MINUTES OF MAY 25, 1977 SPECIAL MREETING

T4th BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES

STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT

A SPECTAL MEETING of the l4th Board of Representatives of the City of
Stamford, Connecticut, was hald on Wednesday, May 25, 1977, pursuant to
2 "CAIL' issved Dy PRESIDENT FREDERICK E, MILIER, JR,, under the pro-
visions of Saction 202 of the Stamford Chlarter.

The meeting was held in the Legislative Chamberse of the Board of
Representatives, Second Floor, Municipal Office Bullding, 429 Atlantic
Street, Stamford, Conn,

The meeting was called to order at §:15 P.M, by PRESIDENT FREDERICK
E. MILIER, JR.

PLEDGE OF ATLEGIANCE TO THE I1AG: Led Dby President Frederick H, Miller, J=.

BQLYL CATT,: The CTLERX of the Roard, SANDRA GCOLDSTHIN, called the Rull., There
were 24 members present and 16 abgent, The absent members were:

Mildred Perillo Handy Dizon
Gegrgze Hays Leonard Hoffman
Ralph lLoomis George Ravallese
Alfred Perille Marie Hawe
James Lobozza Johm Fox

Mildred Ritchie Joseph DeRose
Jeremian Livingston George Baxtex
Christine Nizolek John Sandor

The PRESIDENT declared a QUORUM,

CHECR OF THE VOTING MACHINE: President Miller tested the mackine and it was
found to be In good working order.

CAIY. OF THE MEERTING<

"I, FREDERICK E, MILIER, JR., PRESIDENT of the 14th Board of
Representatives of the Clty of Stamford, pursuant o Section 202
of the Stamford Charter, hereby Call a SPECIAL MEETING of said
Board of Representatives for:

WEDNESDAY, MAY 25, 1977 at 8:00 P.M.

in the Legfislative Chambers of the Board of Representatives, Second
Floor, Municipal ¢ffice Bldg,, 429 Arlantic St,, Stamford, Conn., for
the following purpose:

To consider and zct upon 2 resolurlom zmending the total
area requirement of St. John's Park as specified in Public
Act No. 184, "

MR. MILLER: I will now call on MR, COSTEILO, Chairman of our own URC Committee,
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MR, COSTELIO: Tt's rather unusual to be speaking about the Urban Renewal

Conmtittee at 8:00 p.m, I'm usually spezking about 1l a.m, in the morning, )
The only people listening then are the people who have ingomnia, Tonight D
welre not even on the radio anyway, so I know we'll get home early.

On May 23rd the Urban Renewal Committee met with members of the Urban Renewanl
Commission, the Mayor, and members of his Gabinet, Present from Urban Renewal
wasg:; Director Jim Eibbeo, Chalrman Edith Sherman, and Vice Chairmen Norman

Gluss,

From the Mayor's office we had: Mayor Lou Clapes, Nancy Mitchell, and Bob
Wise., Present from the Urhax Renewal Committee were: Bill Flanagan,
Jack Schlechiweg, Lath#én Wider, Ralph lLoomis and myself,

Monday evening, most of the discussion was cectered on the reduction of

St. Jobn's Park, Probably the ONLY thing I missed that evening was bringing
Fred Millerfs gavel. It seemed that everyone wanted to get in "their two
cents" st once,

On everyone's dask this evening there should he two papers, one titlad:

"St, John's Park!; the other "The Veteran's Memoxrial Park', 7T think it states
in onea that the Vete:.an‘s Park will be mmeh larger than the old one was in
size, That's not our main discusaion this evening.

Tl're present gize of St. Johm'sz Park is 25,947 square feet, When raduced,

it will be 17,657 feet, In taking this park I'd like to make it clear we're

NOT. removing a& football field or temnis courts, or any form of recreation from :)
the City, We are removing a part of a street that's -- well, cars just go ‘
round and round and it can't be used for any form of recreatiom,

Now, the main reason, #s I wnderstand it, for the reduction inm the size of
the park is that {t'll be conrected to the Zlm Street wideming, I said, ix's
like a puzzle; you're just putiting the pieces in heforehand.

The vote of the Committee was 5 to (0 to reduce the size of the park, That
was UNANTMOUS, There was only one (1) member absent that night, The Mayor
is alsc in favor of cutting the size of ths park.

L have a resolution here from Zolton Benyus, the lawyer Hr Urban Renswal,
It's quite lengthy. ' ding the total area requirement of Sk, John's
Park as specified in Public Act 184,

Whereas the City of Stamford, Commectilceunt -~ (see copy of resolution 1097)

Mr.Miller:; Thank yow. A motior has been made on behnlf of the Committes
by MR. COSTELLO, Is theve az SECOND to that MOTION? MOVED 2nd SECONDED by
SEVERAT,,

MR. FLANAGAN: At the directlion of ~~ by the UNANIMOUS wvote of the Urban

Renewal Commititee of the Board, I have preparsd 2 resolutlon which is on your

desks, which states the feelings of the Committee, T thimk from the comments _
of some of the Board members it probably reflects their feelings, too, about ;")
the TARKING of this Park. It is titled: I!"Requesting the Urban Redevelopmant [
Commission to continue Jegal actlon to incresse the size --

MR, MILLER:MR. FLANAGAN, I don't like to interrupt but, really, we have ONE
MOTION om the floozm.
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MR, FLANAGAN: We had hoped that we could introduce @ companion résolution.

MR,MLLLER: You really have to do one at a time. 3But, I thiok it fis clear teo
everybody that it is the intent of the committee to FIRST introduce the
resolution prepared hy MR, BENYUS. Hopefully that will be passed. After
that 1s passed THEN, on hehalf of the Committee, this other resolution

- which MR, FLANAGAN mentioned, and which has been reproduced and placed

on everyone's desk, it would be hoped that the Board would THEN pass
this SENSE-OF~THE-BOARD resolution.

MR, FLANAGAN: MR..' PRESIDENT, could I then spesk to MR, COSTEILLO'S motion?
MR, MILLER: You may.

MR, FLANAGAN: One of the reasons, actually the prineipal reason that came
out in our discussions with the Representatives from the Urban Redevelopment
Commission, AND Srom the Mayor's affice was that Io the last Public Works
funding, an application was put in for the Elm Street widening to be paid
for by federal public works funds,

The reason thet 1t was NOT dous, and, of course, several projects were
approved for Stamford, Including the Public Works Garage, the reason that
it could not be dane last year was that there was 2 question of the title
and the taking of the park itszself. Without having & clear act from the
General Asgemhly that wonld permit the taking of the cormers that jut into
Grove St., and Main St., the widening could not be taking place.

If, as the Urban Redevelopment Commissicn had hoped, they had been able to
gettle with the adjacent landowners, there would not have been a problem; we
could have received funds, apd the project could bave proceeded wikhout using
any of the City's funds.

By doing this, even tho the Urban Redevelopment Commission is still gttempting
to Increase the size of the park, (at least to approximately existing size),
by approving this NOW it will emable the bill to go through this session of
the General Assembly,

If it does not, we will logse any hope of getting Public Works funding to
accomplish this, and this 1s z gizeable piece of money, and 1s something
that we, on the Commitree, after much discussion felt that it was the
fiscally responsible thing to do for the City —- in the City's Inteveskt -~
to gpprove this resolution and, as I started to say, with a direction from
this Board to the Urhan Redevelopment Commlission, that they continue to tTy
to increase the size of the park beyond the 17,000 sguare feet,

I really hope that ~- I know that none of us like to see park land dimioished.
The Commlssion has increzsed Veteran's Park congiderably and I hope that we'll
act favorably upon this topight.

MR, BLOIS: I have a couple of questions which T would like answered by somebcd .
First of all, I'm lcoking at & repoxt here made up by some person, I doun't koow
whom,

It says: "St, John's Park ~ affect of taking'. Is anyone familiar with that?
I think we 211 have one on our desk. Could I ask first, who made this up?
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MR, MILIER:MR. COSTELLO, do you know who made up these two. papers here,
ona St., John's Park? The Administrative Assistant tells me they came from
TRC.

MR, COSTELIQ: Right, From LOU CURTISS.

MR, BLOIS: Are we to believe that we are working om actuzlities and not
suppositions tonight?

MR, COSTELLO: To the best of my komowledge.

MR, BLOIS: In other woids, the URC ox the City of Stamford has the right
to take a road Into its possession, dig it up, and do what it pleases?

MR, MITIER: I don'® kunow 1if he cares to respond,

MR. BLOIS: MR, MIILER, I think it's very important thet we know, because
they're telling ug we can get up to 30,628 square feet In that park, We're
down to 17,657. Now, if we're going to approve ou suppogsitions, phar's
something different, but I would just like the Board to be aware of this,

I'm not against what's taking place hers because it's 2 necessity to-benefirt
the City, That's fine! I donft want to be led down a street of no teturn. :)

MR, COSTELLO: There's up to 30,000 feet under question, That propexty's
in litigation right now. That's all I can say, They hope to return 1t to
over 30,000 feet, but irfs {in litdigation.

MR, FLAWACAN: I think, and T donr't want fo shade anything here at all, but
what we had presented to us 1s a mioimin of 17,000 square fset. They are not
representing any taking from the Main Street bed at 2l1l, It is the feeling,
and it was the feeling of the Commission and everybody that was here last
night, that at the very least, their title will run to the centex of Main Street,

That's the least, which would then add 7,568 feet, which would bring the park
up to 25,225, But, we're belng asked to vote on the ABSOLUTE warst conditien
that exists, It iz even presented to us in z manner that would appedr -~ .
becausge 1f you look at the mape that came in here, ib's aclually a right-of -
way that belongs to the street; that iz, for 2z sidewalk or a future widening
of the strest, sometime or othar.

It's tvue all through this intersection, You can see it on both sides, It's
representad by & solid line within two dots following it, and thea, 2 solid Iine,
Let me just say that the 17,657 effactively will he larger by zanother 3,000 f=aot,
becanse the area that will be part of the roadway will actually be in grass, so
that you'll look at a park that's more thapn 20,000 square feet,

But, the 17,000 square feet is the zbsolute worst conditiony thatls without getting:)
anything out of Main Streek, or gettlng anything from the sidewalk area, or ANY ~
of the other land that they probably will get.

MR, BLOIS: Are we requirsd to have & minimum of 30,000 square feet in St.
John's Park when it's completed?
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MR, FLANAGAN: We won't have zfter -- if we approve this and the General
Aggembly approves the change. The 30,000 square feet was based on Public
Act 184 which was pessed in 1969 zud that's what required the Increase to
30,000, We are asking that it be reduced to 17,000 because we don't kmow
how the litigation will come out.

MR, BLOIS: Wexen't we informed that that park should be 30,000 square feet,
within the last week or two weeks?

MR, FIANAGAN: Not to my knowledge.

MR, BLOILS: Excuse me, I have a2 couple of more. What bhappens te the trafiic
pattern when we take the road bed up? Has anyhody got & clearer plcture of
that?

MR. FIANAGAN: As it stands now, the road hed will NOT bhe takan up unllfl the
litigation 1s settled, What they‘’re asking for, to be approved right naw,

iz to take off the cormex that goes over into Grove Street, and glsc the part
" as you come down Main Street from Clark's Hill, so that the {ntersection can
be stralshtened out, )

Actually, the paxrt of Main Street in fropt of Scalzi's will remain the same
until Ilitigation has been resolved,.

MR, BLOIS: The only thing that I'm trying to pelnt out fs, if we do ones
right and do two wrongs, I don't think we're golng to accomplish anything,
We have a twafflc pattern that Iz a main artery.

If we're golng to battle-neck ocursgelves In thers because we're golng to rip

up roadways zod make streets one-way streets, I think there should be a better
golation to the problem that ewists there, I don't believe this Board is
cognizant of the fact than that posgibly could be 2 one-way street,

I don't think this was explalined In detail to the members that are sitiing
here, and I think maybe 2 little explanation would go a2 long wRy.

MR, MITLER: Thank you, MR, BLOIS.

MR.' COSTELLO: TIt's posaible there could be z one-way street coming down

Main Street and stay one way that way., That iz 2 one-way In front of Scalzdi
and the Eaglefs Club now, I don't see Zhty graat uproar hers that we're getting
into,

MR, MORGAN: T'd like to address this to MR, FLANAGAN or MR. COSTEILO., Could
you tell me what the status of the pending legislation is. in the CGeneral
Asgsembly? Has the House passed 1t bub not the Senate? Where does it stand?

MR, FIANAGAN: To the best of my knowledge, and T can leave the floor and verlfy it
with members of the commission that are here, but it was presented to us. A bill
was put in the hopper in Februaxry at the request of the Urban Redevelopment
Conmission becanse there are deadlines in putting these things inj and it was
requested Dy Semator Strada to introduce the bill, which would amend Public Act 184,
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MR, FTANMAGAN: (continuing) This has not been formally dome yet. It's
being held in abeyance for approval of a resolution from this Beard,
because Senator Strada did not, I think rightfully, did not want to go
ahead on his own without -- because there was some gquestion raised in
the press and by the Mayor, etec., about whether or not this was the
proper thing to do.

Seo, what's happening mow? It will be zcted upon in this session if we
approve the resolution, The Semator will see that it's done, It's 2
kind of bill that would normally go through if there's no opposition
from anybody in the towm,and if it's not done mow, the danger to the

city is that on the additional public works funding that President Carter
has approved we -- bgcause we had ap application in last year -- We are
in a2 prioriiy position.

They're wol couslderlng any brand-new things, but we have a pricrity
pogition with the Elm Street Widening and the Iublic Worky act. If it's
approved by the General Assembly, that takes tha cloud off of the con-
structlion, Tt doesn't change the fact that tha Urban Redevelopment
Commission fs still trying for elther the 30,000 square feet or a --
it's probably 25,000 square feet -- but 1f we don't pass the resolution,
the Senator will not put It -- will not have it acted vpon in Hartford.

If that's not dome, there'll be a2 cloud over the title and HUD won't
approve the project and we won't be able to get the funding this year.

MR, MORGAN: To follow up om this, if I may, there are two houses in

the General Assembly and there are only a few days left for them to be

in session, 80, do you have any assgurances (1) that it cap get through

both housesj and, secondly, do you have somebody -- do you have similar
assurances ILn the State House that it's golng to be expedited there as well?

I'm glad to see this passed, but, if we're spilnnipng our wheels because
they're not golng to act in Hartford, what's the polint of meeting tonight?

MR, MILLER: We are meeting, MR, MORGAN. I don't know ~-

MR, FLAWAGAN: Not to address, and cause, MR. MTTTFR was a member of the
House -- I think that this sort of bill, since it was placed 1n the hopper
on the agenda Iast February; it's not something that just came up the

last minute thera.

In respect to my opponent of the last electdon, I thirk that the protocol
works in bath houses -~ it's such that on an item Iike this, it would go
through. I have that much respect for our Senator from the 27th District.

MR, BLUM: I attended part of the meeting between the URC Committee and
the Commission znd I've had some exceptions to this. But, since that night
I've heard something new. The story is, now, Lf we don't accept this, this



ESd

LA

MINUTES OF MAY 23, 197? SPECIAL MEETING

G
b -«.m,gﬂ

MR, BLUM: (continuing) would have some effect upon the exits 7 and 8.
Why is this belng thrown in tonfght, and it's effect on 7 and 82 I'd
like to have MR, FLANAGAN explain what effect, 1f we didn't pass this
tonight, it would have on 7 and 87

MR, COSTELLO: And you said: ''this is a puzzle that must be started".
Well, maybe you like to play puzzles, MR, BLUM, I don't know. Now,

in my opinion this has a bearing on the Elm Street Widening., Eventually,
you wouldn't have to widen the park because you can't have a big bottle-
neck in traffic there, and I said one pertains to the other. That's all
I said.

MRS, COSENTINIT: I would like to ask either MR, COSTELLO or MR, FLANAGAN,
or whoever, to clarify a few things for me. To follow through on MR. BLOIS'
questioning -- the possibilities as T see rhem are (1) that we would emnd up
with & minimun of 17,000 feet which ia less than is currently thers if we
eannot touch any part of Main Street -- 1If Iiticatlon says that we cannot
touch any part of Main Street,

Theinext choice is that we can have 25,000 feet if we have half of Main
Street$ and the last choice would be to have ALL of Maln Street and then
with no access to Scalzl's and the other establishmengs an, that road. Are
those the three options? Is that correct?

MR. COSTELLO: Those are the three options as stated on the paper here,

MRS, COSENTINI: TIs MR. BLOIS suggesting that -- first of all, I ~ thinok

he was asking -- Why is it when we owm 2 city street we have to be in
litigation at ALL to do what we want to do with the street? I thipk that's
the question that MR, SCHLECHIWEG gave me scme answer to. Maybe you could
elaborate on that, Bob.

Iin other words, if it's City property, why can't we disposs of it as we see
£it? What claims do the stores there have? Would you explain that?

MR. COSTELLO: The way T understand it is that they own half of the -- they
have claim to half of the street.

MRS, COSENTINI: They own half of the street?

MR. GCOSTELLO: Well, they ¢laim -- that's what's in court now. You kmow, it
goes back., The URC has workad onm this for at least a couple of years, because
I remember in the last Board that they were invelved with this same thing.

You have to go back to when Main Street was formed as a U.S. Highway. How
was 1t done? It was probably between a couple of stone walls and there is
always a question when a street 1s abandoned, whether the land reverts to one
owner or the othexr, or goes to the center line which is the normal case,

Now, maybe to claxify a little bit on what we're saying about the three
options and MR. HIBBEN did whisper in my ear. I should have remembered, but
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MR, COSTELLO: (continuing) the 30,000 square feet would allow ingress and
egress to the Eagles and egress from Scalzi. That was the way the park was (:)
planned. They would NOT be land-locked. ¥You would have two lanes up to

Scalzi's boundary and then one going to Scalzi so that they could get out,

and they could get In from the other side. .

What I'm asking for in this companion resolutlion is, that we, and hopefully,
they, can get the whole 30,000 square feet. But, from a practical standpoint,
the Urban Redevelopment Commission in the opinion of the Committee should not
settle for anything less than essentially the square footage they have In the
park, wight now, which is eithexr 25,000 -- well, they'd come up with 25,225
instead of 25,947 -- go there'd be 2 small reduction -~

But, as I pointed out the plan has a ten~foot strip all the way around which
is part of the roadway but which will be grass., It's & sidewalk area. They
have it on both sides of the street, but effectively it will never be a side-
walk. )

MRS, COSENTINI: What would be our position In litigation If we had our
resolution say at 25,000 or would that just cause too many delays to the
Urban Redevelopment Commfszxion If & tley -- I mean would It atrengthen our
position in court 1f they knew that it would be a hassle that we would --
that THEY would have to find that 25,000 square feet someplace?

MR. COSTELLO: We won't be able to get the money. The problem 1s one of .

timing and accepting the money that - appavently the last hundred million ,i:)
dollaxs that was approved by President Carter - we have a good shot at

getting the money for the Elm Street Widening from the Public Works funding.

There are other fundings that they are locking for, *oo, but that will give us
this easantially frese, But, time 1s of the essence becauszse 1f it's not approved
cleanly -- I mean they’ve txied for 2 years to do it the other way arcund and
now they're in court on two items and they won't be sattled.

MRS, COSENTINL: One last detail. Which way will the traffic go on those maio
arteries, with or without assuming that they just have thelr little Ingress
and egress situation? Is it golng to be two-way trafile or one-way traffic

on those main streets? Do eltherxr of you know?

MR, MILIER: Is anyone able to respood to that? MR, FLANAGAN,

MR. FLANAGAN: Couming down Clark's Hill on East Main Street right now thé park
goes Into East Main Street and chokes it down Into a one-way street, (this way).
By removing the curb lins (rwight along here) by removiag this part of the Park
which will then give you twowway traffic -- at actually 32 faet, for 3 cars,

We can have somehody standing for a laft turn here.

Elm Street will then be widened 2ll the way and it will tie in with the rail-

road here, So that leaves Elm Street all the way through up te the, beyond

Grove Street up to the Fire Housas being 2-way and with 2 healthy island right N
in here and we'll just turn around and go into Tresser Boulevard. This ;;)
straightens out the intexrsection, that’s a major cross intersection coming down the
hill, and onto Tresser Boulvard and Elm Street and turning onte Tresser Boulevard,
(right here).

ith 30 feet between curbs at esch of these streets

f section w
It's 2 major Inter 33 -- so you have Toom IOT gpe oub of three cars,

go you have -~ and 33 --
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MR, FLANAGAN: (continuing) standing for the light, or turning.

Now, I'm not a traffic expert, but you drive around Stamford a lot and
right now you come around this thing and -- but you go around the Park
and you have this mmch of the park jutting Intc Main Street. This has
to be removed to straighten 1t out and this is something that we dis-
cussed in the Board a couple or three years ago when we allowed New Hope
to move over into the section, cause that's why it's so tight in here.

Because New Hope needed the additional land to caome up with a parking
space before they could get a certificate of occupancy, so we granted them
that. We granted them an easement to come into the street, knowing that
eventually we would take off this part of the park.

Now, 1f this is added on, (xlght now the boundary of the park is right
along here), 1if this is added and this 13 subtracted, and this fs subh-
tracted, this i3 what is in contention in the court now; the center line
of Main Street would come along here and that should become part of the
park.

That will still allow 22 feet for them to come in and out, At some peint

in time you're going to allow Scalzi to come down off the park and turn

in; you have to choke this down., It can‘t be 10 ft, ll’ so they don't go

out of this the wrong way, but there's 2 posoibili‘y of allowing some Clark's
Hill Traffic to go into Scalzi or any of the other places and thea go out
onto Grove Street and Main Street.

Now, the ten-foot strip that I'm thinking of - as you can see, the red and
green here; there's a ten-foot margin which is listed up here., It's a
street line, 1It's the same over here, That would actuzlly be a2 potentizl
sidewalk there,

The engineers have said that this part of the park becomes part of the
roadway. They're not going to use it as part of the roadway cause the
curbline is way out herej so you really pick up --

R. Harxis this afterncon -~ when I asked them about it, about the 3,700 sq.
ft. additionzlly here, but you can't count it, This worst possible case has
been presented of the 17,600, This is a case of making it worse than it
gctually is,

MR, ZIMBLER: Thank you, MR, PRESIDENT. Just 2ome reflections on what we're
dolug bare tonight and why we're doing it. I suppose if we don't pass this
resolution tonight and consequently delay the Elm Street Widening and

don?t get all those federal dollars that just wind up in Washington by
themselves and whatnot, but if we don't get this I suppose it will be a question
of cutting off our nose to splte our face and we'll be solving nothing. But,
anyway, what bothers me 1s that once again,as has happened any number of times
in my recollection with different phases of the Urban Renewal project, is that
once again here we're passing legislation literzlly with a gun at our heads and
with one eye on the calendar, saying: '"this must be dome; there is no time to
go into it any further; this is here; this must be done}" and if we don't do it,
the sky would fall,
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MR, WIDER: I want to refer to & question asked by MR, MORGAN about the
short period of time and inform him that Senator Strada called me, in
the Mayor's offlce,and asked that this resolution be acted on by THIS
Board so that he could put it in for passage during this term; so, it
wasn't gomething that we just did because the Urban Redevelopment asked
for it it's because Senator Strada asked for it,

T see from information the other night that they stand to lose some of the
money that's appropriated under this administration if we don't act and get this
out of the way tonight.

MR, COMNORS: Through no fault the Urban Redevelopment -~ I know the
Eagles xright at the present time (which T happen to be 2 member of their
Fraternal Order of Eagles), they did have a right—-of—way to that access
rosd and threugh no fault of Urbaun Redevelopuenl Lhey closed it off,

Now, right at the present time they're in litigation with the City of Stamford
and I don't know whether it's Urban Redevelopment or somebedy's mized wp in it,
They feel they should have z right—of-way not only one entrance for a front.

Now, does Urban Redavelopment own that property where Carl Stucco used to be,
which iz a drop of about § feet from the Fraternzl Onder of Eazgles property?
Now, why can't they conselidate, get together, talk things over and give them
an entrance and an exit} as I say, you can't blame Urhan Redevelopment for the
one entrance and exit that they're getting on Main Street and I .doun't blame
them because they Iintended to build a big building there.

They were going to put a commercial building up. At the present time whd's
going to take it now? I mean this way they're hamstrumg., And I feel that —
I say Urban Redevelopment's getiing blamed for a lot of things, but Urban
Redevelopment is not responsible for this deal,

I'd say the City of Stamford, whether the Zoning Board of Appeals or the
Zoning Board, somebody was wrong when they cut off that access road, When
they eliminated that access xoad rather than build a playground, they
were very, very wrong.

MR, SIGNORE: I MOVE the questionm.

MR, MITILER: ZIs there a SECOND to that? We'll MOVE om MOVING the previous
question., All those in favow say AYE, 211 those opposed ¥O. The MOTION Ls
CARRIED UMANIMOUSLY. The racord will Indicate that MR. MORGAN is now present.
MR. ZELINSKI apnd MR, CONNORS are now preseat. We have 24 members present,

The question iz pn adoption of the resolution read by MR, COSTELLO amending the
total area reqaulrement of St, John's Park as specified in Public Act #184,
All thoge inm -~- MR, ZELINSKI.

MR, ZELINSKT: At this time would it be appropriate to make an amendment to e
the MOTION? '

MR. MILLFR: Nol We're wvoting on the MOTION aud we've MOVED the questilon.
All those iIn favor say "AYE"; all those opposed NO. The MOTION i.s QAhE;RIED
TNANTMQOUSLY , 24 members of the Board belng present. The resolution has

-3 o
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MINUTES OF MAY 25, 1977 SPECTAL MEETING 11.

RESOLUTION NO, 1097

AMENDING THE TOTAL ARFA REQUIREMENT OF ST.
JOHN 'S PARR AS SPECTIFIED IN PCGRLIC ACT #184.

WHERFAS, the City of Stamford, Comnecticut Urban Redevelopment Commiszsion
is presently emgaged in the execution of the Southeast Quadrant Urban Renewal
Project, Project Ne, Conn. R-43; and

WHERFAS, in pursuance of the executfon of the Spoutheast Quadwrant Uxrban
Renewzl Project, it Is necessary to widen Elm Street and a portilom of East
Main Street; and

WHERFAS, in order to accomplish this, it becomes necessary to eliminate
5,000 agquaras feat frow le saslerly slde of St, John's Paxrk and 6,000 squaze
feet from the westerly side of S+, John's Park; and

WHERFAS, the Stata Legislature enacted Public Act We, 184 {n 1969 which
was .subsequently concurred in by the Board of Representatives thereby enabling
the Urban Redevelopment Commission to proceed with the aforementionad sevarances,
provided the total park area would not contaln less than 30,000 square feet; and

' WHEREAS, certain land under the road-bed of Rast Main Street was to be
acquired to accomplisgh the 30,000 square foot requirement; and

?.;WEE:REAS s the asburting land owners to that portion of East Main Street
have objected to Itsg taking; and

WHERFEAS, the Urban Redevelopment Commission helieves it in the best Interest
of the City of Stamford to move forward with the Elm Street and East Main Street
widening prior to the vesolution of the pending litigation; and

WHEREAS, in ordex for this to be accomplished, it is nescessary to request
the State Legilslature to amend a certaia portion of Public Act No. 184 as it
relates to the total area of St. John's Park;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT, as follaows:

That the portion of Public Act No. 184 relating to St, John's Park which
requires & minimum land ares be changed from 30,000 gyuave feet to 17,000
square feet, thereby causing the provision to read:

"Said St, John's Park shall, afrer the taking, contaim not less thanp
than 17,000 square feet,!
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MR, FLANAGAN: Thank you MR, PRESIDENT. In fairness to the mewbers of the
Board I didn't know whether this should be a2 companion resolution; T just
felt that the Committee certainly felt strongly about this and meny of the
members that were here and attended the meeting and spoke to {it, felt
strongly about it.

On your desks you have a copy of a resolution that was prepared at the
diraction of the Committee reguesting the Urban Revevelopment Commission
to continue legal action to incremse the size of St, Johmn's Pazrk. It
reads as follows: :

"Thereas the Board of Represemtatives of the City of Stamford
(RESOLUTION 1098)

MR. MITIFR: Ts there a gecond to that MOTLON? MOVED and JITCONDED,

MR, ZELINSKI: Thank you, I arrived late and I was wondering if I could
just discuss a small point regarding this resolution that MR, FLANAGAN
proposged? The wmaltter is the monument itself at St, John's Park, I have
spoken to zeverzl people, among them "0ld Sarge" Tony Pia, and there is
concern 28 to the mopument itself, that is the rehabilitation of fit.

The joints are deteriorating and the mortar is disintegrating and it should D
be cleaned, There is also concern that with the increased trafiic flow ;
because of the widening around the momument it could cause damage tkat that

would run for more expensive repairs,

T was wondaring 1if MR, FIANACAN would entertain an AMENDMENT to his resolution
stating that somehow the momment can also be fized up at this preseat time
because it 1s deteriorating?

MR, FLANAGAN: I believe inm the CD Grant tle & was done three vears ago the
monies foxr the improvement of St, John's Park included that, and I'll check
it ==

MR, HIBBEN informs me that the plans that the Commission have developad for
that park include restoration of the momument, They're talking about $125,000
in improvemsnts,

MR, MITIFR: MRS, COSENTINIL,

MRS, COSENTINIL: When you really look at what we're goling to be doing there,
Welre golng to meke rezlly 2 major intexrsection and it seems fo me that the

park is not golng to be very accessible to people except to just go whizzing
by it.

I would hope that if we can expand it that there could be some effort mede for B
some kind of a light or sometld ng to meke access possible to it from the people f;)
in the apartments 2cross the street from it at least. h

It's a shame, We rTeally are setting u t
. L g up & little circle for cars ta go
running around and I think {it's oo bad, although I understand the pecessity.
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RESOLUTION NO. 1098

CONCERNING LEGAL ACTION OF THE URBAN REDEVELOPMENT
COMMISSTON TO INCREASE THE aIZE OF_ST. JOHN'S PARK,

WHEREAS, the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford, Connecti-
cut, has passed Resolution No. 1037 requesting that Public Act No, 184 b=
amended to reduce the minimum size requirement of St. John's Park te 17,000
square feet] and

WHEREAS, it is the opinion of the Urban Remewal Ccmmittee of the Board
of Representatives that the size of St. John's Park can be lncreasad above
this minimum if the Urban Redevelopment Commission vigorously defends this
position; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Representatives desires that the finished area of
St, John's Park be as large as the present park;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT is is the sense of this meeting of
the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford, Conmecticut, that the
Urban Redevelopment Commission of the City of Stamford should take all reaspu=
able legal action to assure that the finished size of St. John's Park will
be substantially larger than the 17,000 square feet minimm requirement; and

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Clerk send 2 copy of this resclution to
the Mayor and to each member of the Urban Redevelopment Commission,

MR, WIDER: 1I'd like to call for a question, MR, CHAIRMAN,

MR, MITIER: SECOND to that MOTION? We're voting for MOVING the question.
All thogse in favor say AYE, all those opposed NO, The MOTION is CARRIZD
TNANTMOUSLY., We're now voting on the resclution read and presented by MR.
FLANAGAN requesting the Urban Redevelopment Commission to continue legal
action to increase the size of St. John's Park., All those in favor say
AYE, all those opposed, NO. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY with 24
members present,

ADJOURMMENT: There being no further business to properly ccme before this
meeting, the CEAIR declares the meeting adjourned, The meeting was adjourred

at 8:58 P.M.

Eelen M, McEvoy, Admgﬂ‘s**atlve

Bl 8. Tl I

Frederick E, Miller, Jx»., President
14th Board of Representatives
DP:et al.
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PRESIDENT
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MAJOR!TY LEADER
5. A. SIGNORE
AUDREY M. COSENTINI
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RESOLUTION NO. 1087

AMENDING THE TOTAL AREA REQUIREMENT OF ST.
JOHN'S PARK AS SPECIFIED IN PUBLIC ACT #184.

WHEREAS, the City of Stamford, Comnecticut Urban Redevelopment Commission is presently
engaged in the execution of the Scoutheast Quadrant Urban Renewal Project, Project No. Conn.
R-43; and

WHEREAS, in pursuance of the execution of the Southeast Quadrant Urban Renewal Project,
it is necessary to widen Elm Street and a portion of East Main Street; and

WHEREAS, in order to accomplish this, it becomes necessary to eliminate 5,000 square
feet from the easterly side of St. John's Park and 6,000 square feet from the westerly side

of St. John's Park; and

WHEREAS, the State lLegislature enacted Public Act No. 184 in 1969 which was subse-’
quently concurred in by the Board of Representatives thereby enabling the Urban Redevalop-
ment Commission to proceed with the aforementioned severances, provided the total park area
would not contain less than 30,000 square feet; and

WHEREAS, certain land under the recad-bed of East Main Street was to be acquired to
accomplish the 30,000 square foot requirement; and

R

WHEREAS, the abutting land owners to that portion of East Main Street have obJected o
to its taking; and _ — K<:

WHEREAS, the Urban Redevelopment Commission believes it in the best intevest of the
City of Stamford to move forward with the Elm Street and East Main Street widening prior
to the resolution of the pending litigation; and

WHEREAS, in order for this to be accomplished, it is necessary to request the State
Legislature to amend a certain portlon of Publiec Act Wo. ‘184 as it relates to the total
area of St. John's Park; -

.NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE CITY OF STAM-
FORD, CONNECTICUT as f0110Ws~<._

That the portion of Public Act No. 184 relating to St. John's Park which

requires a minimum land area be changed from 30,000 square feet to 17,000
square feet, thereby causing the provision to 1ead

"Said St. Jobn's Park shall after the taking, contain not less than
17,000 square feet,"

At a Special Meeting of the 14th Board of Representatlves held on Wednesday, May 25, 1977
the above Resolution No. 1097 was passed UNANIMOUSLY with 24 present and voting. Attached
is a companion Resolution No. 1098, also passed UNANIMOUSLY with 24 present and voting.

Mt 1. e Covey’

HMM:MS o / ' _ Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative Assistant
cc: Town Clerk Lois PontBr1ant Board of Representatives, City of Stamford, Conn.
lirban Renewal Coiﬁaqoxon
/- et al

" Mayor Louis A
5 Ttenator Wm. Strad
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May 26, 1977

RESOLUTION NO, 1098

CONCERNING LEGAL ACTION OF THE URBAN REDEVELOPMENT
COMMISSION TO INCREASE THE SIZE OF ST, JOHN'S PARK,

WHEREAS, the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford, Connecti-
- eut, has passed Resolufrion No. 1097 requesting that Public Act No. 184 he

amended to reduce the minimum size requirement of St. John's Park te 17,000
square feet; and '

- WIERLAS, iL is Lhe opinfon of Lhe Uiban Renewal Comm!ltes of the Board
of Representatives that the size of St. John's Park can be increased above

this minimum if the Urban Redevelopment Commission vigorously defends this
position; and '

WHEREAS, the Board of Representatives desires that the finished area of
St. John's Park be as large as the present park;

. NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESQOLVED THAT it is the sense of this meeting of
the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford, Connecticut, that the
Urban Redevelopment Commission of the City of Stamford should take all reason-
able legal action to assure that the finished size of St. John's Park will be
substantially larger than the 17,000 square feet minimum requirement; and ‘ kaﬂ_,f

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Clerk send a copy of this resolution to
the Mayor and to each member of the Urban Redevelopment Commission.

At a Special Mecting of the l4th Board of Representatives held on Wednesday,
May 25, 1977, the above Resclution No. 1098 was passed UNANIMOUSLY with 24

prasent and voting, Attached is a companion Resolution No. 1098,
UNANTMOUSLY with 24 present and voting.

By 'W—*\/ 9}} /. )?LL ﬁw/

Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative Assistant
Board of Representatives, City of Stamford,
- Connecticut

alse passed

HMM:MS

cc: Town Clerk Lois PontBriant
Mayor Louis A, Clapes
Urban Renewal Commission
Senator Wm. Strada
et al

Y
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