




























































































32 MINUTES OF MONDAY., JULY 7, 1980 REGULAR MEETING 32.

FISCAL COMMITTEE (cont.)

MR. BLUM: The reason why I voted for this to be returmed back to Committee is:
public improvement in target areagl'd Like to know more about that, what type of
public improvements are needed in the target areas. Weatherization, there was
monies that were given in a Community Development Grant fund £for weatherization
of the Housing Authority homes, the moderate income housing and I don't know what
ever happened to it because Vidal Court was never finished, yet monies are always

there for weatherizations., Before I vote to have funds for grants anymore, I
want to know more about it, I will not vote just to take it out of committee.
I think that a lot of this has to go into committee to ask more questions,

then we bring it out for a vote.

MR, ESPOSITO: Many of these are to supplement the existing programs in Community
Development. For example, the Public Improvements in Target Araas refer to the
Community Development Target Areas, and the public improvements include the re-
construction of sidewalks, curb cuts in many of the sidewalks, which are helpful to
the handicapped _ 3nd the aging. Historic Preservation money is in conjuncticn with
the Stamford Historical Society and provides funds for small grants so that owners
who are getting other funds to fix up their homes can spend a little bit of extra
money to maintain thehistoric character 3f the dwelling. These grants are in the
maximum of $500. for a particular grant.) For example if it is an old house that
has been defined as an historic dwelling and they have to put new railings up, the
new railings that would be required may cost only $1,000. but if you want to
preserve the character of that house it may cost $1,500. to $2,000f they would
apply for one of these grants which it this point is a maximum of §500., These are
the kinds of things that are considered under this program under weatherizatiop, °
It's also to supplement the existing program with Commnity Development.

MRS, CONTI: I had reservations about this in Fiscal for the simple reason that we
might be displacing people who are desperately in need of housing. I would like to
be assured that the people we move out of these places, when they are rehabilitated
will be able to come back. There is a statementin that letter about priority will
be given but it really isn't that specific and that's really why I would like to
see it go back because I wouldn't want to vote aga2inst it unless I really knew, and
if I don't know,I would have to vote against it,

MR. WIDER: Through you to Mrs, .onti, that was one of the reasorgwe are asking the
New Neighborhoods to accept the peo %; from moderate income housing. Some of those
people who we would like to move ou§ SA area, would be people we would be moving
in to moderate incme housing where they would have better housing tham they have
now, so it doesn't necessarily mean that they would even want to come back there,

MRS. CONTI: Well you couldn'tbe sure of that, It depends on how many we displace,
and how many units will be available in public housing, I don't want to see anybody
displaced _out of housing with the vacancy rate we have today. I want it to be

assured that there would be nobody displaced.

MRS, HAWE: 1I'd like to read Mrs. Conti something contained in the Federal Register
of Thursday, January 31, 1980. These are the Fqgeral Guide lines in regard to this|
and I got it in the mail early today. It says; a tenant may be required to re-
locate for a temporary period only if this is necessary to carry out the project
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (cont.)

MRS, BAWE: (continuing)....that he or she is permitted to occupy a dwelling in

the completed project. If required, the temporary location would not exceed 12
months in duration, and it goes con,'the tenant would be reimbursed actually re-
asonable out-of-pocket expenses." If the new dwelling unit is not ready for
occupancy within the 12 month period, the tenant would be notified of the earliest
date by which it would be ready, and the temant in that case would have the right
to agree to wait until the extended date, or request that he or she be treated as
permanently displaced.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: We will proceed to a vote. The vote is on Item #14, under Fiscal.
The MOTION is APPROVED. (24 yes; 1 no, B. Conti; 1 abstention, D. Blum-- show of
hands vote)

(15) RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING APPLICATION FOR STAMFORD DAY CARE CENTER TITLE XX
FUNDS FOR $112,698.00, for supplemental services; fully reimbursable grant.

Mayor's letter Jume 19, 1980,

APPROVED ON THE CONSENT AGENDA.

MR. ESPOSITO: I MOVE THE CONSENT AGENDA.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: WMOVED, SECONDED. CARRIED,
LEGISIATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE - Co-Chairmen John Zelinski and Anthony Conti

MR. ZELINSKI: The Legislative and Rules Committee met on Monday, June 30, 1980.
Present were Reps. Blum, Donahue, Loomis, Wiederlight, Fasanelli, Corbo, Co-
Chairman Conti and myself Co-Chairman Zelinski,

(1).8]

IANDTRUST NG, FOR 10059 ACRES couvzmn romm BY FRANCES D. = CLYNE on
12/17/79 - located on Farms Road, Stamford, Comn. . On. §/2780 held for

re-drafting by Law Dept.

MR, ZELINSKI: This was held in Committee because of the Ordinance having to be
re~drafted, Mrs. Perry, the Asst, Corporation Counsel did approve this new
Ordinance and our Committee voted 8 in favor and I so MOVE for publication,

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. (voice vote)



34, MINUTES OF MONDAY, JULY 7, 1980 REGULAR MEETING 3&,

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (cont.)

(2) FOR _PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE FOR TAX ABATEMENT FOR NATURE
CONSERVANCY PROPERTY - Atty. Badger of Greenwich re-submitted
1/16/80. Held in Steering 1/21; and in Committee 3/3, 4/10,

5/5 and 6/2/80, Law Dept., to re-draft.

MR. ZELINSKI: The Legislative and Rules Committee voted to HOLD this because
the re-drafted Ordinance is not ready.

(3) FOR FINAL ADOPTION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE TO REGULATE THE SALE AND/OR RE-SALE
OF PRECIOUS METALS_ INCLUDING GOLD AND SILVER. Submitted by City Rep.
Michael Wiederlight 2/18/80., Held in Committee 4/10 and 5/5, Published
6/9.

MR, ZELINSKI: We did have a Public Hearing on that evening of Jume 30, 1980
from 7:00 P.M. to 8:00 P,M. We had several people come, among them was former
Corporation Counsel, Attorney Robert Wise, and he mentioned to us that the
Substitute House Bill No. 6037 - Public Act No. 80-477 An Act Concerning
Licensing Purchasers of Precious Metals and Stones, had been passed by the
General Assembly and signed by the Governmor and this Act shall take effect
July 1, 1980, Our Committee based on that information voted to HOLD the
final adoption Gntil we see how this present bill works.

(&) PROPOSED FOLLOW-UP TO RESOLUTION FROM SEVEN BOARD MEMBERS REGARDING
ENFORCEMENT OF ORDINANCE NO, 340 WHICH MANDATES SPRING AND FALL CLEAN-UP
AND LFAF PICK-UP; RESOLUTION REQUESTS TRANSFER OF FUNDS FROM UNUSED MONIES

IN SNOW REMOVAL ACCOUNT, Submitted by Rep. Lyons.

MR. ZELINSKI: Our Committee did meet with the Mayor and Commissioner Spaulding,

I wasn't able to attend, however, he did give our committee and I believe all the

Board Members have it, a cost analysis of a Spring Pick-up, I'd just like to read

a couple of brief points of that which is important. From Commissioner Spaulding;
'"At the request of the L&R Committee, the Public Works Dept, has made a cost analysis

for a clean-up program, an analysis based on two separatepremises. Number one,

a general clean-up including household effects and yard debris would be option #1.

That cost would be approximately $573,150. Number two, a clean-up limited to

yard debri only, which would be option #2, would be a cost of $358,702.!"according

to Commissioner Spaulding. (
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LEGISTATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (comt.)

MR. ZELINSKI: The program cannot be scheduled to begin before the last two weeks
in September, which certainly will not be a Spring Pick-up. Major new cost con-
sideration} all previous pick~ups regardless of type went to local £ill or
those portions that did not or were not recorded as separate jidentifiable haul
away cost, the local land for option is no longer opened to us. All material has
to be trucked to & gigeant land £fill site at a cost of $9.00 per ton. Assuming
33,000 ton figure for option I and 20,000 ton figure for option II, and he men-
tioned the cost $297,180. respectively. That sort of sums up the situation.

The Commissioner said he would be agreeable to whatever our Committee or this
Board would like todo in this regard, but,it'sg'sort of a new point, Here he's
saying we could do it for these new figures but he's saying we can't do it until
September. yow there already is an Ordinance on the books saying there will be

a Fall Pick-up, So, our Committee would like to get input from other Boardsand
maybe the gemeral public as to which one they actually want, but I still feel as
the other seven Board members who originally brought this up again, I'm very dis-
appointed that we didn't have this Spring Pick-up. The Mayor, as well as Comm-
issioner Spaulding,could have dome all these facts without having to get a push
from the Board of Representatives Legislative and Rules Committee, and I mean
this in all sincerity. It's'an Ordinance that was passed by a previous Board,
November 27, 1977 that states;’'there shall be an annual Gty-wide pick-up of
household and yard debris which pick-up shall be in the Spring of each year.' Now,
this is the second year that the City of Stamford8public had to go without it.
Rep. Lyons and you Madame President, had written a le:te’r asking for an opinion
from Corp. Counsel on this and very briefly he states; that the Ordinance clearly
imposes the obligation for a Spring Pick-up of the City.' The Mayor carries out
the requirements of this Ordinance pursuant to other obligations contained in the
City Charter and City Ordinance. However, Section 6-1 of the City Charter provides
that no City officer may incur an cobligation, absent an appropriation therefor ."
Which mean that ther're no funds, but again, I can personally say that I'm dis-
appointed because why he had to wait, that is the Mayor, to be pushed, and I

mean that in all sincerity by the seven members who signed that letter, Rep.

Lyons and the Legislative and Rules Committee Again, it's very disappointing to
the residents who wanted this. We did pass an Ordinance and here we are  July
7th, that we have to wait until September before this is dome. I don't know if
there are any comments that any of the other Board Members want to make, but I
certainly hope that next year in the Spring, when again the budget was set,

and I believe there weren't any funds for a Spring Pick-up so we are going to
have the same problem again next year and again, I really fault the Mayor be-
cause that's where the buck stops in his office, why he did not pursue this., I
know the Board of Finance did not appropriate the funds two years ago but again, he
could have iransferred the funds as Rep. Lyons said in her request. Maybe she'd
like to speak on this that there is supposed to be a surplus of 6.5 million dollars.
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LEGISIATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (cont,)

MR. ZELINSKI: (continuing)...Why we can't appropriate a few hundred thousand
or even a half of million dollars for this out of that surplus is beyond my
comprehension.

MR. FASANELLI: I'd just like to ask Mr. Zelinski, if by not appropriating these
funds, did not the Mayor vioclate the Ordinance and did he not in fact break the
law?

MR. ZELINSKI: I can answer that question by again quoting from our Corporation

~ Counsel which says;"we are not of the opinion that absent ~such am appropriaticm
the Mayor would not be able to implement a Spring Clean-up since the Commissioner
of Public Works and his department would not be required to perform the respon-
sibility under Section 8-18, notwithstanding however, the City could have some
legal exposure for the absenceof the performance of a Spring Pick-up,”and its
signed Leonard Cookney by Sherwood Spelke, Asst, Corp. Counsel. So, to answer
your question I would say yes, the Mayor certainly had a legal obligation to
do this and he didn't do it. An Ordinance is a law that was passed by this
Board and he broke the law.

MR. FASANELLI: Is there any legal recourse that we can take to Insure the fact
that the Mayor does not break the law again next spring.

MR, ZELINSKI: Not being a lawyer myselfi the only thing I can say is I certainly
hope we can do something and if you have any suggestion, I would think this
Board would entertain it. As I mentioned, in the next budget which started July
1, 1980 and runs to June 30, 1981, there alsc is no money appropriated for a
Spring pick-up, so we're going to have this same problem next year unless the
Mayor takes it upon himself to exercise leadership ...

MRS, McINERNEY: I think that this is a topic of comversation for the L&R
Committee and at that particular point it would be in order. I dom't think ith
in order now to talk about next year ; I think they can handle that with meetings
with the Mayor.

MRS, LYONS: I just wanted to point something out. One of the problems with having
a pring clean-up, we had originally requested a transfer from the snow removal
account and we had been told that the snow removal account could not be used be-

~cause that was already in a sense encumbered to cover expenses already incurred
from other accounts. However, I have before me the agenda from the Board of
Finance and in that agenda there is a transfer from the snow removal account to
the collection of salaries account. The request iz for $59,000. I realize $59,000.
is only a part of the amount of money that would have been incurred, however, we
were always told that this was already encumbered and now we will not get this
transfer, now, we find out there obviously was $59,000. Sincer at the point which
we were given this information, we did not have the problem of the collection §
account, and as I said before we had been assured that that momey was no longer
free, it was already being used for expenses already incurred and I think this is
something that we should be aware of and I have a .definite problem with this in-
formation.
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LEGISIATIVE AND RULES (comt.)

(5) PROPOSED ORDINANCE RE SAFETY OF CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT INCLUDING CRANE
FOR PUBLICATION. From Rep. J. Zelinski 5/14/80.

HELD IN COMMITTEE

(6) PROPOSED ORDINANCE CONCERNING GIFTS TO OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE CITY.

FOR PUBLICATION - Submitted by Mayor Clapes 5/19/80 also letter of 5/20/80

to Personnel Director.

HELD IN COMMITTEE - (for text from Law Dept.)

(7 OR PUBLICATION -~ PROPOSED ORD CE ELIGIBILITY LIMITS AND MOVING AND
RELOCATION EXPENSES ON CONDOMINIUM CONVERSIONS,

MR. ZELINSKI: As you know we were considering an ordinance some months ago but
because the State did pass a condominium ordinance which, in essence, took away
our home rule power to implement anything further then they did; however, what
they did do was allow the municipalities in the State of Connecticut to set the
statutory income ceilings and a relocation expense ceiling, I wrote a letter to
Corporation Counsel Cookney asking him to draft up an ordipance dealing with
this and we did receive this from Mrs. Perry, Asst. Corporatiom Counsel. All it
says is that the ordimance would state that the statutory income ceiling for an
un~-married person would be $21,000. and for a married couple, joint income would
be $25,000. That is to say that anyone residing in an apartment that would go
condominium, if they were over 62 years of age, that if thelTr income fell below
these two figures, that could not be forced to either be moved or buy their con-
dominium.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I assume your committee voted favorabaly, Can you please move
for publicatiouythen you can discuss it.

MR. ZELINSKI: OQur Committee voted 8-0 in favor for publicatiom.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED. We will proceed to a vote on publication.
The MOTION has been APPROVED., (Mr. Pollaxd voted no).

(8) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE ON "ENCLOSING SWIMMING POOLS' -
Submitted by D. Blum, L. Santy and J. Zelinski.

MR, ZELINSKI: I again sent a letter to Corporation Coumsel Cookney asking him to -
" research what e of ordinance W&88 presently enforced and if either amendments
could be made or;‘new ordinance drafted to protect the young children of Stamford
from any tragic pool accidents that did cccur this past spring, Unfortumately,
just this evening I received the réply to that which I have not had time to digest,
but our Committee did have with us that evening, Attormey David Cohen, and he
mentigned that there is a building code already on the books pertaining to this
and its just a matter of enforcement so our committee did vote to propose a
resolution which I believe everyone did receive concerning swimming pool

safety. I so MOVE,
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LEGISIATIVE AND RULES (cont.)

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: MOVED. SECONDED.

MR. WIEDERLIGHT: I'd like the Record to also read that Attorney Boodman did
show up at ocur Ccommittee meeting and he did give us input as far as the fact
that there was a State Law on the books which needed enforcement, and that
acted as the jmpetus toward us adopting this resolution.

MR. ZELINSKI: 1If I can be indulged for just a moment,it's i;just two short par-
agraphs and I would like to read this. it is important. Whereas; the City of
Stamford has been aware of a lack of enforcement of the State Building Codes
concerning swimming pool safety. Now therefore, be it resolved by our 1lé6th
of Representatives, that the Mayor will take immediate and appropriate steps

to locate and to enumerate all swimming pools within the City limits, through
the use of tax records, building department records, the office of the City
Engineer, the current records which concern property revaluation or any other
means at the disposalof the his office. Be it further resolved as this is
being accomplished, all pool owners will be notified in writing, of State
Building Cdde Section 429-83 whichr concerns the fencing of pools and of the
$1,000. fine for violation ofthis section. The Mayor will further direct

an appropriate ity agency to pegin a comprehensive inspection of all swimm-
ing pools and p, insure compliance with State Building Codes. Further our
Committee plans to meet with the Mayor and anybody else in the city departments
to make sure that this is resolved if this resolution does pass,

MR. BOCCUZZI: Just one question what type of pool are you referring to as far
as fencing is concerned?

MR. ZELINSKI: I believe it refers to, I have to read the building code section. .
If you want me to look into it, but I believe off the top of my head, it would
be just inground pools at the present time.

MRS. McINERNEY: Through you to Mr. Zelinski I hope that when you sit down with
the Law Dept. and the Building Dept,, that you also take into consideration those
pools that are above ground because I would notethat in 1974, two children did
get into a poocl that had about four inches of water in it, It was:above ground
and they both drowned, no, four inches, it was rain water, that's all it was,
It's not the first time it3 happened and certainly those pools are an attractive
nuisance just as an inground pool is an attractive nuisance, and I think they
should also be protected from children.

MR. DONAHUE: I think that the Committee has already comsidered this and we mayin

fact have to propose a local ordinance that will cover this area but we don't
really know where we are until we get the kind of information we hope this re-
solution will bring to the Committee.

MRS. MAIHOCK: I would like to suggest also that if in fact you decide not to
fence in those above ground pools, that you at least look into some method whereby
those steps could be retracted sn that children cannot climb up there, but, I

do believe that fencing is the preferable way,
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES (comt.)

MR. ZELINSKI: I have zan answer to the original question that Mr, Boccuzzi asked,
If I may just quote from building code Sectiom 429-1, pools for swimming, etc,,
they should be in conforming with the requirements of this section, however, these
regulations shall not be applicable to any such pool less than 24" deep, or having
a surface area less than 250 sq, £t, except when such pools are permanently equipped
with a water recirculating system or involves structural materials, For purpose

of this code,pools are classified as private swimming pools. Again, it would have
to be over 24" deep. As far as the clasgification of a pool, which would mean
whether its inground or above ground. Classification of pools, any comstructed
pool including portable and de-mountable above ground pools which is used or in-
tended to be used as a swimming pool in commection with a single family'resident
and available only to the family of the householder and its private guests should
be classified as a private swimming pool

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: We'll proceed to a vote on the resolution, The Resolution is
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. (voice vote)

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - Chairman David Blum

MR, BLUM: Personnel Committeedoes not have a report. The one item on the agenda,

the Commissioner that was supposed to attend our meeting to give us a Minority Re=-
port is on vacationm.

(1) 0 R IVl C 0 = gubmitted
by Personnel Director. (Persomnel Commission member to appear and make a
minerity report)

HELD IN COMMITTEE

PLANNING AND ZONING - Chairman Donald Donahue

MR, DONAHUE: Item #1,which involves the truck storage zomes, we have done some
research in that area andi'd likeo thank Rep. Guroian for her help in this matter,
and we will be submitting €o you a local ordinance from another city which we would like
forwarded to our Corporation Counsel for an opiniom.

(1) PROBLEM OF TRUCK STORAGE - RESIDENTIAL ZONES. Latter 5/2/80 from James J.
Sotire, Sr., Building Official and Zoning Enforcement QOfficer.

HELD IN COMMITTEE.

(2) MASTER PLAN APPLICATION MP-243 - REFERRAL OF STRAZZA/LUPINACCL from Planning
Board decision. Request to upzone Master Plan.

TARKEN UP AFTER APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE - under SUSPENSION OF RULES

{(3) REQUEST FOR ROAD ACCEPTANCE AS A CITY STREET - Northwood Lane (Extensiom)
(received 5/21/80 from Luans Realty Corp.

HELD IN COMMITTEE,
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE -~ Co=Chairmen Alfred Perillo and Everett Pollard - NO REPORT
HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE ~ Chairwoman Jeanne-Lois Santy

MRS, SANTY: The Health and Protection Committee met on July 2, 1980 with Paul
Dziezyc, David Blum and the Chairperson attending. Also present were Reps. Stork
and Deluca.

(1) REQUEST THAT THIS COMMITTEE LOOK INTO THE MATTER OF VERY LOW WATER PRESSURE,

INADEQUATE FOR FIRE PREVENTION OR FIRE FIGHTING, which Dolphin Cove Assn
sent to Fire Chief Vitti. Submitted by J. Boccuzzi.

MRS. SANTY: Present at the meeting were members of the Dolphin Cove Associatiom,
and Representatives from the Water Co. Also present was John Boccuzzi who represented
- his district, and a member of the Fire Dept. After a lengthy discussion and di=
aloguejit was agreed by all parties that the only solution would be . to replace
Eﬁiggall diameter water mains which have been there before the area was developed
with the many homes. Because of the approximate cost of $45,000 to $50,000, Mr,
McInerney, President of the Water Company, would have to take this request back to
their Board of Directors. They promise to give the Committee a written reply after
their meeting at the end of this month., We will HOLD this item on file in Committe
hoping for an early resolution to this hazardous problem. It was brought to
the Committee's attention by Mr. Thormhill, the obvious lack of commnication be-
tween the City Engineering Dept., the Building Permit Dept., the Developers, the
Vater Company and the Fire Dept, If there was any regemblance ©f communications,
maybe a situation like this never would have developed. Lt. Strock also menticmed
that the Water Company Officials have always been very concerned and cooperative

with the Fire Dept. We hope that the City Departments involved will take note of
this.

(2) TRAFFIC PROBLEM AT TOMS AND BELLTOWN ROAD - Correspondence submitted by Rep.
Stork. Re "Traffic Investigation No. 7942-TAF"

MRS, SANTY: The seédnd item on our agenda was Traffic Investigation #7942-TAF. It
was a feasibility study of signalization at the intersection of Toms Road and
Belltown Road. Present were Reps. Stork, DeLuca, Donahue and Wiederlight. A film
taken and shown by Rep. Stork, Uividly demonstrated the obvious disregard for the
Stop sign at this intersection. Of the 46 vehicles filmed, between 4:30 and 5:30
on Thursday, May 22, 44 ran the Stop sign, including two School Buses. The
Committee was impressed with the potentially hazardous gituation here, although
only two accidents were reportedat this intersection in 1979, The Committee decided,
based on Traffic Engineer Ford's letter, that al etterbe sent to Chief Cizanckas
requesting strict enforcement of a full stop of all vehicles at this Stop sign.

This letter has been given to our Administrative Asst to be mailed to Chief Cizanck(
This item will also be on file in our committee hoping that this approach will re-
solve the problem and lessen the concern of the residents in this area. I would
like to mention at this time, the Committee's dissatisfaction with the Traffic Dept.
for not attending our Meeting. Mr. Winkel, Mr. Ford and Mr. Fava were all invited,
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HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE (comt.)

MRS. SANTY: (continuing)..and no one responded except Mr. Ford, who left a letter
the afterncon of the meeting in our Administrative Asst. Office. It is difficult
to understand that Water Company executives and Fire Dept. Official could take
the time and effort_to attend and not our own City Departments. Chief Vitti even
telephoned me and stated that the Fire Commission was meeting that night but he
would be certain to send a Representative, The time is approaching when we must
demand persomal appearances from City Departments when we give reasonable requests
or say NO, when they come before us £for monmey. That concludes my report.

MR. ZELINSKI: I would just like it noted for the record, that I was at the second
part of that meeting for the Traffic problem at Toms and Belltown Roads.

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE - Chairman Robert "Gabe' DeLuca

MR. DeLUCA: We met on June 30, 1980. Attending were Reps. Rinaldi and Pollard.
By a vote ot 3-0 we voted for approval of Item #1, and I so MOVE.

(L REQUEST TO HANG BANNER ACROSS SUMMER ST. NEAR RIDGEWAY CENTER- from the
Kiwanis Club, Aug. lst to Aug. l6th.

MR, BOCCUZZI: (sitting in for Mrs. Goldstein) MOVED. SECONDED. CARRIED. (voice vote)

(2) REQUEST TO HOLD ART SHOW AT LATHAM PARK ON SATURDAY, SEPT. 27, 1980 - from
George B. Sutherland 6/9/80 (Rain Date 10/4/80)

MR, DellUUCA: Item #2 was also approved by a vote of 3-0 and I so MOVE.

MR. BOCCUZZI: MOVED, SECONDED. CARRIED, (voice vote)

MR. DelUCA: Even though itS not part of my agenda, I'd just like to report that

the Shellfish Commission so far to date has issued 295 paid permits and has given 92
permits for clamming to the Senior Citizemns at Quintard Center, and the Clam~Fish
Ordinance is stTictly being enforced by Bob Cook.

EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE - Chairman Robert Fauteux NO REPORT

SEWER COMMITTEE ~ Chairman Michael Wiederlight

1 REQUEST FROM CITY REP. CORBO THAT WESTWOOD-SKYVIEW SEWER DESIGN BE EXPEDITED
AND 1AY-OUTS BE DONE IN CITY'S ENGINEERING DEPT. RATHER THAN HIRING OUTSIDE

ENGINEERS.

MR, WIEDERLIGHT: We met July 2nd, and in attendance were Rep. Corbo and myself,
We discussed the one item on the Agendi and it was decided at that time that we
would set up a subsequent meeting with Public Works Commissiomer Spaulding, That
was accomplished and we have a meeting set up for July 9, 1980 at 1:30 P.M. in
his office and he will also bring along Mr. Connors, the Adminstrative Aide from
the Sewer Commission. We will then pursue the matter further and another report

will ensue as a result of our discussion.
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PUBLIC HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE - Co-Chairmen Lathon Wider
and Stanley Darer

MR. WIDER: We met on June 25, 1980. Present were Mr. Darer, Co-Chairman, Mr.
John Roos and Lathon Wider Appearing before the committee were Ms. Nancy
Mitchell, Mr. Johnson and Mr. Seer. At the request of Ms, Mitchell, the item
was held.

(1) CHANGE IN SCDP (STAMFORD COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM) TO BOARD OF
REPRESENTATIVES FROM QUARTERLY REPORTS TO SEMI -ANNUAL REPORTS.

HELD IN COMMITTEE

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE ~ Chairmen Richard Fasanelli  NO REPORT

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Audrey Maihock NO REPORT

SPFECIAL COMMITTEES

HQUSE COMMITTEE - Chairman Doris Bowlby NO_REPORT

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE - Chairman Patrick Joyce (Report givem by A. Maihock)

MRS, MATIHOCK: The Transportation Committee meeting which was scheduled for July
3, 1980, was cancelled because ome of our membershad a serious illness in the
family.

(1) FOR_PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE REGARDING THE CONTROL OF AIRCRAFT,
HELIPORTS, ETC., WITHIN THE CITY OF STAMFORD.

HELD IN COMMITTEE.

SPECTAL "ON-SITE GARBAGE CONVERSION' STUDY COMMITTEE - Chairman Fiorenzio Corbo
(1) PROGRESS REPORT

MR. CORBO: The Committee is very active, and at the present time,we're waiting
for some information from the Public Works Commissioner's office as to the
Engineers data and some plan specifications as to the incinerator at the Sewage
Treatment Plant. We already toured the plant with various representatives from
Dorr Oliver, York Research, Mr. Truedssonr and beside all this informatiom we're
waiting for, we already tried to investigate the possibility of getting some
money from a Federal Grant as to the feasibility study. As soon as we get all
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SPECIAL "ON-SITE GARBAGE CONVERSION" STUDY COMMITTEE (cont.)

MR, CORBO: (continuinﬁ .this information together by Dr. Truedssgn , the application
is going to be forwar eéhrough the Grant Officer, Susan Brewster. At this time T
would like to thank Mrs, Guroian and Mrs. Conti for their active participation.
CHARTER REVISION COMMIT and O CE_ COMMITTE

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: The Charter Revision Committee will be appointed sometime during
the month of July, and when the Chair has a list of names, she will make it public
to the entire Board.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR - NONE

PETITIONS - NONE
ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES

MAY 13, 1980 Special Budget Meeting - APPROVED

May 14, 1980 Special Budget Meeting - APPROVED

RESOLUTIONS

(1) PROPOSED RESOLUTION RE PROPOSED 257 RATE INCREASE BY CONRAIL - opposing
increase - submitted by Reps. Maihock and Zelinski,

MR. ZELINSKI: It's a resolution pertaining that this Board gc on as opposing ConRail
of a 257 Rate Tncrease, and also the replacement of the l0-ride ticket and that our
President be requested if this resolution passes, to send this to the Department of

Transportation, and I so MOVE.
MRS, GOLDSTEIN: MOVED, SECONDED.

MRS, GUROIAN: Why are we sending this when the rate increase went through already
starting July 1lst.?

MR. ZELINSKI: There was a public hearing and we have I believe up until July 9th

or 10th to get any other information. I did check when I went to the public hearing
that evening. They said so long as any information was forthcoming up until July 9th
or 10th, that it would be recorded in the record.

MRS, GUROIAN: July 2nd, everybody who travelsor bought their commutation ticket, paid
the increase,
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RESOLUTIONS (cont.)

MRS, MATHOCK: I understand that there was an exten Sion for Connecticut, over and
above the one for the New York area.

MRS, GUROIAN: That's not what the notice on my seat said when I traveled on June
30th.

MR, BLUM: The hearing was held in regard to inter-state., In other words, any place
within Connecticut is where the yre going to get the fare increase. They cannot

get the fare increase between Stamford and New York because that comes under the
ICC. There is,at this present time no fare increase between Connecticut and New
York that comes under the ICC. The hearing pertained to inter-statej any place
within Connecticut. You do also have the notice that you received on your seat, per-
taining to the MTA raise; that's anyplace on the other side of New York, Port-
chester on down,

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: We have a motion to accept a Proposed Resolution, regarding the

257 rate increase. It has been MOVED. SECONDED, CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. (Dave Blum
abstained).

QLD BUSINESS - NONE
NEW BUSINESS = NONE
ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business before the Board, upon a MOTION made, SECONDED
and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourmed at 12:30 A.M,
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By Helen M, McEvoy, Administrative/Asst
(and Recording Secretary)

APPROVED:

Sandra Goldsptin, President
16th Board Of Representatives

Note: The above meeting was broadcast
in its entirety by Radio Stati(
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