










































































26. MINUTES OF MAY 5, 1980 REGULAR MEETING 26.

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE (comnt.)

MR. PASANELLI: To the best of my knowledge, Mrs. McInerney, the Stamford New
Urban Corporation would buy the land 16, 16A and they would pay the taxes on
that particular land, The land would be subject to the Stamford Zoning
Regulations.

MRS. McINERNEY: Mr. Fasanelli, it goes on to say, '"we will maintain the

fee ownership of the land" and then it goes on to say, '"the structure or portion
of the structure containing the public parking spaces will not be subject to
real estate taxes",

MR, FASANELLI: Correct, that's going to be a public garage.

MRS, McINERNEY: Then, I am to assume that the City of Stamford will own and
operate the parking facility and abate the taxes and correct me if I'm wrong,
fee ownership could mean that we would also possibly pay a rental fee to the
developer for use of that land or for use of the parking facility if it's
maintained by them?

MR. FASANELLI: It is to my understanding that the City of Stamford would get
lower level, ground level plus one floor up of parking free to the City of
Stamford, That's going to be tax-exempt, of course, because the City of
Stamford is going to own and publicly operate that particular parking garage.

MRS, McINERNEY: Then what is meant by "fee maintenance''?

MR, JOYCE: TPOINT OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. To straighten this thing out, I think

we're getting off here. The definition of fee is incorrect., Legally, fee does
not mean that at all.

MR, FASANELLI: That's to the best of my knowledge, Mrs. McInerney. That the
City of Stamford is going to own, is going to operate the garage on the first
two levels for the 280 parking spaces and the Stamford New Urban is going to
build its own parking facilities for its particular office building and a
structure above which it will pay real estate taxes on.

MRS, McINERNEY: Then, further on down, Mr. Fasanelli, it states that the public
garage structure and any additionm to it which is subsequently, substantially
used for parking purposes and which is no more than four stories high, excluding
the public parking section, shall not be included as square footage in any
density calculations required under the Stamford Zoning Regulatioms. That

means that the developer can come in and ask for increased density of that area?

MR. FASANELLI: I really don't know.
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URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE (cont,)

MR, BOCCUZZI: Mr, Fasanelli, would you relinquish the floor to Mr. Donahue?

YR. DONAHUE: Two things; fee ownership of the land if I just can go back for
a4 moment, means that the developer would own the land in much the same way he
owns the land at the Stamford Town Center and we have a right and we will own
two levels of parking area there, So he'll own the land, we will own the
parking area and he would have rights to develop above that parking area. He
doesn't have rights. He can apply for the air rights for that parking area.
Furthermore, his property is taxable and it's subject to current zon ing laws.

MRS. McINERNEY: That's you intent then, Mr, Donahue? I'm not quite sure what
it means that the four stories high excluding public parking section shall

not be included as square footage in any density calculations. Does that mean
we're exempting those four stories and we'vre starting from the fourth story
up, if there is a fourth story? I'm very confused with this. 1It's very
ambiguous.

MR, DONAHUE: Any project that's built in the Urban Renewal area, any structure
that's erected has to conform to zoning laws. Furthermore, all the plans are
subject to the later approval of this Board as time goes bye.

MRS. McINERNEY: 1 agree with you, Mr. Donahue, however, if the Board approves
this Plan in toto, it is also my opinion that the intent would be that we would
be in agreement, totally.

Now, let me go to another question. The pedestrian skyways; is that to ring-
around the entire Mall?

MR, FASANELLI: Which pedestrian skyway are you referring to?

MRS, McINERNEY: Let's do it this way. 1In the Advocate, tonight's story, the
URC has envisioned a multi-level design with stores and office on the ground
level and a high-rise hotel and residence overlooking Mill River Park.
Pedestrian skyways and walkways would connect the development with surrounding
areas and buildings.

MR, FASANELLI: The only overpass that I know of that's envisiomed in the Plan
is after they develop along the Mill River the Park frontage, that there could
possibly, very possibly and probably be a walkway over Washington Boulevard
that extends to the Park area., That's the only one I know of.

Under the old Plan, or the existing Plan that the City is now obligated to,
it's currently in effect, there is I believe a walkway that is from the
Fashion Center on Mr, Kahn's property that would cross-over to Bloomingdala's
property.

MRS, McINERNEY: And to the best of your knowledge that is it?

MR, FASANELLI: Yes,.
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URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE (cont.)

MR, JOYCE: 1I'm going to address myself not to the substance of this matter
but to a matter of procedure which I think is a good point to bring out, I
want to be very brief. I don't think there's anything in our present Rules of
the Board to address itself to a situation that we have here, i.e.,, earlier
this evening Mr. Fasanelli was asked by Mr. Dziezyc if there was anything new
that was added to this particular Amended Plan and the answer was ''no, there
was not," I think that we are going to have to look very hard at our Rules
of the Board to prevent this occurrenceagain that the enormous amount of time
that has been consumed by something which has already been voted upon, I
think it's something that we are going to have to really look at the Rules
here because we've gone through this exercise and some of it may be quite
improper, but I thought I would bring that point up,

MR, DeNICOLA: MOVE THE QUESTION.
MRS, GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED. CARRIED.

MR. ZELINSKI: Being this is such an important issue, I would like to ask
for a ROLL CALL VOTE.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: SECONDED. CARRIED,
MR, FASANELLI: How many are in attendance?

MRS, GOIDSTEIN: There are 34 people in attendance and this requires a majority.
The Clerk will call the Roll,

——rr o S p—- — ¥ 4 ——

ROLL CALL VOTE ON URBAN RENEWAL MOTION TO APPROVE CHANGES RE PARCELS 8 and 9:

THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITON (20) NO VOTES: THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR (168) YES VOTI
CONTI, Betty LIVINGSTON, Jeremiah FLOUNDERS, Burtis SUMMERVILLE, Ar
GUROIAN, Grace KUNSAW, John DARER, Stanley BOCCUZZI, John
WIDER, Lathon DZ1EZYC, Paul POLLARD, Everett FAUTEUX, Robert
McINERNEY, Barbara PERILLO, Mildred ESPOSITO, Paul DIXON, Handy
JOYCE, Patrick BLUM, David BOWLBY, Doris FASANELLI, Rict
SANTY, Jeanne-Lois ZELINSKI, John RO0OS, Jocha SIGNORE, Mary .
STORK, Philip DeNICOLA, Vincent MATHOCK, Audrey RINALDI, Mary I
CONTI, Anthony RYBNICK, Gerald LYONS, Moira ____DONAHUE, Donalc
DelLlUiCA, Robert WIEDERLIGHT, Michael
LOOMIS, Ralph _ GOLDSTEIN, Sandra ABSENT FROM MEETING (3):

HOGAN, John (left early - 1i1l)
ABSTENTIONS (1): PERILLO, Alfred (ill)
CORBO, Fiorenmzio ______BAWE, Marie (emergency) 2

_MOTION DEFEATED: 20 No; 16 Yes; 1 Abstention; (3 absent)
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - Chairman David I. Blum

(1) PROPOSED CHANGES TQ MERIT RULES SYSTEM (CIVIL SERVICE REGULATIONS) -
submitted by Personnel Director to Personnel Commission, who will
be holding the public hearing on Thursday, April 24, 1980.

MR, BLUM: The only thing that I can report on item #l is that a hearing was
held by the Personnel Commission in regard to the Merit Rule Changes, As far
as I know, nothing has been taken yet. I have been promised a transcript of
the meeting which I intend to send to all, so you will know what took place
at the hearing.

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE - Chairman Donald Donahue - NO REPORT

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE - Co-Chairman Everett Pollard

(1) CITY REP. ROBERT "GABE' DeLUCA'S LETTER received 4/16/80 re trash pick-up
by private collectors.

MR, POLLARD: The Public Works Committee met last week to discuss Gabe DeLuca's
letter requesting a review of the Commissioner's decision to discharge the
contract of private refuse collectors.

We had invited many interested parties, We had invited City-Wide, other
Representatives, Stamford Taxpayers' Association and they attended. We invited
Commissioner Spaulding in writing and rewminded him by talephone of the meeting,
but he did not attend. The meeting began at 7:00 O'clock. It adjourned at
9:00 Q'colek, Following that meeting, we noticed the Commissioner and his
entourage joined the Fiscal Committee and it's my understanding at a later
time, a reporter asked him if he knew of our meeting or why he chose not to
attend; his response was he did know of the meeting, he chose not to attend

and for reasons he chose not to discuss; be that as it may.

The meeting did yield some results. One of those results is a Resclution
which you all have before you. The Resolution is not coming out as a Public
Works Committee Resolution simply because I didn't have time to get everyone
together to vote on it, I was in that process and other business- prevented
that.

The Resolution 2ssentially calls for the Mayor to direct the Public Works
Commissioner to return to contract refuse collection, and let me say at this
point, although it's not embodied in the Resolution, it would encourage going
to open bid. Since I'm bringing the Resolution out individually, I'a not
representing the City-Wide Refuse Collectors. I'm not advocating their
position. I'm merely saying that if you look at the analysis done on page 2,
which is an estimate of the Division of Collection costs, I've tried to embody
in this analysis, or estimate, information that had not been presented to the
Board of Finance at a meeting that I had attended.
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE (cont.)

MR. POLIARD: (continuing)I have a third attachment which are copies of the pages
from our current Budget book, For 3 successive years, I have indicated the
Division of Collection Budget. 1 have taken away £rom that Budget past payments
to City-Wide. I have included my own estimates which are based upon information
which I was able to gather to include things like gas, repairs, benefits,
insurance, Capital expenditures and I have included total costs, I've used
Public Works Department's expression of equivalent stops. Equivalent stops
simply means that if you have 1000 one-family houses, then you have 1000 stops.
If you have 1000 two-famjily houses, then you have 2000 stops. I divided those
equivalent stops into my estimate of total costs and have...(tape changed,

some words lost)...and although if you look at the average cost per stop for
1979 and 80, which says $75.39, unfortunately, that was put in for consistency
of analysis. In reality, that number is more like $79.50.

There are many elements I did not include in this analysis. For the period
1979 to 1980, I did not include $ 32,000.00 which was recently appropriated

by the Board of Finance for overtime, I further did not include in 1980 and
1981 figures an additional $ 81,000,000 which is our exposure to the potential
7% increase for the MEA contract. I further did not quantify, because I didn't
lmow how to quantify certain other things.

Often in the debate as to whether or not the City ought to have all private

or all public collection, people have discussed the desirability of a contention
system. That contention system would require a mix of both private and public
collectors in this City, the object being if the contract collectors choose to
raise their rates what's considered to be an unreasonable amount, then we
could switch te increasing the burden on the City collectors and vice-versa
and it's my understanding that several years ago, the City collectors were
threatening 2 strike action which was forestalled by a threat to increase the
collection for the privates. I cannot quantify the expression that I've
received of the public dissatisfaction of reverting to City collection. That
dissatisfaction is being evidenced also by petitions which currently number
about 2000.

I could not quantify the increased gasoline consumption that would result f{rom
the City engaging in collection routes that are more distant from the incinerator
and I did come across one other item. We are all probably aware that private
collectors usually operate with two-man crews on a truck, a driver and a fellow
on the back, whereas the City operates with five men on a truck, Many people,
including myself, have been critical at times in the past of the five-man

truck method, but in perspective, a five-man truck method works extremely

well in a high-density area. It does not work well in an area where the
population is more sparsely distributed. I think that as the City engages

more and more in one unit, ome housing stops, it costs by necessity heve

got to accelerate,

There's no question that the estimates that I have provided are indeed only
estimates, I could be high on some; I could be low on others; however, it

is the best analysis that has been provided, I believe, to date. This
information has not been provided before., It was certainly denied the Public
Works Committee hearing last week and I do ask your support for the Resolution,
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE (comnt.)

MRS, GOLDSTETN: Mr. Pollard, are you going to move the adoption of the
Resolution which is on our desks?

MR, POLLARD: T am.
MRS, GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED. DISCUSSION,

MR, ZELINSKI: POINT OF INFORMATION. Was this particular Resolution on our
Agenda? 1If not, then it would require a two-thirds vote?

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: What is on the Agenda is this {issue under the Public Works
Committee. This is the Committee report. This has emanated from the Committee
so it does not require a2 Suspension of the Rules,

MR, ZELINSKI: Even for a Resolution?

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: ©No, this is the means by which they are coming out with
their report,

MR, FLOUNDERS: Mr. Pollard called me to give me a preview of the numbers

he had developed. I have heard about the high cost of the City collection

as compared to the contract collection so I decided to call Commissioner Spaulding
to get his point of view,

The Commissioner told me that this program has been tested for several weeks,
The cost, I am told, of City-Wide collection amounts to about $ 7,400.00, in
two weeks, City-Wide collection only collects in single family homes, 1960,
or two family dwellings, 140; for a total of 2100,

In the first two weeks of the City's take-over of these routes, the incremental
cost to the City was $ 394.00 in overtime. T am not willing to guarantee that
the information given to me by the Commissioner is absolutely correect. I did
not get into the discussion of gasoline consumption. There are a number of
details that bear scrutiny. Figures from the Commissioner and Mr, Pollard

are sufficiently different.

I believe that it would be premature to suppert this Resolution which calls
for the Mayor to immediately direct the Public Works Commissioner to return
to contract refuse collection.

I relooked at  the April 24 notice of the Public Works Committee meeting.
Commissioner Spaulding was not copied on that notice.

MR, FAUTEUX: I'm going to have to parallel what Mr. Flounders has elaborated
upon. I'd like to make the point that I'm comvinced the facts are not all in
at the present time. What we have seen, at least in my perspective, is that
what is coming in is favorable. I think the Resolution we have in fromnt of
us right now forces the issue before the facts will become apparent, I sort
of wonder why the Resolution is put in front of us at the present time also.
I think that there are some fundamental issues involved here with some of
what the Committee has been doing recently, and I say that from the point of
view of a concern about an intrusion into the Management prerogatives of our
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE (cont.)

HR; FAUTEUX: (continuing)...Departmental Management in the City. I don't
really think there is much sound footing with such intrusion in particular
on this issue.

The foundation for the Resolution in terms of economics is tantamount to
second-guessing. I respect Ev's mathematics and I'm sure I would do the
same, but we would probably arrive at different estimates as to the various
cost factors involved., So, I say that if the Resolution is based upon the
numbers that we see behind it, I think it's assumptionally questionable,

I do go back to what Mr., Flounders said, The Commiséioner has been willing

to meet with any and all but he has been willing to meet in an environment
which is positive and constructive not under conditions of duress, and I think
some of the meetings which the Commissioner has been invited to are very
definitely situations which could be considered to be duress situatioms.

MR. WIEDERLIGHT: I live in a District that has City collection. XNo one

is telling me how bad their garbage collection is. If we do not like the way
the Police and Fire Departments are operating, are we going to have a
Resolution to tell them how to operate? We should leave the Management of

the particular departments to the Chiefs and Heads of the Departments. If then
they act remiss in their duties, then there are certain steps that can be taken.
I'd like to make a MOTION to recommit this back to the Committee,

MRS, GOLDSTETN: MOVED, SECONDED, DISCUSSION.

MR, DeLUCA: 1If we send this back to the Committee, is it possible to also
add the input of the Public Works Commissioner? There is some credibility

to the figures he gave Rep. Flounders. He was notified in the past to attend
the meeting and he didn't feel the need to attend. I would recommend we put
it back into Committee and a letter go to Commissioner Spaulding that his
attendance would be desirable at the meeting to give input with figures to
justify what he claims to be a true statement.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: As I would interpret recommitting an item,if the Board votes
to recommit, it is directing the Public Works Committee which is the Committee
that this will be recommittedto, to examine this Resolution which deals with
the private garbage collaction issue again next month. This would be on

the Agenda for next month's meeting.

In relation to the motion to recommit, it is perfectly acceptable to instruct
the Committee to invite or to suggest that someone or something be done in
relation to a particular area, which would be the Resolution., If you wish to
amend the motion to ask the Commissioner to attend, that would be in order,

MR, DeLUCA: 1I'd like to make an amendment to instruct the Commissioner
to attend our meeting.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: 1In you motion to recommit, you would be asking that the
Commissioner attend the Public Works Committee hearing for his input in
this matter, MOVED, SECONDED, CARRIED.

MR, BLUM: 1T would like to speak against this motiom,
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE (cont.)

MR, BLUM: (continuing)...The W, R. Williams' reporttold our Manager of certain
instances in the Public Works Department. The Consultant recommendad that the
private garbage collection be taken over by the City where the sewers went it,

I think we need more factual information and how this would affect those
employees; how this affects the fact that we paid for a consultant to give
us certain information and we pay for cur Manger to go by this consultant's
recommendation, He's doing what he was hired for,

MR. DOMAHUE: Move the question,

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED. CARRIED,

We will vote on the motion to recommit the Resolution. The MOTION has been
CARRIED, 27 in favor, O opposed, 1 abstention. Mr. Rybnick abstained

HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Jeanne-Lois Santy

(1) APRIL 11, 1980 REQUESTS FROM CITY REPS, DeNICOLA, DZIEZYC AND SUMMERVILLE
that Health and Protection invite to next meeting and listen to the
Police Association and policemen who wish to be heard about their problems,
and their dispute with their chief officer,

MRS, SANTY: The Health and Protection Committee met April 30th with Committee
Members Dziezye, Joyce and Blum present. Also present were Reps. DeNicola,
Boecuzzi, DeLuca, Stork, Corbo and Goldstein.

The meeting was called to give the Stamford Police Association membership the
opportunity to be heard regarding their long-existing dissatisfaction with the
Police Administration policies and practices.

The Republican Caucus Room was filled beyond capacity with officers, It was
obvious to those Board Members present that the morale is disastrously
low, What is the Committee's concern is that this morale problem is undoubtedly
affecting enthusiasm, performance, and output as evidenced by the mass
resignations of all volunteer members of the high-risk SWAT, Scuba, Bomb and
Motorcylce Teams, This ultimately affects the taxpayers of Stamford whom

we represent,

It was decided by the Committee to hold this jitem, hoping that Chief Cizanckas,
the Police Commission Members and the Stamford Police Association Trustees

and Executive Board will meet within the next month 2nd resolve their
differences expeditiously for the benefit of Stamford.

MR, DZIEZYC: The Health and Protection Committee of the Board did not over-
step its bounds when it offered to try to resolve the dispute between the
Stamford Police Association and Chief Cizanckas,
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HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE (cont.)

MR, DZIEZYC: (continuing)...The policemen didn't receive any satisfaction from
the Police Commission or the Chief himself regarding Cizanckas' remarks about
the so-called "corrupt' policemen on the force, The first statement the Chief
made was almost three years ago where on National TV, he said that there were
seven members of the Stamford Police Department that were associated with
organized crime. And just recently in the March 24th edition of '"Law
Enforcement News', the Chief stated that 907 of the Stamford Police Force

are homest which means there are 107 so-called "corrupt' men out of the

243 men on the Police Force or a total of 24 cops.

Within the span of three years, Cizanckas infers that the so-called '"corrupt"
cops increased from 7 to 24, Cizanckas hasn't identified or dismissed a

single so-called "corrupt' cop during his tenure as Chief. We can assume that
the Chief made these sensational statements for his own publicity, because

if these cops were indeed guilty of corruption, they would no longer be part

of the Police Force. These remarks by the Chief cast a cloud of suspicion

upon the whole Police Department thereby demoralizing the Finest of Stamford,
and eventually reducing the effectiveness of the Stamford Police Department.,
Therefore, the Board of Representatives must do its utmost to see that Stamford
has an efficient and well-administered Police Force,

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE - Chairman Robert '"Gabe'' DelLuca

(1) PERMISSION REOUESTED TO HANG BANNER ACROSS SUMMER ST, TO PUBLICIZE
EXCHANGE CLUB'S ANNUAL BICYCLE AND TRICYCLE SALE BEING HELD AT
RIPPOWAM HIGH SCHOOL MAY 17, 1980, Wish to hang banner from May lst to
May 19th.

MR, DeLUCA: Parks and Recreation Committee met on April 24th and item #1
was approved by a vote of 3 to 0 and I so MOVE,

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.
(2) PERMISSION REQUESTED BY PATRIOTIC AND SPECTAL EVENTS COMMISSION TO HOLD

THE ANNUAL MEMORTAL DAY PARADE ON SUNDAY, MAY 25th, STARTING AT 1:30 P.M,
Board members invited to march.

Item #2 was approved by a vote of 3 to O and I so MOVE.
APPRCVED ON CONSENT AGENDA,
MRS, GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED., CARRIED.

MR. DeLUCA: Rep. Lois Santy and I attended the opening day ceremony of the
North Stamford Little League. Don Odell, President, extends his deepest
gratitude to the Members of the Board for their help in seeing that their
League was opened on time, A past member and former Chairman of our Parks
and Recreation Committee, George Hays had the honor of throwing out the first
ball.
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EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE - Chajrman Robert Fauteux - NO REPORT

SEWER COMMITTEE - Chairman Michael Wiederlight - NO REPORT

PUBLIC HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE - Co-Chairmen Lathon Wider
and Stanley Darer

MR, WIDER: The Housing and Community Development Committee met on April 29th,
Present at the meeting wereMr, Stanley Darer, Mr, Handy Dixon, Mr. John Roos,
and myself.

Because of the many complaints of poor maintenance in Public Housing we had

Mrs, Margot Wormser, Mr, Jerry Egan, Mrs, Nancy McAfee, and all the Moderate
Income Tenants Association Presidents. We discussed the funding, the availability
for funding for maintenance. We discussed the lack of maintenance and the
available funds for maintenance. We were assured that there were funds so 'we
will be looking into that as we move along.

(1) PROPOSED RESOLUTION FROM COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT RE "STAMFORD
NEIGHBORHOOD PRESERVATION PROGRAM (SNPP)" BEING INCORPORATED AS A
NON-STOCK, NON-PROFIT CORPORATION, per Mayor Clapes' letter 3/21/80,

We did take up the application by New Neighborhoods which was referred back
to Committee tonight, We won't have to work on that. We workasd on a
Resolution, a letter from the Mayor requesting a Resolution through this
Board for the incorporation of the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation, The
Committee voted &4 to 0 to present the following Resolution which I'll ask
Mrs, Moira Lyons to read at this time.

MRS, LYONS: Proposed Resclution,

The Resolution concerning the authorization to incorporate the Stamford
Neighborhood Preservation Program as a non-profit, non-stock corporation under
the laws of the State of Connecticut:

WHEREAS, the Community Development Program of the City of Stamford, Connecticut
acting through the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation Program is engaged in a
revitalizat{on and rehabilitation of low and moderate housing within the City
of Stamford by means of low interest loans and grants and technical assistance
to enable property owners to repair and rehabilitate their properties; and

WHEREAS, the incorporation of the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation Program

as a non-profit, non-stock corporation would enable it to apply for an
exemption under Section 501,.C3 of the Intermal Revenue Code thereby making
eligible to receive grants and gifts from private foundations and other sources;
and

WHEREAS, the incorporation of the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation Program
as & non-profit, non-stock corporation would enable it to apply for grants
from the Connecticut State Department of Housing and to function as a not
for profit development organization; and
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PUBLIC HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE (cont.)

MRS, LYONS: (continuing)...

WHEREAS, the incorporation of the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation Program
as a non-profit, non-stock corporation would serve to protect the Stamford
Community Development Program and the City of Stamford from any claims that
might arise out of the activities of the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation
Program; and

WHEREAS, the incorporation of the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation Program
as a non-profit, non-stock corporation would protect it from any claims which
do not arrive out of the scope of its activities,

NCW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives:

1, that Mayor Louis A, Clapes or his duly appointed representative is
authorized to incorporate the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation Program as a
non-profit, non-stock corporation under the laws of the State of Connecticut
and,

2, that Mayor Louis A, Clapes or his duly appointed representative is
authorized to enter into a written contract between the Stamford Community
Deve lopment Program of the City of Stamford and the Stamford Neighborhood
Preservation Program after it has been incorporated which contract shall
provide in detail the scope of operations and manner in which all funds received
by the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation Program after it has been incorporatad
are to be expended subject to all appropriate accounting and audit controls
and applicable Federal regulating governing the use of the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant funds and,

3. that Mayor Louis A, Clapes is authorized to select and appoint
qualified persons to serve as officers and directors of the Stamford
Neighborhood Preservation Program after it has been incorporated to insure
that the new corporation continues to operate under the control and supervision
of the Community Development Program of the City of Stamford and,

4, that Mayor Louis A, Clapes or his duly appointed representative is
hereby authorized and empowered to execute contract agreements, grant
applications, grant agreements and all other documents or legal instruments
which are necessary and appropriate to effectuate and promote the goals and
objectives of the Stamford Neighborhood Preservation Program and the Community
Development Program of the City of Stamford.

Respectfully submitted by the Public Housing and Community Development
Committee, Stamford Board of Representatives, Stanley Darer and Lathon Wider,
Co-Chairmen,

MR, WIDER: I MOVE the approval of this Resolution.

MS, SUMMERVILLE: 1Is this Resolution something the Corporation Counsel

looked over? You are dealing with incorporating something and you are giving
Mayor Clapes the sole responsibility. How long is the Mayor going to have that
authority? It doesn't say until someone else replaces the Mayor.
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PUBLIC HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE (cont.)

MR, WIDER: It means that any Mayor, any person that becomes Mayor of the
City of Stamford. Doesn't necessarily mean Mayor Clapes per se; it just
means that Mayor Clapes will incorporate the organization now as Mayor of
the City of Stamford.

MS, SUMMERVILLE: The Resolution does not read that way, It says Mayor
Clapes will have the right to appoint; it does not say the Mayor of the
City of Stamford.

MR, WIDER: At this time, it has to read that way because Mayor Clapes is
the Mayor of the City of Stamford and he will have the responsibility of
appointing or electing any directors of the Corporation, That's his
responsibility.

MR, BLUM: I would like to make a2 motion to send this Resolution back to
committee for further study. SECONDED,

MS, SUMMERVILLE: TIf it is all right with Mr. Blum, I would like to instruct
that Committee to check with Corporation Counsel to make sure that the
Resolution is properly stated.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: We will vote by a voice vote on a motion to recommit,
MOVED. SECONDED. CARRIED., (1 no vote, Mr. Rybnick)

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE - Chairman Richard Fasanelli

(1) PROPOSED RESOLUTION RE RE-CONSIDERATION OF AMENDED URBAN RENEWAL PLAN AND
CONTRACT REIATING TO PARCELS 8 and 9 per Mayor Clapes' letter 4/16/80.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: Taken up under Suspension of the Rules after the Legislative
and Rules Committee,

Although the Urban Renewal Committee have already given their report, I
would like to compliment Mr., Fasanelli, the Chairman, Ms. Summerville,

Mr. Donahue, Mr. Roog, and Mr Conti on the absolute excellent and thorough
job they did on this question,

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Audrey Maihock

MRS, MATHOCK: I actended a meeting with the Zoning Board on April 30 1980
at which Chairman Martin Levine stated, "the Zoning Board would give high
priority to developing Zoning Ragulations for flood-prone areas, Mr. DeLuca
was also present at this meeting, as were Mark Lubbers, Director of the EPB
and Ann Boden & member of the EPB.

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

HOUSE COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Doris Bowlby - NO REPORT
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TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE - Chairman Patrick Joyce

(1) EOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL REGARDING THE _CONTROL
OF ATRCRAFT, HELIPORTS, ETC, WITHIN THE CITY OF STAMFORD.

MR, JOYCE: This has been HELD IN COMMITTEE, We are awaiting an opinion from
Corporation Counsel and we'll hold it over until next month.

(2) PRCOPOSED SENSE-OF-THE-BOARD RESOLUTION FRCOM CITY REP., JOHN ZELINSKI
TO THE EFFECT THAT CONRAIL SYSTEM BE KEPT INTACT AND NOT BROREN UP
AND SOLD QFF IN PIECES - to be sent to Congressmen McRinney, Weicker,
and Ribicoff.

This will be HELD IN COMMITTEE. One of the members of the Committee wants
to hear the other side of the case.

(3) PROPOSED RESOLUTION FROM CITY REP, PAUL DZIEZYC 4/11/80 RE HEALTH
BAZARDS POSED BY TRACTORS AND/OR TRATLER TRUCKS PARKED IN RESIDENTIAL
AREAS,

This Resolution has been approved by our Committee and we so recommend
that it be approved by this Board.

This is a Resolution requesting the Traffic Commission to take action on
this problem, Our Committee is entirely in agreement and we recommend that
this Resolution be approved by the Board relating to this very serious
problem which is coming up in a number of areas regarding the parking of
tractors and trailer trucks in residential area.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: Mr. Joyce, are yvou MOVING that we approve the Rescolution?
MOVED., SECONDED.

MR, JOYCE: There are some zoning teeth that can be applied here provided
that the Zoning enforcement Inspector is willing to take action on this.

I will talk with Mr. Sotire about this,

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED. CARRIED,

SPECIAL "ON-SITE GARBAGE CONVERSION' STUDY COMMITTEE - Chairman F. Corbo

(1) PROGRESS REPORT - NO REPORT

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR -  NONE
PETITIONS - MNONE

MOMENTS OF STLENCE -  NONE
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ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES

March 20, 1980 Special Meeting (re URC and Question-and-Answer Period)

MR, ZELINSKI: T think there is 2 missing page 6.
MRS, GOLDSTEIN: We'll HOLD this until next month,

March 27, 1980 Special Meeting (re URC) - APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY (voice vote)

April 10, 1980 Regular Monthly Board Meeting =~ AS CORRECTED APPROVED UNAMTMOUSLY

RESOLUTIONS

(1) PROPOSED SENSE-OF ~-THE-BCARD RESOLUTION CONCERNING SOUTHERN NEW ENGLAND
TELEPHONE COMPANY'S REQUEST FOR A 35% RATE INCREASE FOR STAMFORD'S
52,000 TELEPHONE SUBSCRIBERS. Submitted by John Zelinski 4/16/80,

MOVED., SECONDED, CARRIED. (Mr. Fauteux and Mrs. Perillo opposed)

(2) PROPOSED RESOLUTION FROM CITY REP, MOTRA LYONS RE SPRING CLEAN-UP.

MOVED. SECONDED. CARRIED UNANDMOUSLY.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUALS -  NONE

OLD BUSINESS

MR, BLUM: POINT OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE tnat I feel is old business in a sense
that therehave been numerous times, I didn't bring it up in my report, where
today, I reported to you there was no quorum of the Personnel Committee.
Inasmuch as the Steering Committee does have somne, I hope, management of

when certain Committees should meet, The reason Personnel Committes did not
have a quorum was the fact the night of that Wednesday, there were four meetings
going on in which I was a Member of three and my other Committees were

involved in each one of these Committees. Too many Committees meet on

certain nights; let's break it up a little,

NEW _BUSIMESS

(1) Reminder of the Special Budget Meetings of the Board to be held
Tuesday and Wednesday, May 13 and 14, 1980.
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There being no further business before the Board, upon a MOTION made,
SECONDED and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned at 1:15 A.M.

Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative AsSt,
(and Recording Secretary)

APPROVED:

“Sandra Goldstein, President
16th Board of Representatives

Note: The above meeting was broadcast

in its entirety by Radio Station
WSTC and WYRS,

CMT :AK: 1M



