY MOVED for epproval of the above request. Seconded and CARRIED,
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(4) PETITION NO. 382 — Reauest from AMERICAN-ITALIAN ASSOCIATION for:
permission to run a2 feast 2t Stamord Catholic High School on
July 5, 6, 7 and 8 from 7:C0 P.M. to 12 midnight - (Requested in
letter dated 5/10/73) '

MR. KELLY MOVED for approval of the sbove request. Seconded and CARRIED.

(5) Request to TRANSFER ADMINISTRATIVE JURISDICTION FROM GENERAL CITY
GOVERNMENT TO THE PARK DEPARTMENT under provisions of Ordinance No,
- 144 of the City-owned tract st the northwest cormer of Rockrimmon:
and Scofieldtown Roads, the site of the former City dump -
(Letter dated 5/3/73 from Edward Connell)

Referred to the Steering Committee for referral to the LEGISLATIVE &
RULES CCMMITTEE, for July Board meeting.

(6) FEES for use of Cubeta Stadium and tennis courts at Stamford and
Rippowam High Schools - (Letter dated 5/14/73 from Supt. of Recreation .
Bruno Giordano)-

MR. KELLY presented the folloﬁing fees as contained in above letter and MOVED
for their approval. Seconded and CARRIED unanimously:

FEES - (CUBETA STADIUM) CHARGE
Officiel City Event, Memorial Day, etc. No charge
Little League, Babe Ruth league, Pop Warner $5.00 per game
Twilight League, Other City Men's Teams 10,00 » ®
Bonafide Non-profit Community type program- ‘
DAY USE ————- 15.00 per hr. to 5 P.M.
EVENING USE -~— 125.00 for 3 hra.

175.00 for 4 hrs.

Commercial or Professional Organization: '
DAY USE ——=——em $300.00 full day to 5 P.M.

 EVENING USE --- 150.00 per hr. (after 5 P.M.)
Practice Use : DAY USE —-———  15.00 per hr. to 5 P.M. ‘
EVEZING USE -—- 35.C0 " " (after 5 P.M.)

FEES (Tennis Courts)

Rippowam and Stamford High Schools - : ‘
RESIDENTS ————m 50¢ per hr. per person
WOk HESIDEHTS - i,00 » ® woomn

If a collection or admission is charged at Cubets Stadium, the City will
share in 25% cf the amount collected or receive the zbove minimum charges
(in advence) whichever is greater.

Records and receipts dealing other than with the Board of Recreation prograums
are to be maintained by the Department of Public Works., Permits for such
functions are made through the Department of Public Works, but cleared through
the Board of Recreation Departimente

Every effort should be made to balance "income producing" programs so that the
financial burden will be lessened. -

The above schedule of fees should be considered tentative only, and should be
reviewed as required, based on actual operating costs.

= ’ i ) ,‘l




972

AVV]

Minutes of June 4, 1973

(7) Ceopy of letter frem Bruno Giordano, Sust of Recreation, tc Dr.
Reigh Carpenter, Suni. of Roard of Education - REQUESTLIG POSSIBILITY
OF ASSUMING JJRISDICTICHN OF RYLE SCHOOde-\ﬂated on Sﬂuth "ield Avenue
(letter not dated)

MR. KELLY read the sbove letter and asked that it be made a part of the record.

MR. JOHN DOGCUZZI sald Ryle School happens to be in his District and he can
assure everyone that the school will te in operation Ior years to come and does
not feel it is a bit necessary that the jurisdiction of this school be turned
over to the Board cf Re*“eation at this time.

MR. KELLY said they are just &c‘ng on record that if the school ever is olosed
that they be given first crack at it.

MRS PONT-BRIANT said this is merely going on record and does not mean that
the Board approves.

(8) LIONE PARK WADING POOL

MR. KELLY saild the use of this wading pool was requested by the Stamford Boys!
Club. He said the answer is that this wap conatructed over 30 years ago and

we have patched it up several times and in our opinion, it is just about
obsolete. He quoted from the Health Department!'s report, saying there are large
cracks and fissures in the floor of the pool and the drainage pit is blocked up
with stones and broken glass and the plumbing is damaged.

PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE: ~

In the absence of the Chairman, George Russell, Mr. Tresser turned over his
report and it is presented belou: :

PLAXNING & ZONING COMMITTEE REPORT

Committee met on Tuesday, April 10, 1973, at 7:30 P.M. in the Democratic .
Caucus Room.

All Committee membters were present. Also present were Corporation Counsel,
J. Robert Bromley and members of the Bcard's U.R.C. Committee, Chairman John
Roos, Rotert Crcsby ard Thilip Genmbins. - E

Item Referred - Zoring Byimi's request for the Board cf Reoresentatives to
investisete Uiz auegtion of whether the Urban Renewal area
is suoject *o zomiag ramalations and their request for some
formal agiirn as T2 zoning viclations they felt exist at
101 Bros? 3trset .nd the Gerer:l Telephcne and Electronic
tuildings

The Commitiee has held seve-.l wmeetings on this referrsl and presented an
interim report to *his Boa~d at its rejular March meeting, in which the
basic differencas of opinion were explained.

In order to make *he findizigs c? this final report clear, the committee again
refers to the complaints of the Zoning Board. They felt that the U.R.C. Commission
was permitting the sponscr major building changes which they interpreted should
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be brought before their Board or the Zcning Board of Appesls before becoming
Tzcts. On the other hand, the U.R.C. felt that they proceeded properly,
tecause of a legal opinion written in August 1970.by former Corporation Counsel
Frank D'Andres and again by a written opinion from present Corporation Counsel
‘Robert Bromley and his essistant, Theodore Godlin, which ag“eed with the
originel opinion.

The debatable building violations included the two top pent house or utility
floors of 101 Broad Street, as to their percentage occupancy of the roof ares.
The zcning regulation for CC-N calls for 25%; the actual present size with
U.R.C. resolution approval is 39%. There is also a question as to what the
actual story height is. This appeared to be an interpretetion of building
height end where do you start.

The GTE building involved the adding of four stories over the ten. Again, by
a U.R.C. resolution. Also, a side yard requirement was granted. In the GIE
change, the total building density was left the same as was in the ten story
proposal. This was done to obtain greater open green area around the building.

The Committee received some 90 pages of correspondence on this subject, and if
you summarize it all, it repeatedly refers to General Statutes that apparently
permit an Urban Renewal Plan to take precedence over municipally established
zoning rules whenever a conflict exists. Former Corporation Counsel Frank
D'Andrea gave a lengthy six page wrltten opinion on August 5, 1970 on this
subject.

Present Corporation Counsel Robert Bromley, with his Assistant, Theodore Godlin,
further agreed with the former Corporation Counsel Frank D'Andrea in a written
opinion on May 27, 1971 to James Sotire, City Bullding 0ffic1al and Zoning
Enforcement Offlcer.

One of the chief conflicts between the U.R.C. and the Zoning Board was what the
U.R.C. considered "minor" changes as against the Zoning Board's opinion to be
"major" changes. Corporation Counsel Bromley commented that his office felt
that they did not wish to be placed in the position of trying to interpret what
is minor and what is major changes, and would refuse to give an opinion in this
direction if so asked.

It certainly appears thatthe Zoning 3oard has no legal control over the South-
east Quadrant Project. However, at present, a written agreement has been arrive
at between ithe U.R.C. and the Zoning Board, as well as the Building Inspector.
The agreement states that no further changzes will be made until submitted to

the Building Inspector ¢ad Zoning 3ozrd., Hence, at present, it would seem all
is well. But a change in Boards couid peruit a similar situc=ion to arise.

It tecame obvious tc the Committee, as facts were gathered, that since the time
when the original plan was submitted wvears back, many changes in Stamford have
come about - one being Transportution Plaza, whicn permits 21 story buildings
and thus makes adjoining preseat 10 Suory CC-S area practlcally surrounced by
21 story zoning.

The U.R.C. will soon be presenting the Bo;rdgof Representatives with an updated
plan. It is hoped and expected that they will work with the Zoning Board .and
also that the Zoning Board will review their regulations as to CC-N and CC-S
and up date them to present"conditions and possible future plans.
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The committee was strong in feeling that zoning regulztions should be followed.
It was unfortunate that, despite several years of cuestionable legsl status of
the Zoning Board as to their powers in the U.R.C. =rsz that the situation was
not resolved a long time basck. Some members of the Coxmmittee visited 101
Broad Street and reviewed the intended near future co-gpletion plans for this
area. It is indeed impressive and there is no guesticn that when the South-
east Quadrant Project is completed, it will be one of the most beautiful and
~and unusual building complexes on the whole East coast. The tax revenue from
this area will now, due to continual improvement changes, such as obtaining
GTE Corporation, become severasl times what was originslly expected.

Further, in conclusion, the Committee could find no intentional wrongdoing,
since the Urban Redevelopment Commission acted under legal advisement and
with all good intentions, Also, the final outcome appears to be beneficial
to Stamford as a whole. ‘ '

Better liaison between Boards and City Officials is an absolute necessity for
minimizing similar situations. The committee strongly supports zoning regulatioms,
supported by an upright Zoning Board, together with a Zoning Enforcement Officer,
"who likewise polices strict adherence to the zoning regulations.

Respectfully submitted,

George E. Russell, Chairman
Planning & Zoning Committee

MR; GUROIAN said he is not in total disagreement with the msjority report,
but he is in disagreement with that portion of the report which states:
"It certainly appears that the Zoning Board has no legal control over the
Southeast Quadrant Project".

He said if that were so, the Zoning Board would not have contested the matter,
nor wauld the Planning & Zoning Committee of this Board been asked to investigate
the matter.

He said it is his contention that the Zoning Board end the Zoning Enforcement
Officer HAS jurisdiction over zoning matters in the Scutheast Quadrant of the
URC. He said when the Board: of Representatives approved the URC contract, it

was with the clear understasnding that the redeveloper would comply with local
Zoning Regulations. Within the contract between the City and the redeveloper,

it states under‘Sectlon 3.9 "VWhen necessary, the redeveloper and the City agency
will join in applying for such zonin s and suvdivisior =pprovals es may be
required with any epplicable laws, rmil3s =nd regulations of the City of Stamford."

He said during the investigation of the jurisdicticnzl cdispute between the
Zoning Board and the URC before the Ccmmittee, he mziniszined that the August
1970 opinion by former Corporztion Counsel Frank D'Ardres was responsible for -
the difficulty encountered by the Zcning Board and the Zoning Enforcement
Officer in carrying out their duties within the URC. He said that opinion

of 1970 subverted and abrldged the original agreemernt between the City and the
redeveloper. : -

He said a member of the Zoning Board who uas present during the Committee -
investigations, disputed the fact that this was not the cese and subsequently
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the Corporaticn Counsel, Bromley, agreed with the opinion given by D'Andrea in
1970. He sald thus the City's zoning powers and regulatory prerogatives were
locked out of the URC and the URC became, in effect, an atonomous entity within
the City.

He said it is to this very serious matter that this Board must address its
immediate attention to and despite the fact that an apparent agreement has been
reached between the warring parties - the URC and the Zoning Board. He said
such an ggreement is not worth the paper on which it is written, when the
' redeveloper remains asrmed with the D'Andrea opinion of 1970 which states that
they do not have to comply with the City's Zoning regulations. But more
importantly, the so called "agreement" by its very nature condones the vio-
lation of the contract drawn between the City and the redeveloper in regard
to compliance with local. zoning. :

He said if we are to control the growth of the Southeast Quadrant and the
redeveloper will be presenting us with a new plan, which envisions towering
luxury apartments, we must wrest. control of the zoning powers within our
City, and this can be done in only one way - the D'Andrea opinion must go
because it is not binding, but merely an opinion.

He said as long as the URC is armed with the 1970 opinion of Mr, D‘Andrea and
use it as a club at the opportune moment, the Southeast Quadrant willcontinue
to remain a fifedom inviolate and uncontrollable as far as we are concerned.

He. sgid the only way to regain control of zoning in the URC area is for this
Board of Representatives to insist, prior to approval of any new plen presented
to us for our approval by the redeveloper, that such approval be contingent on
restitution and reaffirmation of local zoning regulations with the URC ares.

Minority Report by

Armen Guroian, member of
Plamming & Zoning Committee

SPECTAL, COMMITTEES:

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE

“MR. ROOS said his Committee report will be along the same lines. He said his
Committee met jointly with the investigating committee on Tuesday, March 17th
and previous meetings were also sttended by members of his Committee. He said
also participating were URC Commission menbers, members of the Zonlng Board,
Building Inspection, and the Cerporation Counsel.

He said the conclusions reached were that commmications between the Zoning
Board, the Building Inspector and the Urban Redevelopment Commission were
poor, However, he said the URC did extend an lnvitatlon to the Zoning Board
to attend all of their meetings and it still does.

He said plans are under way to rectify this problen; He said the interpretation
as to what constitutes a major change are very vague and minor changes can be
decided upon by the URC, but what is minor and what is major? He said when in
doubt, the only person to resort to is a reluctant (which is understandable)
Corporation Counsel who has very few guidelines to help him determine what

is a major and what is =z minor change.
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Ze 3aid the interpretation arrived st by former Corporation Counsel D'Andrss
=nd recently upheld by our present Corporation Counsel, Mr. Broxley, seems to
D¢ legal and proper under the circumstances.

Ze said for example -~ using 10% of the roof of 101 Broad Street to accommodste
edditional equipment for the skating rink, seems to be practical and a minor
decision and adding three stories to the GTE building, seems to be a major
decision, but then again having the area zoned ten stories when it is almost
surrounded by 21 story zoning, seems to be unrealistic.

He sald it is recommended that better communications be established between the
Soard, URC and the Building Inspector and that objections be aired when infrac-

“~ions occur and not after the buildings have been constructed and the work
completed. He said let the Building Board of Appeals be gquickly established -
end their duties defined and that Stamford Zoning Regulations be upheld and
re-written in a concise and clear manner. He said most of our Zoning Regula-
tions are extremely vague. :

Zs sald contrary to some published reports, the meetings which included the
Zoning Board, URC, the Building Inspector and the joint committees, were
smicable, with each group recognizing the othérs problems and the need to
help, not hinder.

ZUBLIC HOUSING & GENERAL RELOCATION COMMITTEE:

MR. DIXON, Chairman, sald at the last regular Board meeting, Mr. Costello
“equested that the accumilation of rubbish, etc. on the Division Street housing
cite «— the Sr. citizens housing site - be looked into. He said he had a talk
with Mr. Anthony Marrucco, Chairman of the Housing Authority, and was told that
<he property had recently been cleaned up and made available to the mechanics
working on Stamford Manor for parking purposes, because they had no other

clace to park. He said he assured him that he would look into the complaint
Iomediately. ‘ - ' .

RE: SPRING CLEAN-UP

MR, FLANAGAN said he wants so:net‘“irg done abOIlu a spr:mg cleanup before its
<20 late,

ol CHAIRMAN Said this is = function of the Public Works Conmmittee and he under-
a.nds they have alresdy contacted ihe iayor ebout it.

~JJOUPNMENT

Zzere being no further business  to come berore the meea.ng, on motion, duly
sconded and CARRIED the meseting adjouwrned at 12:30 &M,

s /[%/ M

Velna Farrell:
Acministrative Assistant
(Recording Secretary)
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W /ﬁ Z 5 |7ﬂ= Note: The above meeting was broad-
= : cast over Radio Station WSTC
seorge V. gHhnors, President until 11 P.M. VF

“2th Board of Representatives
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