

























































































31. MINUTES OF MONDAY, OCTOBER 6, 1980 REGULAR MEETING 31.

PLANNING AND ZONING (continued) (Tape #4)

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Judge Novack said that and that's is in writing to us and

we have it all before us. Whether that will be appealed or whatever is anmother
source of discussion but that was certainly said by the Judge. We will

proceed to the next item unless we choose to take another vote om this
particular issue.

The motion that Mr. Donahue made has not been passed.
MR. ESPOSITO: POINT OF INFORMATION: What is the prevailing side?

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: This is highly unusual and I therefore would rule that if anyone
wishes to reconsider, since there is actually no action, I am going to say that
that is a legitimate motion regardless of which side you voted on. There is

no motion to reconsider and Mr. Donahue, you are on, I would just assume that

if there is going to be a motion to reconsider, that the Leadership of this

Board determine that there is movement in either direction. I'm not saying

which direction. There could only be one motion to reconsider.

If you feel there is any movement, if you wish to recess for five minutes,
that would be in order,

MRS. McINERNEY said she would like to call a recess for five minutes.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN called for a recess and a machine vote was taken. The vote
was 15 in the affirmative; 16 in the negative. NO RECESS. Also 5 Abstentions.

MR, DONAHUE concluded the report of the Planning and Zoning Committee.

MR. CORBO made a motion to reconsider item #2 under Planning and Zoning
Committee. SECONDED.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said she is going to rule that either side would be tantamount
to a prevailing side because no action was taken.

MR. LIVINGSTON had a POINT OF INFORMATION. He stated that there is a prevailing
side, and said it took 21 votes in order for this to be upheld and it takes

21 votes in order for it to be denied. If our Board took no action, it means
we are dead-center and that is it goes back to the original position taken

by the Planning Board, and asked if that was correct.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN replied, 'yes".

MR. LIVINGSTON went on to say the prevailing side would be those votes who
voted in the affirmative.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said she would have to stay by her original decision, and
Mr. Corbo made a motion, which was seconded, to reconsider, and asked for
discussion if any.
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PLANNING AND ZONING (continued)

MR.DZIEZYC made a motion to MOVE the question. SECONDED; CARRIED.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said a vote would be taken to reconsider item #2 under Planning
and Zoning, and requires a majority vote. The vote was 18 in the affirmative;
15 in the negative. The motion to reconsider has been PASSED. There were 3 Absten-

tions also.
Item #2 will be reconsidered.
MR. DONAHUE MOVED that the application of Matthew Rose change the zoning map of
the City of Stamford for the land described in subject application from M-G
(General Industrial District) to the R-MF (Multiple Family District) be adopted.
SECONDED.
MR. DZIEZYC made a2 motiom to MOVE the question. SECONDED; CARRIED.
MRS, GOLDSTEIN called for a vote on the motion stated by Mr. Donahue.

MR. ZELINSKI wanted to be put on record that he did not think the motion is
correct and would like to be recorded as an abstentiom.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN announced the vote; 20 in the affirmative, 11 in the negative,
and 5 abstentions. The motion was LOST, and according to Judge Novack's
decision, we had no actionm.

MR. FASANELLI made a motion to reconsider.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN replied that we can only reconsider once.

MR. CONTI made a motion to send it back to Committee.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN explained that this was a totally different thing than our usual

Board business. The Board was acting as the referral agency.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE - Co-Chairmen Alfred Perillo and Everett Pollard - NO REPORT

HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Jeanne-Lois Santy

MRS. SANTY said her Committee met on Wednesday, October lst with Members
Dziezve, Mildred Perillo, Blum and herself attending. Alsc present were Reps.
Goldstein, Alfred Perillo and Corbo.

(1) PROBLEM OF LOW WATER PRESSURE WHICH IS INADEQUATE FOR FIRE PREVENTION
OR FIRE-FIGHTING, which Dolphin Cover Assn. sent to Fire Chief Vitei,

submitted by City Rep. John Boccuzzi. July 3lst letter from Stamford
Water Co. advises their share will cost approximately $30,000, and that
pavment replacement will run approximataly $20,000. Committee will
make further report.

MRS. SANTY advised that that will remain in Committee. Also, that Corporation
Counsel met with cthe Vice President of the Water Company, Glen Thormhill.
MRS. SANTY asked for attention to be heard.

MR. BOCCUZZI stated that when the Members come back to the Floor, then
the Meeting would proceed.
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HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE -~ Chairwoman Jeanne-Lois Santy

MR. ZELINSKI asked that a ROLL CALL VOTE be taken.
MR. BOCCUZZI did not think that was necessary.

MRS. SANTY wanted the residents of Dolphin Cove to know that she discussed
with Corporation Counsel Cookney. He met with the Vice President of the
Water Co. several time. MRS. SANTY sald she was going to meet with the Fire
Chief. 1In other Municipalities there is an ordinance or permit system where
any builder would have to go to the Fire Department to determine what water
volume is needed before building. MRS. SANTY is going to pursue this further
with this in mind.

(2) AUGUST 8, 1980 LETTER FROM PARK MANOR'S OWNER, WM. J. FITZPATRICK TO REP.
JEANNE-LOIS SANTY OF H&P RE THEIR ABILITY AND WILLINGNESS TO SERVE TEHE
ELDERLY, ETC., AT A MUCH LOWER COST TEHAN PUBLIC HOUSING. Held in
Committee at Steering, to be handled in October.

MRS. SANTY said the Committee met with the Fitzpatricks and many things were
brought to light. Because of this, a special meeting will be held on
October 22nd in the Republican Caucus Room at 7:00 p.m. This may be held

in Committee for a few months.

(3) ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATION REQUEST (SEE FISCAL COMMITTEE ITEM #14) FOR
$5,500.00 which Fiscal Committee recommended be denied at 9/3/80
meeting, but Health and Protection received approval to refer it back
to this committee for further inquiry. '

MRS. SANTY said that item #3 had already been discussed.

(4) REP. JOHN BOCCUZZI'S REQUEST FOR EXAMINATION OF 5$50,000.00 Transfer from
Police Department's Salary Account during the first two months of this
fiscal year.

MRS. SANTY said her Committee met with Deputy Chief Considine, Capt. Joseph
Reilly, and Police Commissioners Cosentini and Montgomery. Also present were
Reps. Boccuzzi, Corbo, Goldstein and Alfred Perillo.

MRS. SANTY said that at every Health and Protection Committee the Police
Commission was invited. The Chairman, Mort Lowenthal, has never attended
any, and she hoped that before the term was over, he would attend.

Mrs. Co sentini is Vice-Chairman of the Commission. Last month, the Chief
took his place. MRS. SANTY hope that Mr. Lowenthal would show some raspect
to her Committee.

MRS. SANTY said that Mrs, Co sentini staced with Mr. Montgomery and Chief
Considine's approvel that funds were needed in the minimum manpower account
because of the shortage of manpower and this is an overtime account. The
reasons needed because of the shortage of manpower, basically, three reasons:
it took 13 weeks for physicals. Of the 44 persons who passed the physicals,
only 5 passed and also, it takes two months delay for background study.

As of this date, only four patrolmen have been hired and they promised to give
it top priority.
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HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE {(continued)

MRS, SANTY stated that she tried to bring that to attemntion at time
that if you give us the money, we will have the policemen on the streets.
Police protection is important and concems everyone of our Districts.

MRS. SANTY asked Mr. Bernstein why the delay in the physicals? She received
a letter with conflicting figures and statements, and because of this, this
will be HELD IN COMMITTEE.

MRS. SANTY said the prime reason to get the Personnel Department and Police

Commissioners together and try to resolve why we do not have patrolmen on the
Streets.

MR. BOCCUZZI said he did not want to hear statistics, and wanted policemen

to be in areas before crime occurs. He believes that is what the public wants
and this Board. Also it was the intention of the Board when we appropriated
money. We are transferring $50,000 and all that means is that we are having
the same protection we had before.

MR. BOCCUZZI said that money was appropriated for more protection not the same
amount and did not want to hear anymore excuses, and was not against the patrolmen,
or the Police Commission but sald that by next month if something was not done

and the Health and Protection Committee ig not satisfied wich the attitude of

the Police Commission in getting more people onboard that we would have to

go to the 5th Floor and change the Police Commission around where they have

some respect for the people they are supposed to be representing.

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE - Chailrman Robert "Gabe'" DeLuca

MR. DelUCA said his Committee held two meeting in the past month.

(1) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE ENTITLED “CONSOLIDATION OF THE
STAMFORD GOLF AUTHORITY WITH AND INTO THE E. GAYNOR BRENNAN GOLF COMMISSION.
Code Sections 15-5 through 15-9 are repealed, and new Sections 15-5
through 15-~10 are substituted therefor; (Section 15-10 providing Civil
Service status for certain Golf Authority employees as specified).

Submitted with Corp. Counsel Cookney's letter 8/26/80.

MR. DelUCA said that item #1 would be HELD IN COMMITTEE, They met on
August 25th and the consensus of the Committee as well as members of the
Brennan Golf Commission and the Stamford Golf Auchority that the ordinance
should be revised because to have 5 people control both complexes would not
be feasible. A new ordinance will be drafted with the assistance of Corp.
Counsel Cockney,

(2) CITY REP. JEREMIAH LIVINGSTON'S LETTER OF 9/17/80 REQUESTING THAT THE
FOLLOWING MATTERS BE RESOLVED AND PLACED ON THE AGENDA:

A. Jurisdiction of Carwin Park.
B. Curfew at the Park,
C. Police patrol so as to prevent illegal activities in the park.
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. DelUCA said his Committee met on October 1, 1980, The Police Chief was
invited to attend but did not feel it was necessary to attend the meeting
or send a representative. Something should be done about the complete
disregard of the various committees outside of Fiscal.

MR. DeLUCA said the meeting proved to be fruitful. The outcome was a

Btter was sent to Corp. Counsel Coockney to prepare an ordinance instituting

a 9;00 p.m. curfew at Carwin Park. Another meeting is planned for October l4th,
MR. DelLUCA said that he, Mr. Livingston and any other interested parties to

sit down with the Mayor and possibly come-up with somekind of an action

to be instituted whereby a curfew can go into effect prior to the ordinance
being drafted, published and effective.

MR. DeLUCA stated that a plan to draft a letter to the Mayor to institute a
Resolution to immediately transfer Carwin Park from the Public Works Department
to the Parks Department. Also stated was that Mr. Robert Cook was there and
Mr. Cook felt that this action should be taken immediately and that given the
money and time they can do the job there.

MR. DelUCA said a letter would be sent to the Public Works Commissiomner
requesting that he start cleaning up the Park, The residents in the area
did a good job in cleaning up the area.

MR. DelUCA said item #2 will be HELD IN COMMITTEE.

MR. LIVINGSTON stated that Mr, DeLuca and his Committee should be applauded

by every Member of this Board and the people of Stamford and especially the
people of the 5th District, The Mayor has made a definite commitment to:

(1) enforce a jurisdictional decision on Carwin Park, (2) support a curfew

at the Park and (3) encourage the Police to probe and prevent illegal activities
in the Park. This Board came through with flying colors and we are indebted

to Mr. Deluca and his Committee,

(3) REQUEST TO HANG A BANNER ADVERTISING SIXTH ANNUAL CHRISTMAS WALK - across
Summer St. any time from Nov. 15th thru Dec. 6, 1080. Request from
Women's Guild & Home/School Association of the Holy Spirit Parish, 285
Scofieldtown Rd, The "Walk" to be Dec. 4, 5, 6th. From Mrs. C. F.
Simonelli, 291 Chestnut Hill Rd., 06903 (322-6990).

MR. DeLUCA said item #3 was approved 5 to zero.
MRS. GOLDSTEIN called for a vote. The vote was APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY.

MR. DelLUCA requested Suspension of the Rules for The Greek Church of the
Archangels to hang a banner to announce their Greek Festival and Taverna on
October 24, 25, 26th.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said MQOVED, SECONDED and CARRIED,
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued)

(4) REQUEST FROM THE GREEK CHURCH OF THE ARCHANGELS TO HANG A BANNER TO
ANNOUNCE THEIR GREEK FESTIVAL AND TAVERNA ON OCTOBER 25, 25, 26th.

MR. DelUCA made a motion to permit the Greek Church of the Archangels to
hang a banner. SECONDED, CARRIED.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN CALLED FOR A VOTE. The vote was APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY.

MR. DeLUCA requested Suspension of the Rules for the Patriotic and Special
Events Commission to hold az Veterans Day Parade on Sunday, November 9, 1980.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said MOVED, SECONDED and CARRIED.

(5) REQUEST FROM THE PATRIOTIC AND SPECTAL EVENTS COMMISSION TO HOLD VETERANS
DAY PARADE ON SUNDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 1980.

MR. DelUCA made a motion for the Patriotic and Special Events Commission
to hold their Veterans Day Parade on November 9th.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said MOVED, SECONDED and CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE - Chairman Robert Fauteux

MR. FAUTEUX referred to the second page of his report that was provided to
certain Members, and read about the matter of allegations of past personal
wrong doings by the Board of Education, the conclusion of the Special Sub-
Committee of the E, W, & G Committee concerning the grounds for initiating
the Special Investigation remain unchanged.

MR. FAUTEUX quoted from his report directly that the results of the Price,
Waterhouse study do not provide a direct basis for developing substantiation
for the allegationms,

MR. CORBO called for a POINT OF ORDER, He thought the item on the Agenda ts
altogether different.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN stated that Mr. Fauteux is leading up to that item.

MR. FAUTEUX said that Mrs. Goldstein‘s statement was correct, and proceeded

to say that the results of the Price, Waterhouse study do not provide a direct
basis for substantiations of past misconduct and wrong-doing in the functiom

of the School System. Also, there were no facts to provide the grounds for
initiating a special investigation of the Personnel Department of School System,
The substantiation of such an investigation must come from the Representatives
who continue to insist there are obvious grounds for such actionm,

MR. FAUTEUX said his Committee did not share their views, Since the issuance
of his report in August, no further data has been obtained nor did they reconsider
on their conclusions that the Price, Waterhouse with recommendations or any

of the related and subsequent actions of che Board of Education provide
substantiation for a special investigatiom.
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EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE (continued)

(1) REP. FIORENZIO CORBO'S request at 8/4/80 meeting that a SPECIAL
INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE be formed to further look into the matter which
was the subject of the Price, Waterhouse Review and Evaluation; namely,
the personnel practices of the Education System of Stamford; including,
at Rep. Jeremiah Livingston's request of 8/18/80 that the Nellie Spears'
case be investigated. EW&G Committee to report regarding the advisability
of forming such a special committee.

MR. WIEDERLIGHT said he challenged that Report, He was in attendance of that
Committee meeting and said it was not the cousensus of opinion of that
Committee that we were not to have a further investigation as indicated under
item #1 of E,W, & G. That was not the vote taken by the Committee.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said that a motion 1is in order if someone wants to make a motion
to set-up a special investigation committee because it is on the Agenda.

MR. CORBO had MOVED to set-up a special investigating committee. SECONDED.

MR. CORBO said the first request for a creation of a special committee to
investigate the School System was requested by him on December 29, 1979.

He said that Mr. Fauteux's report is talking about the dereliction of the
Board of Education in not keeping current with the main personnel functions
imposed by the statutory contractual requirement.

MR, CORBO spoke about the recommendations which are needed to bring the
Personnel Department up to State of Acceptable Professiomal Capability by
today's norms. He also quoted from Mr. Fauteux’'s report about the Board,
in recent years, not playing a dynamic on-going role in personnel policy
development implementation as it should have.

MR. CORBO said that the Board of Education contrels half of the tax dollars,
and more accountability should be given to the people of Stamford, and
MOVED that an investigating committee be voted om.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN asked Mr. Corbo if this would be a special investigation
committee under Section 204.2 of the Charter.

MR. CORBO replied by all the powers givem by the Charter.
MR. BLUM agreed with Mr. Corbo about the special committee, He also stated
that the Board of Education stated that the Board had no rights to look into

the Board of Education for the reason that this is a State mandated organizationm.

MR. BLUM felt that the Board has to be the over-sight committee of the Board
of Education.
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EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. DARER informed the Board that 204.2 provides that a two-thirds vote of
the entire Membership is necessary.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said to Mr. Darer that that was not a POINT of PERSONAL PRIVILEGE.
A motion can be made later.

MR. LIVINGSTON stated that he attended the meeting of the E, W, & G Committee,
and was disappointed in the report that Mr. Fauteux gave. It did not reflect
what happened at the meeting,

MR. LIVINGSTON asked if it would be in order to ask Mr. Corbo to amend his
motion or if he would withdraw his motion. MR. LIVINGSTOM said that being
present at that meeting, he was requested by Mr. Hogan, whe was acting
Chairman, to find out from the members of the Board of Education if it would
be possible to have a joint meeting between the Board of Representative and
the Board of Education. The purpose of this meeting would be to avoid
confroncation to make it possible for some of the matters concerning personnel
problems in the Board of Education to be asked.

MR. LIVINGSTON countinued to say that Dr. Reardon, through the President of

the Board of Education, Mr. Weber, told the Members of the Board of Education,
and they agreed and they felt that such a meeting would be fruitful. MR.
LIVINGSTON reminded the Board that the powers of the Board to investigate are
awesome and tremendous and before we use such authority, we should exhaust
every avenue possible to brimg a solution to our problems and such auvthority
should always be used with ginger and wisdom.

MR. LIVINGSTON said he would like to see this item returned to committee
pending a meeting the Board and the Board of Education with the mechanics

of such a meeting be worked out between the Chairman of the Education,
Welfare, and Government Committee and the President of the Board of Education.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN stated the motion to return this item to committee pending
a meeting between the Board of Education and the Board of Representatives
at some point in the future. This motion was proper. SECONDED.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to return this item to committee. The vote
was 17 ves, 12 no, 4 abstentions.

NOTE: TAPE BROKE

SEWER COMMITTEE - Chairman Michael Wiederlight - NO REPORT

PUBLIC HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE ~ Co-Chairmen Stanlev Darer
and Lathon Wider, Sr.

NO REPORT
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URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE - Chalrman Richard Fasanellil = NO REPORT

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Audrey Maihock - .

(1) TEE MATTER OF EASEMENT REQUESTED BY HOLLY POND ASSOCIATES WHICH WAS WITHDRAWN.
Also appearedon the Sewer Committee's agenda in Sept. and moved to EP.

MRS. MATHOCK said this item is to be removed from the Agenda.

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

HOUSE COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Doris Bowlby — NO REPORT

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE - Chairman Patrick Joyce

(1) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE REGARDING THE CONTROL OF AIRCRAFT,
HELIPORTS, ETC., WITHIN THE CITY OF STAMFORD., Held since 5/5/80.
A resolution to be presented at the September Steering.

HELD TN COMMITTEE

(2) PROPOSED RESQOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE CONDEMNATION OF CERTAIN PARCELS
OF LAND FOR TRAFFIC PROJECTS ON NEWFIELD AVENUE, FIFTH STREET, COLONIAL
ROAD, VINE ROAD, HIGH RIDGE ROAD in connection with the TOPICS PROGRAM.
The Board of Finance approved 8/14/80, Mayor's letter 8/13/80 of
submission., Held in Committee, as no meeting.

MR. ZELINSKI POINT OF INFORMATION said he thought that the Board omly
published ordinances, not resolutions,

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said we must publish any land that is scheduled to be condemned.
Also, a public hearing will follow the publicatiom.

MRS. MATHOCK said it does not say for publication, it says proposed resolution
and wanted to know the mechanics for changing that.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN stated that according to the Charter, in order to condemn land,
you must publish and hold a public hearing. The motion is proper.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN called for a vote for publication. The vote was 27 in the
aifirmative and 1 in the negative.

ON-SITE GARBAGE CONVERSION STUDY COMMITTEE - ChairmanFiprenzio Corbo

MR. CORBO stated that Mr. Spaulding could not give his full attentiom to
this Committze due to the incinerator problem. When this problem is resolved,
the Committee will proceed.
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CHARTER REVISION COMMITTEE AND ORDINANCE COMMITTEE - Co-Chairperson Grace Guroian
and John J. Hogan

MRS. McINERNEY stated that the Rep ublican Caucus voted not to accept Mrs. Guroian's
regsignation and said Mrs. Guroian has agreed to sit as Co-Chairman. The Committee
will interview people and come up with a report in November.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said the decision i1s acceptable to the Chairman of the Board.
(1) PROPOSED RESOLUTION "INITIATION OF ACTION BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES

FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF A 12th CHARTER REVISION COMMISSION'" by Rep. J. Zelinski
and Rep. G. Rybnick.

(2) PROPOSED RESQLUTION "CONCERNING APPOINTMENT OF A 12th CHARTER REVISION
COMMISSION IN THE CITY OF STAMFORD UNDER PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER 99 OF
THE GENERAL STATUTES OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT". (to specify the charge
to the Commission, the number of members, names, and date when they shall
report to the Board of Representatives.) By Rep. J. Zelinski and
Rep. G. Rybnick.

MRS. McINERYNEY said the items are HELD IN COMMITTEE.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR - NONE

PETITIONS - NONE

ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES

August 4, 1980 Regular Board Meeting.Held from 9/3/80 meeting.

September 3, 1980 Regular Board Meeting - APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY (voice vote)

RESOLUTIONS

MR. JOYCE said a copy of a proposed resolution was given to the Members, and
MOVED for the SUSPENSION OF THE RULES be made to introduce this resolution which
concer a request to declare a moratorium on the approval of the supplemental
appropriations of the Stamford Board of Education until such time as the

Stamford Board of Education comes back into compliance with Federal law concerning
the racial imbalance in Hart School which is in the 10th District, which is in his
District. SECONDED.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to SUSPEND THE RULES. The motion LOST;
12 in the affirmative, 14 in the negative, 7 abstentiouns.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUALS - NONE

OLD BUSINESS - NONE
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NEW BUSINESS

(1) A LETTER TO BE WRITTEN PER REQUEST OF REP, ZELINSKI WHO WANTS TO KNOW
FROM THE LAW DEPAREMENT IF THEY SHOULD APPEAL THE SCHLESINGER DECISION
OF JUDGE NOVACK.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN turned this item over to the Chairman of Plamning and Zoning,
Mr. Donahue, whose Committee met in relation to this icem.

MR. DONAHUE said there should be a great deal of concerm about the decision
of Judge Novack in reference to the Schlesinger referral. It has now been
referred back to this Board on two occasions. After the Committee met

with Mr. Frattaroli, September 30th and meeting again with him today, and
calling to your attention, that you have received a letter from him stating
it is not in the best interest of this City to appeal the decisiom.

MR. DONABUE believed the Board's allegiance should be to Mr. Frattaroli

who is the Counsel who is now handling the case and this issue is not

properly before us this evening and will best be handled by the Planning and
Zoning Committee once all avenues of appeal have been taken by Mr. Schlesinger.

MR. DONAHUE stated that the danger of this Board appealing any decision of
Judge Novack really lies in the fact that what we have gained is the right

to consider the Schlesinger case again. If we pursue an appeal, we may just
lose that right and a Court could, in fact, decide that the Zoning Board's
action should stand which would side with Mr. Schlesinger's application

and which would eventually create greater density on the area now surrounding
Bracewood Lane.

MR. DONAHUE also stated that the Board has the responsibility to take the
advice of Corporation Counsel that is responsible to us and his statement
indicates that this Board should not act at this time on this matter.

MR. ZELINSKI said he took strong exceptions to Mr. Donahue‘s remark

about the Board owing allegiance to Mr, Ppattaroli, He said the Board owes
allegitance to the restdents of Stamford, He stated that he did not receive
notification from the Chairman of the Planning and Zoning Committee, Mr.
Donahue, that Mr. Frattaroli would be in attendance at the September 30th
meeting, Had he known that, MR, ZELINSKI would have attended, *f notified,

MR, ZELINSKI satd he went to Court. The Judge was to rule on some motions that
were made, Unfortunately, the Judge was unable to rule on these motiouns, and
it was postponed until October 30. MR. ZELINSKI also stated that he wrote a
lecter to the Board asking for this item to be on the Agenda. His reason

for this was that the Board received a2 copy of a letter dated September 16
from Mr. Frattaroli and he quoted by Mr, Frattaroli's letter, last paragraph,
"I would kindly ask for you to review the enclosed memorandum of decision
which is that regarding Schlesinger vs the Board of Representatives, and
notify our office as to what actiom, if any, you may which to take in regard

to said matter."
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NEW BUSINESS

MR, ZELINSKI (continuing)...said that now there is a three-page report from
Mr. Frattaroli giving all the reasons why he feels we should not appeal.

MR. ZELINSKI also mentioned that there was a 20-day period which the
certification to the Supreme Court may be requested in order to seek an

appeal the decision of Judge MNovack. MR, ZELINSKI asked MRS, GOLDSTEIN

to convey to Mr. Frattaroli to ask for an extension of the 20 days because

if that would not have been done, the Judge's decision was dated September 9th,
the 20 days would have been up September 29th which would not have allowed this
Board this evening to even discuss it,

MR. ZELINSKI again referred to Mr, Frattaroli's three-page letter and why

Mr. Frattaroli's feels the Board should not appeal it; this would be the
third time that this item has come before a Board of Representatives.

The attorney for Mr. Schlesinger has already appealed Judge Novack's decision.

MR, ZELINSKI said he spoke to the President of a Neighborhood Association who
discussed 1t with the Board of Directors of the Association, that they would
want the City of Stamford to appeal the decision. The Association is going to
appeal.

MRS, CONTI asked for a clarification from MR, DONAHUE, and asked if her
understanding was correct that Judge Novack has, in fact, ruled that we
require 21 votes to reject.

MR. DONAHUE stated that that was the case.
MRS. CONTI asked if we were appealing that aspect of it.

MR. DONAHUE said that no we were not at the present time. He stated that there
is a great deal of difference between an appeal to the State  Supreme Court
and a request for Certification of an action of a lower Court. There is no
real appeal yet., Mr, Schlesinger has asked for Certification, The Supreme
Court of the State can throw that out, hear it, or not. MR. DONAHUE said

that we are now in the process of preparing reasomns why it shouldn't be heard,
After that, if the State Supreme Court agrees to hear the Case, then we would
be able to speak against that issue at that time.

MR. DONAHUE stated that the most important before us and the most important
action of Judge Novack was to return this decision to the Board for its
reconsideration and that reconsideration will be forthcoming after all roads
of appeal have been considered by Mr. Schlesinger. We have to wait on the
action of the Supreme Court and then we would be able to hear the case from
beginning to end all over agazin.

MR. CONTI requested that the Recousds show that he did not participate in any
of the activities tomight concerning this because he was an officer of the
Association when this came up the first time,
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NEW BUSINESS

MR. ZELINSKI said the key point of the appeal is whether or not in 1977

the Board of Representatives voted 13 in favor, 20 against, whether or not
21 votes were needed. Is the opinion of Counsel for the residents of that
neighborhood and also of Attorney Frattaroli that 21 votes were not needed
and that is why it went to Judge Novack in the first place and that is what
the appeal is all about. The bottom line says that 21 votes were needed to
deny anything.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN called for a vote on whether this Board should instruct
Corporation Cousel's office to appeal Judge Novack's decision. The vote

was 2 in the affirmative and 19 in the negative. The motion has been DENIED.
The stentions. ' F o1
MR. ZELINSKI spoke about his letter to the Board Members about the Tishman
Office Complex and believe the air must be cleared and the Public must be
told all the facts.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN informed MR. ZELINSKI must SUSPEND THE RULES to consider
this item which is not on the Agenda.

MR. ZELINSKI MOVED to SUSPEND THE RULES under New Business to consider
appointing an investigating committee for the Tishman Complex. SECONDED.

MS. SUMMERVILLE CALLED THE ROLL.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN announced that there were 27 Members present; 13 out. There
is a Quorum. To Suspend the Rules, two-thirds are needed of those present,

MRS. GOLDSTEIN proceed to SUSPEND THE RULES to consider an item not on the
Agenda. The vote was 5 in favor; 18 opposed. The motion to SUSPEND THE
RULES has been DEFEATED. Also there were 4 Abstentions.

MRS. GOLDSTEIM spoke of the Resolution changing the meeting date to
November 10th. A motion was made, SECONDED and CARRIED.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business before the Board, upon MOTION made by Rep.
Darer, SECONDED and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned at 2:30 a.m.

By m\-’})’) }I‘-—c f/&"ﬂ"“'f/

HMM: AK:SG Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative Assigtant
(and Recording Secretary)

APPROVED:

Note: Above meeting was broadcast by
Radio WSTC and WYRS.

+" Sandra Goldsteigﬂ(President -
esentatives
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