




































































































































































56. MINUTES OF SPECIAL BUDGET MEETING MAY 14, 1980 56.

YERWOOD CENTER (cont.)

MR. ESPOSITO: Southfield Commmity Center, the Glenbrook Community Center.

MRS, GUROIAN: Alright, stop right there, the Glenbrook Community Center does
not own its building,...cese0

MR. ESPOSITO: But the city has contributed to it.

MRS, GUROIAN: The city contributed to the restoration of the building before it
turned it over to the Glenbrook Community Center Trustees. The Glenbrook
Community Center does not do anything to the building without, they can't even
put a paint brush on the wall, without the permission of Mr. Strat, in the
building department,

MR. ESPOSITO: That's right and the city therefore pays all the utilities and
all the maintenance.

MRS, GUROIAN: I don't see it in the budget.
MR. ESPOSITO: 1Its part of buildings and grounds.

MRS, GUROIAN: They pay it for their own building that's all, they don't have a
custodian there anymore, they don't have anything, they just pay for the building
saintenance. The Glenbrook Community Center pays for the paint and everything
else that goes inside that building and cannot do a thing, their lease is renewed
every year and cannot do a thing without asking permission from the city. This
is not so of the Yerwood Center. When the Yerwood Center, the building was trans-
ferred to the Yerwood Center it was specifically emphasized that that center
would not be the same as the Glenbrook Community Center, and the other community
centers, it would be more like, it would be independent and privatecwned, more
like the Jewish Community Center and the Italian Community Center, for which
reason, 1 million dollars was collected by the business community and United Way
in order for them to fix over the building.

MR. ESPOSITO: POINT OF PERSONAL FRIVILEGE. I'm just trying to answer Mzrs. Guroiar
question.

MRS. GUROIAN: No, he answered it with a compar ison and I was already told that
if the compar ison is made I can speak to it, otherwise I wouldn't have spoken
to it. 1 million dollars was collected for them, it was never collected for the
Glenbrook Community Center or any of the other centers, that million dollars
has, I assume been spent without supervision by the c¢ity, that was spent by
the Trustees of that center, now they are asking to be put on the same footing
as the other community centers. If you grant it to this, I see no reason why

1 shouldn't contribute $30,000. to the Jewish Community Center, $30,000. to the
Italian Center, why not, they also get United Way funds. Glenbrook Community
Center can't even apply for United Way funds because its not on the same status
as the other community centers. They get a hundred and something thousand
dollars, $20,000 would go a long way with the Glenbrook Community Center,
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YERWOOD CENTER (cont.)

MRS, GUROIAN: (continuing)...not 1 million at one point and $100,000. every year.
I see absolutely no reason why we should start a precedent by subsidizing private
centers. If that center is transferred to the city, lock, stock and barrel,

just as it was transferred, Steven School was transferred to them, I could see
reason for paying for everything that is paid for any other community center

you mentioned, I did not mention, and under those circumstances I would vote

for it, under these circumstances I think it's a travesty and its setting a bad
precedent because I would encourage at that point that any other private center
come into this Board and ask for subsidy.

MRS, SANTY: I would just like to say no one is arguing the merits of the center,
it's vital, it3 necessary, but I remember, and I cannot remember being three years
ago, that they came before this Board because they led fipancizl problems, be-
cause I remember clearly they asked for and was granted $20,000 and it was one
shot appropriation, they did not under any circumstances expect this every year,
they said just help us out this one time, and here we are again, and we're

going to be here next year and this could happen with other community centers,
We have to tread very, very carefully on this,

MR. DIXON: I would first of all have to agree with some of what has been said.

The Center at the outset had in mind and was very serious in getting re-established
in the new location. Their intentions were to become self-sustaining and they
have certainly put forth many effortSto accomplish just that., Unfortunately they
have met with some serious misfortumes such as inflation which they did not
anticipate at the time, and it is that kind of thing that has sort of derailed

that program. The center serves a very valuable purpose on the West Side. It
service is extended to many many families and children in that immediate area
although the service is not limited to the immediate area. The mere fact that
they have been faced with high inflation especially in utilities, o¢il, etec.,

has made it necessary for them to come back to this city and and ask for this

kind of aid, it is not their intention to come to the city every year and ex-
pect to be put in the city budget every year, the Yerwood Center is still strive
ing to become self-sustaining and I beliewe that in time with the kind of help
that they need now, and the kind of programs that they are anticipating to

help raise additional funds, I truly believe that they will become self-sustaining.
I hope that we will leave this $30,000 intact in hope that it will provide them
with the kind of assistance that they are asking for and help them along the

way to the extent that they will not have to come back to us.

MS. RINAIDI: Since the City of Stamford does fund the utility expenses for other
centers, I don't think its unfalr that we act in favor of this,

MR. FAUTEUX: MOVE THE QUESTION.
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MRS, GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED,

MR, CORBO: POINT OF INFORMATION. Don't we have a technical problem on this,
because we don't have any report from the Board of Finance.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: We do have a report, the Board of Finance figure is $30,000.
It came down to us late. The MOTION is to MOVE the QUESTION. The MOTION has
PASSED. We will vote on the MOTION to cut $30,000 from the Yerwood Center,
MR. WIDER: May I call for a Roll Call vote.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED. LOST, We will vote by use of the machine,
The MOTION HAS LOST by a vote of 14 in favor; 18 opposed.

YERWQOOD CENTER
Page 129 - Code 740 TOTAL APPROVED $ 30,000.

ROGERS SCHOOL COMM CENTER ORG
Page 130 -~ Code 741 TOTAL APPROVED $ 4,850,

SOUTHFIELD COMMUNITY CENTER
Page 131 - Code 742 TOTAL APPROVED $ 27,061,

COMMUNITY RETURN
Page 144 - Code 770 TOTAL APFROVED $ 6,000,

YOUTH SERVICE BUREAU

Page 148 - Code 792 TOTAL APPROVED $ 20,000,
Page 150 COMMUNLTY SERVICES SECTION TOTAL $2,717,954

DEBT SERVICE

Page 176 - Code 900 TOTAL APPROVED $13,385,610
Page 179 DEBT SERVICE SECTION TOTAL $13,385,610

PA@ 179 - MBUD@T TOTALS .......‘l.'.l..‘...l.$103’973’399.
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MRS, GOLDSTEIN said we would now move on to the CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET.

MR. ZELINSKI: Would it be possible at this present time to just move that we
approve 2ll the Capital Projgg}slggdget with one motion rather than go through

page by pagef

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: No, we're going to go through it, if there are few cuts it
will go very quickly.

MRS, GUROIAN: Before we go on to the Capital Budget, could I know how much we
cut on the Operating Budget.

MR. ESPOSITO: $226,000 that's not including the Board of Education.
MRS. GUROIAN: What will this equate into approxi mately in a raise in taxes.

MR, ESPOSITO: $1,400,000 is equivalent to 1 mill. The projected increase depends
on what the Board of Finance does with the contingency fund. As I indicated

last night if the Board of Finance feels that many of the cuts were in-appropriate,
they'll put it in the contingency fund and it won't mean anything in terms of

a tax cut. When we came in here last night, if we hadn't cut anything, there

was 9/10 of a mill projected increase for the A Dist. and approxi mately 2% mills
for each of the other districts. If the Board of Finance decides that our
$1,400,000 cut is not going to be put into the contingency that's approxi mately
1 mill across the board,it would be averagedout based on the district as the
services applied to each district.

MRS, GUROIAN: Does this include the projected increases in salary that wasn't
budgeted that would g0 intothe contingency fund won't it.

MR. ESPOSITO: It also includes the Division of Collection, that was placed in
the contingency fund as well when these figures were made up.

MRS, GUROIAN: Then the salaries are in that increase.

MR. ESPOSITO: Youintalking about the $31,000 in additional merit increases.
MRS. GUROIAN: No, no. there's two or three million for the Board of Ed.
MRS, GOLDSTEIN: Mr. Esposito can we proceed to the Capital Projects then,

while we're waiting for a grand total perhaps we can answer this. I'm afraid
we're going to lose our quorum.

MRS. BAWE: On Code 810, Board of Education, Capital Projects, Fiscal Committee
recommended no cuts,
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CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET (continued)

BOARD OF EDUCATION

MR, DeLUCA: I would like to make a MOTION to delete line item 810,0793 to
bring that down to zero.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED,

MR, DelUCA: We cammot let emotional factors prevail over economic reality.
Anticipated cost for renovation of this facility is projected at approxi mately
4 million dollars. During the next five years, enrollment will drop between 20
to 257%. Eventually a middle school must be closed. Back in January we had the
pleasure of interviewing before the Appointments Committee, a member from the
Planning Board who indicated that if anything, Burdick School should be closed,
to invest $800,000 now when the anticipated expenditures of 4.5 million dollars
will be a waste of the taxpayers money. If anything talk has been that Dolan
School should be closed in the future, and here is a school that's only about

25 years old versus a school approxi mately 80 years old. It's a school located
in a congestéd 2rea where more housing is planning to be built, and yet we

want to spend all this meney with future enrollments projected to continue to
be declining. I think this would be a travesty of justiczof the people to sink
money into this area, therefore I would urge my colleague to reject this item,

MR, FASANELLI: 1I'd like to speak against Mr, DeLuca's motion. Burdick School
has a long history in Stamford, is one of the few downtown schools left, its

a school that doesn't have to bus the numbers of students to its doors that a
lot of other schools don't, it saves money that way, its a school that's used
at night as a community center for a lot of groups, the senior citizens, its

a school that used on weekend, it s a focal point in that particular part of
the city. to close it, after its being used by all of these groups, and used
during the day by the students, it's a waste of money to the taxpayers, it
probably utilizes money most efficiently out of any of the schools right now,
so I think that Burdick should remain open and we should keep it alive.

MRS. LYONS: The Board of Education has commited itself to use Burdick as a
magnet school, housing pupils in the 5th to the 8th grade. The $800,000 we

are asked to appropriate is to be used to correct building code violationms.

I attended a meeting where I was shown a ten-page list of code violations to
fire and safety regulations. I think it's deplorable that the city has allowed
children to be educated in a facility that may jeopardize their safety and

I implore you to appropriate this money to correct the violation. The City

is currently under State mandate to correct these violations and therefore
approxi mately 45% of the cost will be reimbursable, Just to give you some
idea of what these violations are, the fire doors are either missing or else
are housed in wooden frames. The windows need to be replaced, their frames

are currently rotted to the point where they could fall on someone and injure
them, the bathroom facilities are very deplorable, the electric wir ing is a
fire haz ard, and the duct work also needs to be cerrected. These building code
violations must be corrected and need to be address ed in order to insure the safet;
of the students.
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CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET - Board of Education (cont,)

MRS, HAWE: Mrs. Lyons covered it nicely, IJjust like to urge my fellow Board
members to vote for this, the fact that as we know we can't determine what
schools will be closed and which will not, I think Burdick has a unique place

in the community due to its location in the downtown area near cultural
facilities, near the Library, within walking distance of a lot of these places,
the fact is that there are children in there now and it is absolutely unsafe
for them to be in there due to all these violations. If anyonme has taken a tour
of the building and been in it recently you would really be app .alled at the
state of it. This is mainly for code compliance, the scope of this project hasbeen
diminished greatly from last year and as Mrs, Lyons said, 45% of these code
violation correctionswill come back from the state, that's definite and I

urge my fellow Board members to approve this.

MRS, CONTI: I would like to speak in favor of Mr. DeLuca's motion. If Burdick
were going to be kept as a neighborhood Junior High School, I would feel dif-
ferently, but since it's going to be kept only for a magnet program, and the
magnet program has not yet been fully evaluated and it may not be successful, I
would hate to revamp the school and then find out its not going to be used,

it's too great an investment, so I will support Mr, DeLuca's motion.

MR. DelUCA: POINT OF ORDER. I heard two comments now saylng that the State is
going to be reimburse the City 457 of the cost but yet I can remember reading as
late as two weeks ago comments from the State that they would not reimburse the
City any funds for the Burdick renovation, the funds were cut, I was wondering
where these figures were coming from as far as 457 reimbursement.

MRS, HAWE: We questioned the Board of Education in detail on that because we

too had read that in the paper. The truth of the matter is that we are getting

457% reimbursement because it is now only a code compliance program. The State
Board of Education had eliminated funds, or actually the Legislator had eliminated
funding for projects that were not listed priority one, the State Board of Education
ltsted the programs that they were going to fund according to priority, Burdick
was not a priority ome. Due to budget constraints at the State level, the Legis-
lature decides to eliminate all priority three projects, however, this does not
involve Burdick at all, because it is now a code compliaree program; code compliance
programs get reimbursed no matter what, so whatever you have read in the paper

Mr. DeLuca does not apply now, we know that is difinitely coming back without

a doubt,

MR. WIDER: I appreciate Mr. DelLuca's concern with the waste of taxpayers money,
I have another concern, My concern is that we have already closed up the inner-
city schools, Now we are building houses down here to ask people to come back
dovntown, and if we do away with Burdick , we're going to have to build another
one, because these people will not see their children bussed back up in the
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CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET - Bd. of Ed. (cont.)

MR, WIDER: (continuing)..country to attend those schools, so I think our best
bet is to keep that school and bring it up to par, and I'm a little upset when

I heard about it having been a custodian in the public school, having turned twe
schools around from being condemned. , I was upset that the Board of Education
had let it become that run down, for the fact is that this little $800,000 is
peanuts beside what our schools in 1985-90 will cost to build downtown. We're
going to build 148 units of co-op and high-rise buildings just on the otherside
of Broad Street, I'm on the Downtown Housing Committee, we have already viewed
the plan, we're going to need the school, so believe me let's keep Burdick School.

MR, BLUM: Two years ago I visited Burdick School, at that time hearing some of
the members of the Board of Education of the deplorable conditions that existed
at Burdick School, that this school must go, so I went there and made a visit

and yes, it was in a deplorable condition. From that day on I said I was going
to work for Burdick; yes, I went to that school when it was a good school, and

it is still a good school because it has the basic foundation of teaching some

of the children in the inner-city as well as the neighborhoods in and around
central city. Central City, some of the parts where the 12th District now en-
compasses, is in the process of having new houses, and in this housing are
coming new people with young families in the Forest, Grove Streets area, in

the Broad Street area, in the downtown area, and a school of this magnitude is
needed in the downtown area., Yes, the $800,000 is going for safety features

of the school, it was thought to rebuild Burdick at 4% million dollars but that
is not lost as yet because they are turning tp other sectors in the State programs
where they may find funds to build Buxdick Jr..High School or middle school, that
it deserved to be along with other schools. It is deplorable to have children
come under these conditions to go to school and look up at the ceiling, hoping
that that tile doesn't fall down, on them or even a teacher. These are unsafe
conditions for anyone to work or to be taught, I therefore ask you to vote on

the $800,000 to bring Burdick Jr. High under safety code, and fire code compliance.

MR, LIVINGSTON: Just looking at this, under normal circumstances I would probably
be inclined to support it, but at the present moment there are a couple of things
I'm not too sure of. If we take into consideration that tonight we deleted from
Board of Education 1.2 million, you add what the Board of Finance did, another
$800,000 we all know the Board of Education is going to do whatever they feel is
necessary to come up with what they think is a suitable operating program for

the school system and when you take what we did already into comsideratiom, it
makes me wonder that if we do go along with this renovation of Burdick School,

I'm wondering if we're not just doing something for the sake of doing it. Scme

of the arguments that have been given by people who are supporting it, you've

given some arguments by all means maybe the school should be closed, if its that
run down and in such deplorable condition, when we hear that the Board of Education
is comsidering closing down schools that have been built in the last ten or fifteen
years, it makes me wonder if we would be doing the correct thing by supporting
this, I'm not sure if we don't support it tonight and if there is a great desire
for that school to stay open, I'm quite sure that they can come back for an amend-
ment to the Capital Project, it's not for me to say if there's going to get the

2/3 or not, but at the moment I haven't heard an argument that convi nced me that
its worthwhile to support this.
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CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET - Bd. of Ed. (cont.)

MRS. HAWE: I would just like to answer Mr. Livingston about whether it was worth-
while keeping it opened. Certainly the cost of repairing would be nothing com-
pared to the cost of building a new school., We'we heard several times in the past
that the schools that were built in the 1950's were of a much lower cali.ber of
construction thenm those that were built years ago and I think the basic plant

at Burdick is in solid shape, its just these code compliance that have to be
brought up to date and I really feel that it§ worth doing.

MR. CORBO: I would like to go back to some of the remarks made by Mrs. Lyons.

I don't know why the Board of Education is permitting these childrem to occupy

a school with safety code standards, if a tragedy happen to be because of a

lack of safety standards, who's going to be responsible for it. I think the
school should have been evacuated already and if this safety code has been explorec
before, a year ago, how come the request wasn't made a year ago.

MR. DARER: "It seems to me last night in honesty and integrity we discussed re-
ducing the Board of education budget. The reason for that in many of our minds
was not to affect the children of our city but to give direction to the Board

of Education to assist them in making them make a directional change in their
policy and planning. Now, we know that our enrollment is declining, we know
that we have good physical plant in some area of the city, we know that mobility
is changed to the point where young people today can take a bus to school, I
doubt very much whether in any major city in the world kids walk to scheol as a
rule or as a majority, most kids do take buses to go to school today. I think
when you have a situation like we have tonight, a vote on Burdick, a vote to-
night is not just to cut $800,000 but it is a vote of direction to the Board of
Education by this responsible body. This issue has come before the citizens of
Stamford, its been bounced around and we now have it in our budget. We can

take responsibility tonight, we can show leadership tonight, we can say that we
do not want to put 45 million dollars into that school over the next few years,
we think its the wrong thing to do and we think that what we should do is cut
$800,000 and start our Board of Education to think in directioms that are more
progressive for the future. It is in my humble view, it is not a landmark build-
ing as much of us would like to think of it. It's an 80-year-old, unsafe structure
and to throw 4% million dollars into with declining enrollment, I'm not thinking
of building new schools, I'm thinking of using our existing capacity to the best
available ability and I think it would be financially irrespomsible and an in-
justiceto our taxpayers to take $800,000 and next year come back for more to

save a building that really should be used for other purposes in the downtown
area in my humble view. I think we should vote this money down and give direction
to the Board of Education, since they did not grab the bull by the horns; we have
to do it and tell them the way they should go on this issue.

MS, SUMMERVILLE: Much of what I was going to say has been said, but I too was,
along with David, on the coldest day of last year, when the Historical Society
asked the Board of Representatives to take a tour of that particular area. And
Burdick School was the first building that we went into., I don't know that much
about the structure or how sound it is and all, but to look at the building and
see what has to be renovated, I really think that the Board should comsider
approving this appropriation, You have dedicated teachers there, the children
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CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET - Bd. of Ed. (cont.)

MS, SUMMERVILLE: (continuing)...as someone who spoke earlier has said, they can
walk to school. I'm not convi nced that bussing is the answer, and just be-
cause we nmade a decision sometime ago that had to be bussing because of a sit-
uation that does not mean that we can't say that we made a mistake or the in-
terpretation of what we meantwas mis-interpreted, so I'm saying let's save the
downtown Burdick, the magnet school I think is good. I think if you all will

2e a little patied and considerate, you'll find out yourself that that's ideal.
There are many things that go on in Burdick and the building is not falling

down as you might have a picture of, there are just certain renovatioms that have
to be done. I beg you to please appropriate this appropriation.

MR, DZIEZYC: MOVE THE QUESTION.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: MOVED., SECONDED. CARRIED. The question is to cut $800,000 from
line 810,0793. We will vote bw use of the machine, The vote is 14 in favor;
17 opposed, the MOTION has LOST. (Mr. Donahue abstained from this vote)

I would like to take this oppertunity to thank her for the hard work she has done
as Co=-Chairperson of Fiscal, Thank you Marie. Mr. Esposito will carry
on.

MR, DeLUCA: Through the Chair to the remaining Co-Chairman of Fiscal, on line
810.0904, Davenport Ridge Elementary School roof. This school is only seven
years old and we already need a new roof. Do we have a law suit against the
contractor or anything on this.

MRS. McINERNEY: What has happened is in the past there has been a lot of vandal-
ism at Davenport Ridge and many of the other schools in Stamford and apparently
people have gotten on top of the roof and caused leakage and now it needs to be

re-roofed.

MR. DelUCA: This was all due to vandalism.

MRS. McINERNEY: My understanding yes, the Police had a terrible problem with
people going up every Friday and Saturday night.

MR, DelUCA: To the tunme of $120,000 worth of vandalism.

MRS, McINERNEY: I'm sorry I didn't sit in on the Fiscal deliberatioms, I just
know what caused the problem with the roof, so I can't speak to that end.

MR. DelLucA: I'm wondering, the fact that the school is only seven years old, that

we have to put a new roof up to the tune of $120,000, My question is, is it the
result of poor workmAnship and do we have @ guarantee of 10 years, 20 years?

MR, FAUTEUX: There is another problem withthe roof, apparently there has been
some bubbling or buckling of the roof surface, I believe we were told that there

was a $10,000 bond on the roof, which obviously is inadequate to provide amy sub-
stantial repair to it, I think I was led to believe there was no way to getting

back to the contractor in this regard.
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CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET (cont.)

MR, DeLUCA:We never had a guarantee: with the contractor, usually you have a
roof put and depending on the material and type of workmandship, most roofs &are
guaranteed for 20 years or in recent years at least a 18 year gurantee with

a2 bond issue where after the first five years, if you have any problem with
your roof, the cost isbornme by the contract, and the next five years you share
the cost, and I'm just trying to find out if anything like this is in our
contract,

MR. ESPOSITO: The issue is that it is not due to the workmenship its due to

the vandalism, and when you have vandalism then the builder is not responsible.
NOAL

MR, DeLUCA: I just received word here from Rep. Fauteux, part of is is due to
buckling of the roof, not vandalism.

MRS, PERILLO: I would like to ask Mr. Esposito, doessoﬁitrol. pick-up if anyone
is on the roof?

MR, ESPOSITO: I'm not sure that Sénitrol is in the schools.

FRS. PERILLO: I think all the se¢hodls have it, I think we should check that out
to see how much sonitrol is picking up with all the vandalism we're having,

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Can we come to a section total for the Bd. of Education.
Page 45 BOARD OF EDUCATION SECTION TOTAL $1,230,230.

MR. BOCCUZZI: I notice we're losing a few members, I thihk it better be noted
that 1f we don't have 21 members for the resolution, we might as well have stayed
home for two days because the budget sent down by the Board of Finance will be
the budget of the City of Stamford.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: That is correct and I hope that everyone heard that. We will
go to page 1 of the Capital Project Budget, and we can really do this fast.
Mr, Esposito.

MR. ESPOSITO: As I go through these, some of these are going to be recommended
for funding by taxation and therefore will not be bonded for.

MR. CORBO: I would like to MOVE to reconmsider Burdick School Renovation program.
I was on the prevailing side.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: It has been MOVED and SECONDED. We will vote by use of the machine
The vote is 13 in favor of recomsideration, 15 opposed, the MOTION has been LOST.

MR, ESPOSITO: As I go through these I will indicate those projects which are
being recommended for funding by taxatiom.
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CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET (cont.)

REGISTRAR OF VOQTERS
Page 1 - Code 101 TOTAL APPROVED § 25,200,

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION BQARD
Page 2 - Code 110 TOTAL APPROVED $ 196,000.

SEWER COMMISSION
Page 3 - Code 112 TOTAL APPROVED $ 43,500,

Page 4 BOARDS & COMMISSION SECTION TOTAL $ 264,700,

TOWN_& CITY CLERK
Page 5 - Code 210 TOTAL APPROVED $ 26,825,

CENTRAL SERVICES DEPT.
Page 6 - Code 244 TOTAL APPRIVED $ 34,330.

ASSESSORS OFFICE
Page 7 = Code 250 TOTAL APFRGVED $ 300,000,

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC
Page 8 - Code 280 TOTAL APFPROVED 51,374,200,

MRS. McINERNEY: Line 280,0629 Bus Shelters, I'd like to MOVE to cut by $53,000 0
. accommodate - the building of ten bus shelters instead of twenty.

MR. ESPOSITO: May I note that $90,000 of that is going to reimbursed by the
Department of Transportation.

MRS. McINERNEY: I'm sorry then I'll withdraw, I didn't see that on here.

Page 9 GENERAL GOVERMMENT SECTION TOTAL $1,735,355.

BU OF HIWAYS & MAINT DIV HIWAY
Page 10 - Code 310 TOTAL APPROVED $ 431,000,
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DIVISION OF EQUIFMENT MAINTENANCE
Page 12 - Code 311

-SNOW & FL EMERG
Page 13 - Code 314

DIV OF BLDGS & GROUNDS
Page 14 - Code 320

BUREAU OF ENGINEERING
Page 17 - Code 330

SEWAGE TREATMENT PIANT
Page 18 - Code 341

SANITARY INCINERATOR
Page 19 - Code 343

DIV OF EQUIP & BLDG MAINT
Page 22 - Code 346

Page 23  PUBLIC WORKS SECTION

POLICE DEPARTMENT
Page 24 = Code 410

FIRE DEPARTMENT
Page 25 - Code 450

NEW HOPE FIRE DEPARTMENT
Page 27 - Code 472

LONG RIDGE FIRE DEPT.
Page 28 - Code 473

TOTAL APPROVED

TOTAL APFROVED

TOTAL AFPROVED

TOTAL APPROVED

TOTAL APPROVED

TOTAL APPROVED

TOTAL APPROVED

TOTAL

TOTAL APPROVED

TOTAL APPROVED

TOTAL APFROVED

TOTAL APPROVED

$ 401,140,

$ 117,800.

$ 108,500,

$ 175,000.

$ 202,500,

$ 911,000.

$ 6,300.

$2,353,240.

$ 344,138,

$ 43,000,

$ 7.345,

§ 11,520,
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68, MINUTES_OF SPECIAL BUDGET MEETING MAY 14, 1980

CAPITAL PROJECT BUDGET (comt.)

IURN OF RIVER FTRE DEPT.
Page 29 - Code 474 TOTAL APPROVED

STAMFORD AMBULANCE CORPS
Page 31 - Code 481 TOTAL APPROVED

Page 32 POLICE & FIRE PROTECTION SECTION TOTAL

HEALTH DEPARTMENT
Page 36 - Code 550 TOTAL APPROVED

PARK DEPARTMENT
Page 37 - Code 610 TOTAL APPROVED

BOARD OF RECREATION
Page 39 - Code 650 TOTAL APPROVED

BRENNAN GOLF CQURSE
Page 40 - Code 670 TOTAL APPROVED

Page 40 PARKS & RECREATION SECTION TOTAL

FERGUSON LIBRARY
Page 41 - Code 710 TOTAL APPROVED

STAMFORD MUSEUM
Page 42 - Code 720 TOTAL APPROVED

Page 43 COMMUNITY SERVICE SECTION TOTAL

Page 47 SECTION TOTAL

$  45,010.

$ 481,800,

$§ 932,813.

s 15,712,

$ 175,500,

$ 25,156,

$ 71,775,

$ 272,431,

$ 400,000,

$ 47,348,

$ 447,348.

$3,447,000.

Page 47 GRAND BUDGET TOTAL.....cccucvesev...510,698,829
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69. MINUTES OF SPECIAL BUDGET MEETING MAY 14, 1980 69.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: First I would like to thank Mr, Esposito, Mr. Rybnick, Mrs.
Lyons, Mr. Hogan, Mr. Livingston, Mr. Flounders, Mrs. Coati and Mr. Fauteux,
on the very hard work they put in on Fiscal. You did an excellent job and
you worked very hard and we're very appreciative. We're going to read the

Resolution for the adoption of the Capital and Operating Budget from July 1,
1980 to Jume 30, 1981,

"WHEREAS, the Board of Finance has transmitted to the Board of
Representatives its recommended Budgets for the ensuing year,
commencing July 1, 1980 and ending June 30, 1981, for final action
by the Board of Representatives;

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT the itemized
estimate of receipts and expenditures for the ensuing 1980-1981
in the Budgets as submitted by the Mayor, and as acted upon by
the Board of Representatives, in the amounts of:

$ 10,698,829.00 CAPITAL PRQJECTS BUDGET

$103,973,399.00 OPERATING BUDGETS

BE AND IT IS HEREBY accepted, adopted and approved, and specific
appropriations are hereby made for each of the several items in

the amounts appearing in the columms of budgets under the head-

ing "Board of Representatives' recording the approval, or other

action, of said Board of Representatives.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN asked for a MOTION to approve the Resolution. MOVED, SECONDED.
APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY.
MS, SUMMERVILLE: Before we adjourn I think that the Board of Representatives

should give our staff a standing round of applause for their dedication to
the Budget.

ADJOURNMENT :

There being no further business to come before the Board, on MOTION, duly
SECONDED, and CARRIED, the Meeting was ADJOURNED at 3:15 A.M,

sl b b

Helen M. McEvoy, Admiuistrativ%/Asst
(and Recording Secretary)

Sandra Goldstein, President Note: The above meeting was broadcast
16th Board of Representatives over Radio WSTC and WYRS in its
entirety,.

CMT
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MAYOR

LOUIS A. CLAPES

RESOLUTION NO, 1309

ADOPTION OF THE CAPITAL AND OPERATING BUDGETS

FROM JULY 1, 1980 to JUNE 30, 1981

WHEREAS, the Board of Finance has transmitted to the Board of Representatives its
recommended Budgets for the ensuing year, commencing July 1, 1980 and ending
June 30, 1981, for fimal action by the Board of Representatives;

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT the itemized estimate of
receipts and expenditures for the ensuing year 1980-1981 in the Budgets as sub-

mitted by the Mayor, and as acted upon by the Board of Representatives, in the
amounts of:

$ 10,698,829.00 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET

$103,973,399.00 OPERATING BUDGETS

BE AND IT IS HEREBY accepted, adopted and approved, and specific appropriatioms
are hereby made for each of the several items in the amounts appearing in the
columns of budgets under the heading "Board of Representatives'" recording the
approval, or other action, of said Board of Representatives.

At a Special Meeting and an Adjourmed Special Meeting of the 16th Board of Repre-
sentatives held on Tuesday, May 13, 1980, and Wednesday, May 14, 1980, respectively,
the above Budgets were acted upon and approved; and the above Resolution No. 1309
was APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY with 25 present (and 15 absent) at the time of voting.

— By: ‘Ké&,u )7: )Zt_e_ g—y

ce: Mayor Louis A. Clapes Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative Usst.
Town Clerk Lois PontBriant (and Recording Secretary)
Board of Finance Board of Representatives

Chairwoman Margaret Nolan
Finance Comm. 0. A. Hoffman
Controller William Buchanan
Deputy Finance Comm. Thos. Canino
Budget Dir. Frank Harrison
All Board Members



