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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. DeLUCA said he is not opposed to the position, but he is opposed to the
salary, because he is involved in Fixed Assets with his employer. They had
an opening for a Fixed Asset Accountant and eight different applications

came in, people with bachelor's degrees in accounting and some with two or
three years' experience, and the salary they were requesting was $15,000 to
$16,000 per year, and our fringe benefits are 17%Z. We hired one fellow with
a bachelor's degree and two years of experience for $15,000 per year. Look-
ing at this request, the whole trouble with the City of Stamford is that it is
on a giveaway program with salaries. He therefore Moved to reduce this from
$15,000 to $12,000 for the nine-month period, and the person would therefore
be coming in with approximately $15,000 per year rather than the $18,000, and
when you figure the fringe benefits of 27%, it is substantial. Seconded.

MRS. HAWE wished to remind the Board that if they reduce this by $3,000, to a
net of $12,000 for nine months, the department can spend this as they will.
They could hire someone at a lower salary or they could wait a couple of months
and hire them at the salary they intended to in the first place.

MR. DIXON asked what will happen to the $15,000 if they can't hire anyone at all
for 4t

MRS. HAWE said if the money is put in their account and they hire no one at all,
at the end of the year, they can go to the Board of Finance and have it transfer-
red to some other account, or it will go back to the General Fund.

MR. FAUTEUX said this job would be at the accountant level. There is more to
this job than meets the eye. The Assets of the City which this individual will
keep track of are over $250,000,000. The buildings are worth over $200,000,000,
and the machinery, equipment, trucks, and all the other assets that are not
nailed down, so to speak, are in excess of $50,000,000.

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the Motion to cut the $3,000. The Motion is
DEFEATED with 8 Yes, 21 No, and 5 Abstentions.

MR. FAUTEUX explored the need for this position. It is needed to maintain the
integrity of our accounting system, and to properly account for our Fixed Assets.
The Risk Manager will make good use of this program in his job. Items which are
easily pilferable must be accounted for in particular. Where do items go when

they are transferred? The records do not now reflect transfer between departments.

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED the Question. Seconded. CARRIED.

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the $15,000 part of Item #7. APPROVED with
27 Yes votes, 1 No vote, and 6 Abstentions.

(8) $123,000.00 - DEBT SERVICE - Code 900.8300 - BONDED DEBT EXPENSES - Addi-
tional Appropriation per Mayor Clapes' and Commissioner
Hoffman's requests of 6/29/81, advising it is necessary to
make commitments now to be ready to sell bomnds in the late
Fall if market conditions will allow a sale. Board of
Finance approved 7/9/81.

Above also referred to EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.




38.

MINUTES OF MONDAY, AUGUST 3, 1981, REGULAR BOARD MEETING

38.

FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued)

(9)

$274,255.00 - POLICE DEPARTMENT - GROUP #41.1413 POLICE PENSION - Addi-

tional Appropriation per Mayor Clapes' request 6/29/81 to
meet required funding level of 55.8% of covered payroll of
Police Department - City's contribution. Board of Finance
approved 7/9/81.

Above also referred to EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(10} $254,531.00

HEALTH DEPARTMENT (ALSO WELFARE) - Additional Appropriation

to fund salary increases and related benefits for period
July 1, 1980 to June 30, 1982, per LABOR CONTRACTS:

(A) Dental Hygienists Association.
(B) Local 465, Council #4, AFSCME, Registered Nurses.

to be allocated as follows:

1980/1981 1981/1982
SMITH HOUSE SKILLED NURSING FACILITY
Code 520.1110. Salardes: . . . & o« & = = o - &« 512,710, $ 27,193,
Code 520.1122 Differential. . . . . . « . . 455. 15525,
Code 520.1201 Over-Time . . . + + « « ¢ « + = 770. 1,604.
Code 520.3480 Uniform Allowance . . . . « . « 550. 1,100.
HEALTH DEPARTMENT
Code 550.1110 Salaries. . . . « « « « & o 15,766. 34,157,
Code 550.1230 College Tuition . . . . . -0- 2,467,
PUBLIC SCHQOL HEALTH PROGRAM
Code 560,1110 Salaries. . . . . v « « « + 23,866. 50,238.
Code 560.1220 Car Allowance ., . . . + « « &« & -0- 1,590.
Code 560.3480 Uniform Allowance . . . . . . . 1,275. 2,150.
HEALTH PROTECTION FOR PRIVATE & PAROCHIAL SCHOOLS
Code 561.1110 Salaries, _ ., . ., -0- 30,046.
Code 561.1220 Car Allowance . . . . . M e -0- 10,501.
Code 561.1310 Social Security . i v o —g- 2,013,
Code 561.1330 Medical and Life. -0- 2,195,
Code 561.3480 Uniform Allowance . - » =« ‘s . -0 1,575.
GROUP 29 - FRINGE BENEFITS
Code 29.1310 Social Security . ¢ . 3,590. 7,686.
Code 29,1410 Classified Employees Pension Fund -0= 19,509.
TOTALS. . . . . . $58,982. $195,549,
GRAND TOTAL 1980/1981 + 1981/1982. . . . $254,531. . .
Above also referred to PERSONNEL COMMITTEE.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA, with Fiorenzio Corbo abstaining.
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued)

(11) $ 5,030.00 - MAYOR'S OFFICE - Code 201.1201 OVER-TIME - Additional
Appropriation per Mayor Clapes' request to cover work
to be done specifically for commercial relocation for
the URBAN REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION and will be 100%
reimbursed by URC to the City of Stamford. Approved
by Board of Finance 7/9/81.

Above also referred to URBAN REDEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(12) RESOLUTION CONCERNING PURCHASING PRACTICES OF THE CITY OF STAMFORD
PURSUANT TO CHARTER SECTION 484.1 "DUTIES OF PURCHASING AGENT' -
limiting to $3,000 for which no contracts or bidding procedure is
required. Board of Finance enacted their resolution on 7/9/81.
This is an annual procedure.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(13) PROPOSED RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE FILING OF A BUDGET APPLICATION
FOR THE STAMFORD DAY CARE PROGRAM for the sum of $140,588 for
Title XX Supplementary Day Care and Assistance Agreement for the
fiscal year commencing October 1, 1981. Submitted by Mayor Clapes
7/10/81.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(14) $ 20,000.00 - RE-APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION - Code 133.3509 - 1981/1982
EXPENSES - Additional Appropriation requested by Co-
Chairman Daniel M. McCabe, his letter 7/14/81, asking
this item be considered at 8/3/81 Meeting.

Above also referred to EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

MRS. HAWE Moved for the approval of the COMSENT AGENDA for Fiscal items
#3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14. Seconded. APPROVED with

Peter Blais and Everett Pollard Abstaining om Item #3; Betty Conti and
Donald Donahue Abstaining on Item #4; Fiorenzio Corbo Abstaining on #10.

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on the Consent Agenda, which was
APPROVED with the Abstentions as above.
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE - Co-Chairmen Anthomy Conti & John
Zelinski.

MR. ZELINSKI said his Committee met on Monday, July 27, 1981 at 7:30
P.M.in the Democratic Caucus Room. Present were Co-Chairmen Anthony
Conti and John Zelinski, and Reps. Blum, Corbo, and Pollard. Absent
were Reps. Wiederlight, Fasanelli, Donahue and Loomis. Alsc present
was Rep. Jeremiah Livingston. Mr. Zelinski Moved to the CONSENT AGENDA,
L&R Items #2 and #7.

(1) FOR FINAL ADOPTION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL CONCERNING
THREE-YEAR LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN COMMITTEE ON TRAINING AND
EMPLOYMENT (CTE) AND THE CITY FOR THE SOUTH END COMMUNITY CENTER.
Mayor Clapes' letter 4/30/8l. Board of Finance approved 6/11/81.
Approved for publication 7/6/81.

MR. ZELINSKI said the Committee voted to amend the ordinance from a
three year to a one year lease and he so Moved. Seconded.

MR. ZELINSKI said everyone received a letter from Rep. Livingston re-
garding this amendment, stating he made this recommendation due to the
uncertainties of the economic conditions both in Washington and Hartford;
and rather than tie up the City for an extended period of three years,

it would be better on a year-by-year basis. With that, and other reasons,
the Committee voted to amend this, and if this passes, the Committee also
voted to ask for Waiver of Publication.

MRS. McINERNEY commends the Committee for change the term from three years
to one year, but there were certain things that came up in the lease itself
that she would like to speak to. Paragraph 2 indicates that the landlord,
which is the City, will be responsible for utilities in the amount of
$30,000 cu. ft. of water, 180,000 kwh of electricity per year, and 55,000
cu. ft. of gas per year. She called John Strat to see if she could get a
dollar amount as to what was included or meant by this. He did not have
that information available and he would do some research on it. She asked
Mr. Strat also about major repairs at this facility and was told that they
were completed to the roof, and had been completed to the toilets and the
sinks. He also indicated there were four items that would have to be ad-
dressed. One was on the east wall of the gym facing the playground area
where the graffiti had to be removed. Another was that the playground area
needsresurfacing. Another was the chain-link fence around the property
needs repairs, and parts of the guard-rail barrier were damaged and needed
to be replaced. She asked Mr. Strat who, in effect, would be responsible
for the expenditures which would be incurred for these four items, and he
said he did not know. He wrote a letter to Mr. Spaulding about it and was
waiting for a response. Mrs. McInerney said it is her feeling this month
we have this South End Community Center lease before us, and they have also
anticipated a lease with Community Return on the old West Main Street Com-
munity Center property. Before we proceed with any of the leases based on
the shaky Federal and State funding that will be coming down in the future,
we should ascertain the expenditures which the City will be obligating it-
self to in the future; and based on the fact that she does not have these
particular answers right now, and Mr. Strat would be agreeable to getting

them, she MOVES to HOLD IN COMMITTEE until the information is available.
SECONDED.
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

THE PRESIDENT said she would take discussion on Mrs. McInerney's Motion
to Re-commit this item to Committee.

MR. LIVINGSTON said he concurs with this Motion although his reasons are-
somewhat different from Mrs. McInerney's. He and Mr. Brown had a very
interesting conversation regarding this lease and the amendment for one
year with one year option. Mr. Brown pointed out a new direction which
he would be willing to move in with regard to CTE's involvement with the
community, and he recommendssending back to committee.

THE PRESIDENT called for voice vote to Re—commit L&R #1. CARRIED with
one No vote, Ms. Summerville; and one Abstention, Mrs. Saxe.

(2) FOR FINAL ADOPTION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL FOR TAX EXEMP-
TION PURSUANT TO SECTION 12-81 (15) and 12-81 (b) OF THE GENERAL
STATUTES FOR TRINITY EPISCOPAL CHURCH at 20 Brookdale Road. Submit-
ted by Atty. Dichter of Brennan, Dichter, Bremnnan & Comerford 5/27/81.
Approved for publication 7/6/81.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(3) FOR FINAL ADOPTION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL TO ESTABLISH
THE POSITION OF RISK MANAGER. Mayor Clapes' letter 6/18/81. Ap-
proved for publication as amended 7/6/81.

Above also referred to PERSONNEL COMMITTEE.

MR. ZELINSKI said the Committee voted to HOLD IN COMMITTEE as some ques-
tions had been raised as to whether this should be a Civil Service position
or a contractual position, and also that the Personnel Committee should be
the secondary committee.

(4) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL REPEALING SECTION
8-18 OF CODE OF ORDINANCES ENTITLED "ANNUAL PICK-UP OF HOUSEHOLD AND
YARD DEBRIS". Submitted by Rep. DeLuca 5/18/81. Held in Committee
6/22/81.

(5) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL MANDATING DEBRIS
PICK-UP NINE (9) TIMES AYEAR. Requested by Rep. DeLuca 5/18/81.
Held in Committee 6/22/81.

MR. ZELINSKI said the L&R Committee voted to combine Items 4 and 5 into

one item, which deals with the same topic. He would like to add to it,

the incorporation of the full ordinance and the full section when it is

voted for publication, and he therefore will do that now: 'Section b,

there shall be an annual City-wide pick-up of leaves, yard and garden

debris only, which pick-up shall be in the Fall of each year." And
"Section ¢, there shall be adequate public notice in advance of said pick-ups."
That would be one amendment to correct the change, and he so Moves.
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

THE PRESIDENT asked if there were a Second to the Amendment to include
the whole ordinance in the publication. Seconded.

TBE PRESIDENT said it must be clearly indicated that (a) will be deleted,
and the new (a) will be substituted.

MR. ZELINSKI sald he would see to that.

MR. WIDER said he is confused, since he voted on an ordinance two years
ago for two ammual pick-ups, and that was not carried out. Now here we
come up for onme with nine pick-ups. What kind of games are we playing?
Are we playing some political games with the people out there who are
looking for these things to be done. He doesn't see in any of these, re-
quests for any money to implement these pick-ups, so he is wondering if
we are building up some false promises. The people out there are fed up
with them and he does not blame them.

MR. ZELINSKI saild Mr. Wider made an excellent point, and if this were to
pass, he would propose another amendment which would do just that, which
would require in writing and in this ordinance, specifically, that the
Mayor shall ask for the funds necessary to do this. If the first amend-
ment passes, he will ask for the second one.

MRS. GUROIAN asked how do you put that in an ordinance.
MR. ZELINSKI replied that you can put anything you want in an ordinance.

MR. FAUTEUX MOVED to RETURN TO COMMITTEE until the full cost implications
are determined as it would be precipitous to go forward with publicatiomn
with all these loose ends hanging out, particularly the dollar ones.
Seconded.

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote to RETURN TO COMMITTEE items #4 and
#5 (which have been combined) on the L&R agenda. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

(6) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL CONCERNING REPEAL
AND REVISION OF SECTION 8-2 OF CODE OF ORDINANCES REGARDING GARBAGE
COLLECTION IN CITY-SEWERED AREAS AND AREAS THAT BECOME SERVICED BY
CITY SEWERS. Submitted by Corporation Counsel Leonard Cookney
6/15/81. Held in Committee 6/22/81.

MR. ZELINSKI said his Committee voted 4 in favor to DENY this, and one
against, and he Moves for publication. Seconded.

MR. ZELINSKI said the majority of the Committee felt that this was not
something they should publish inasmuch they had denied a request several
months ago dealing with an abatement for condominiums, and in that was

the repeal of this particular ordinance. Also, as they have heard earlier
this evening pertaining to Commissioner Spaulding not wanting to pick up
the garbage in the commercial establishments in the City; that was the
rationale.
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

MRS. CONTI saild she does not read anywhere in this amendment anything
that denies garbage collection to condominiums, as he just mentioned.

MR. ZELINSKI said that was just a point of information that this was
before the Board earlier and the ordinance that was defeated that dealt
with condominiums, also incorporated this in that ordinance, which was
to repeal this, so this is just coming before us a second time in a
different way.

MRS. CONTI asked what was the rationale for the L&R Committee turning
this down.

MR. ZELINSKI said he would speak for himself, and the other Committee
members can speak for themselves if they wish. He did not feel it was
proper for the City govermment to deny the pick-up of garbage for com-
mercial establishments within the districts that were sewered and which
this ordinance does provide for. They pay taxes and he feels they are
entitled to garbage, and basically that was it.

MR. BLUM said this ordinance is nothing but a continuation of the Public
Works Commissioner, or whoeverit might be, in his opinion to eliminate
garbage collection within the sewered areas. Mr. Blum believes eventually
that this City, if it continues in the same vein, is looking for means

to get out of garbage collections. He voted against this ordinance as

a representative of an A district and CS district; that is one of the
services the people pay for and are entitled to.

MRS. CONTI wished to straighten out a misconceptioﬁ that she has heard
here several times tonight. Whether or not the City picks up your garbage,
you are still getting the services of the incinerator because regardless

of who picks it up, it winds up down at the incinerator and that is what
you are paying for in your Public Works. You are not so finely assessed
as to how much it costs to pick it up, and how much it costs to incinerate
it and dump it and haul it away. The fact is that whether the City takes
it or not, you are still receiving the services of the incinerator, so you
cannot say that you are paying for somethisg that you are not getting.

MR. BOCCUZZI said Mrs. Conti said we are getting the services because the
garbage eventually ends up in the incinerator. How about what it costs

you to get the garbage from your house into the truck. Is not that an extra
cost? What Mrs. Conti is telling him is they are going to burn his garbage,
but I've got to pay to put it in the truck, so I am getting taxed twice.

I pay to get it out of my backyard, and I pay again to have it burned. If

the City picked it up, I would be paying once, just to have it burned. That's
where the paying comes in; that's where the assessment comes in on your tax
bill.

MRS. GUROIAN said she thinks she had belabored this point before, but there
is a connection, but it's a very slight connection between the taxesyou pay
and the services you get. The connection is that the taxes pay for the ser-
vices, but the determination as to what services you are entitled to, is made
by the legislative process. There are a lot of services that you pay taxes
for, and which you don't get any at all. You pay for welfare.
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

MRS. GUROIAN went on say that if you don't have any small children, you
pay for the school expenses. There are a lot of services the taxpayer
pays for, to which he is entitled, maybe, but which he does not get. The
very fact that you pay the taxes does not mean that you have tfo demand
to get the service, otherwise you're not going to pay the taxes. This
Board determines who will get services and what services they will get.
And that is exactly what we are talking about. Ifitisthe wish of the Board
that the A district, including condominiums and commercials, etec., are
entitled to garbage collection, then it should so say; but the very fact
that they pay taxes does not entitle them to the garbage collection. It
is the determination of this Board whether they want to give them the
garbage collection or not. So don't mix the two up.

MR. BLAIS views this particular proposal to go hand-in-hand with an earlier
issue that we dealt with tonight, and that is getting Commissioner Spauld-
ing to fulfill his duties, as some members of the Board ofRepresentatives,
see it, in collecting garbage. If we pass this, we must have a re-vote on
an issue that we discussed earlier tonight regarding the meeting with
Commissioner Spaulding. If we pass this, he is getting a fait accompli

in that we are accepting his position in refusing to pick up garbage.
Therefore, he urges the Board to deny this proposal.

MR. BLUM has always believed, and we have been told this, that as the
sewer system comes into being, then if youdw a single family house, and
you comply with Section 8-4 and you have the proper size container, you
will get garbage pick-up. It is logical to assume that that is part of
the service for which you pay taxes. It is said here if we pass this
ordinance regarding garbage collection in City-sewered areas, and areas
that become serviced by City sewers, that's what we're voting on, we would
be saying to Mr. Spaulding, you are right, the Rock Spring Road Terrace
does not need garbage. There are people on Glenbrook Road in apartments,
they don't need garbage either. Pay for it with a private carter.
Eventually, the private carters will take over the whole garbage system,
Then we will be in the same situation as the condominium people. We voted
on this Board about that tax abatement, but they went to the Courts, and
the Courts are now re-assessing, re-evaluating their property because they
are not getting the services.

MR. ZELINSKI said to clarify something that Rep. Betty Conti said, ironically
tonight when we got here, we found the Real Estate on the Grand List as of
Oct. 1, 1980, and on Page 3, it mentions that District A receives all services,
which include Police, Fire, SanitarySewers, and Garbage Collection. So

that is a service, the collection of the garbage; it does not say the
incineration of the garbage only.

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on L&R Item #6, reminding the Board members
that the Committee voted to DENY, but she will entertain the usual positive
Motion when voting, keeping in mind the disposition by the Committee.
Mrs. Perillo asked that the record show that Alfred and Mildred Perillo are
not voting or participating on this item. MOTION DEFEATED with 5 Yes votes,
20 No votes, and 9 Abstentions. The ordinance will not be published.
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

(7) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL TO AMEND SECTION
21-49 AND No. 338 SUPPLEMENTAL ENTITLED "DEPQSIT OF SLUDGE, ETC.
INTO DISPOSAL PLANT - PERMIT TO COVER ONLY OPERATION NAMED THEREIN;
PERMIT FEE; ADDITIONAL CHARGE. Submitted by Corp. Counsel Leonard
Cookney 6/15/81. Held in Committee 6/22/81.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA. (Mr. Zelinski said they will be holding a
public hearing on this if publicatioin is approved.)

(8) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL CREATING A WATER
POLLUTION CONTROL AUTHORITY IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE STATE SUBSTITUTE
HOUSE BILL NO. 5840 - PUBLIC ACT NO. 78-154. Submitted by City Rep.
Fiorenzio Corbo 6/15/81. Held in Committee 6/22/81.

MR. ZELINSKI said the Committee voted to HOLD IN COMMITTEE as they did
not receive the text. Mr. Corbo will be working with Corporation Counsel
on this.

MR. ZELINSKI MOVED Items 2 and 7 for approval on the CONSENT AGENDA.
SECONDED. Seconded. APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY by voice vote.

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - Chairman David I. Blum

(1) REPORT REGARDING THE CHANGE OF JOB SPECIFICATIONS AS RELATING TO
OUTSIDE PRACTICE FOR POSITION OF DEPUTY CORPORATION COUNSEL. Sub-
mitted by Rep. John J. Boccuzzi 6/5/81. Held in Committee 7/6/81.

MR. BLUM said he has a very short report. Personnel met Thursday,

July 30, 1981. Present were John Hogan, Michael Wiederlight, Paul

Dziezyc, Philip Stork, and David Blum. The meeting was called for 7:30
p.m. in the Main Room, to vote on item #1 of the Agenda. They discussed
the questions that he had written,as per a work session, to the Corpora-
tion Counsel's Office and the Personnel Department. Today, he received

the questions and all the correspondence from the Law Department. To

this date, he has received nothing from the Personnel Department. They
voted to wait until Wednesday of this week. He will send a letter to the
Personnel Department again, asking for the material. If the Committee does
not receive it, they will bring it up again at the Steering for further aectiom.

MRS. GUROIAN asked how mang pe:gle remain, as so many have left, and the
PRESIDENT said there are 32 members left.

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE - Chairman Donald Donahue

MR. DONAHUE said the Committee met on Thursday, July 30, 1981. Present were
Reps. Guroian, Stork, Fasanelli, Wider, and Donahue. He MOVED to the Consent
Agenda, Items 1, 2, 3, and 4.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

(1) ACCEPTANCE OF STREETS - BUTTERNUT LANE as a City Street. Submitted
by City Engineer William Sabia 5/14/81. Held in Committee 7/6/81.
City Engineer's letter of certification 7/7/8l.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(2) ACCEPTANCE OF STREETS - MALIBU ROAD as a City Street. Submitted by
City Engineer William Sabia 5/14/81. Held in Committee 7/6/81.
City Engineer's letter of certification 7/7/81.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(3) ACCEPTANCE OF STREETS ~ CHATHAM ROAD as a City Street. Submitted by
City Engineer William Sabiz 5/14/81. Held in Committee 7/6/81.
City Engineer's letter of certification 7/7/81.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(4) ACCEPTANCE OF STREETS - NORTHWOOD LANE as a City Street. Submitted by
City Engineer William Sabia 5/14/81. Held in Committee 7/6/81.
City Engineer's letter of certification 7/7/81.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(5) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL TO CONTROL AND
REGULATE EXCAVATION, FILLING AND GRADING. Submitted by City Rep.
McInerney 6/16/81. Held in Committee 7/6/81.

MR. DONAHUE said Item #5 is being HELD IN COMMITTEE.

{6) REQUEST TO REVIEW OFFICE PROCEDURES OF CITY AGENCIES RESPONSIBLE
FOR ISSUING BUILDING PERMITS. Submitted by Rep. Fiorenzio Corbo
6/17/81. Held in Committee 6/22/81.

MR. DONAHUE said the Committee has met witgrSotire, the Chief Zoning Enforce-
ment Officer and Building Ingpector for the City. Mr. Sotire explained in
great detail the steps which are necessary to obtain a building permit. In
his presentation, Mr. Sotire indicated that no less than eight City agencies
must review each set of proposed plans for any building in the City, and

must sign off on a departmental approval form before a Building Permit is
issued. Some of these departments include, but are not limited to the
Agsessor's Office, Environmental Protection, Fire Marshal, and Traffic
Director. There alsoseem to be sufficient checks on this system to guarantee
compliance. During the summer, the Office of Community Development is employ-
ing a law student who is reviewing procedures for the issuance of all permits
in the City in order to help those who will seek permits in the future, and
make their efforts just a little easier and certainly less confusing.
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PLANNING AND ZONING (continued)

MR. DONAHUE said in a related matter, the Committee discussed penalties
for zoning violations. And the request for this was submitted by Reps.
Santy and Signore. Mr. Orval Stamm also attended. After discussing the
current zoning regulations with Martin Levine, Chairman of the Zoning
Board, and Margaret Brady of the Zoning Department, Mr. Sotire, and Mr.
Stamm, it was the concensus of the Planning and Zoning Committee that
State law currently provides more than adequate remedies for emforcing
zoning regulations. It had been suggested that a tax surcharge could be
levied on buildings that do not comply with local zoning, and also omn
buildings that are to be constructed under variance from the Zoning

Board of Appeals. This procedure would be both cumbersome and would
appear to allow developers to buy a variance, or the ability to construct
buildings that do not comply with Zoning Regulations. In closing, Mr.
Sotire feels his department is more than able to cope both with the issu-
ance of building permits and zoning enforcement.

MR. DONAHUE said that one other issue was discussed was the suggestion that
the Zoning Enforcement Officer should report to the Zoning Board rather than
to the Public Works Commissioner. This is an issue that would require
Charter Revision, and thus there is not enough time to begin the process
within the life of this Board. There seems, however, to be general agree-
ment that there is now more than better cooperation between the Board and
the zoning enforcement agency. While the Committee will continue to

explore various suggestions along with this one, that have been made

during our discussions, this will conclude our report at this time.

MR. DONAHUE MOVED for acceptance of the Consent Agenda for P&Z items #1,
2, 3, and 4. Seconded.

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on Mr. Donahue's Motion. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
by voice vote. She said there are now 30 members present.

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

HOUSE COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Doris Bowlby

THE PRESIDENT said every member received from Mr. Rybmick an extra medallion
for his or her car, and she wished to thank him for the work that went into
that.

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE - Chairman Patrick Joyce

MS. RINALDI said no report.
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ON-SITE REFUSE CONVERSION STUDY COMMITTEE - Chairman Fiorenzio Corbo

(1) COMMISSIONER SPAULDING'S PROPOSED RESOLUTION STATING THAT THE BOARD
QF REPRESENTATIVES REQUESTS THE MAYOR TO RE-SUBMIT AN ADDITIONAL
CAPITAL APPROPRIATION FOR $90,000.00 IN ORDER TO RETAIN A CONSULTING/
ENGINEERING FIRM TO PERFORM SECOND PHASE OF SOLID WASTE PLAN TO
INCLUDE DESIGN OF FACILITIES RESULTING FROM FIRST PHASE RECOMMENDA-
TIONS TO BE FUNDED BY TAXATION, 1981-1982 Fiscal Year. Submitted by
Rep. Fiorenzio Corbo 7/20/81.

MR. CORBO said he has sort of a report. The Committee met July 23, 1981.
In attendance were: Grace Guroian, Betty Conti, David Blum, Commissioner
Bruce Spaulding, and himself, Fiorenzio Corbo. After one-and-a-half or

two years of work, study, and trying to explore the system that they

would like to introduce down at our Incinerator in order to produce some
kind of energy through conversion, the Committee decided, in order to
proceed with the study and the design, to propose a resolution to this
Board which will express the intention of this Board to do soj; a sort of
petition to the Mayor to request $90,000 which will pay for the study and
design of a conversion system that will consist probably, after the study
is done, of a type of furnmace which will produce some energy, electricity,
which will eventually save between $600,000 and $800,000 for the taxpayers
of Stamford. According to the preliminary estimates of the potential energy
which will be produced from the incineratiom, there will be enough energy
to sell a portion back to the utility company, after we have supplied the
needs of our plant down there. At this point, Mr. Corbo yielded the floor
to Mrs. Betty Conti if anybody has any questions. Mr. Corbo Moved to
approve the resolution. Seconded.

MRS. CONTI supports the resolution, and while she would have liked to study
a few other systems, but quite frankly, the time is growing short and the
Incinerator is in deplorable condition. It has a very limited life, and
something is going to have to be done, and it should be done very soon.

She recommends passage of this resolution in order to get the design phase
under way, so that there will be something to take care of our garbage needs.
At the same, we will be able to generate power which will save a great deal
in HELCO bills.

MRS. GUROIAN, as a member of the Committee, urged adoption of this resolution.
This Committee has had quite a few meetings and has looked extensively into
the 'options available to them in order to alleviate the problem existing in
waste disposal. This City is not unique. Everybody knows that virtually
every city in the United States, small or large, has a waste disposal problem.
In some respects, the Committee has discovered in their deliberations, that
we have a lot of things working for us such as locale, the fact that we have
a process whereby we burn our sludge, etc. But, looking at it short range,
we are wasting a lot of emergy which can be utilized by the City itself.

Long range, we have to eventually replace the incinerator. Mr. Spaulding has
assured us that the-plan we are contemplating in purchasing with these dollars
will come in phases. The first phase should be before our Board in three
months, whereby certain recommendations will be made in order to address itself
to the two problems that she mentioned. She urged the Board to vote for this
as the time is short, as Mrs. Conti said. The Committee has done a lot of
study and have come to the conclusion that the City cannot afford to waste

any more time. A decision must be made and something must be done about the

problem. It is hoped that this will point the way to some kind of solution
as to waste disposal in this City.
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ON-SITE REFUSE CONVERSION STUDY COMMITTEE (continued)

MRS. HAWE said she agrees with this Committee, and something must be
started in terms of planning and design, because the complex down there
iz really a megss. In a way, it is on its last legs. She urged passage
of this resolution.

MR. BLAIS said he was under the impression that the Public Works Committee
already considered this measure and defeated it. The incinerator that was
bullt in approximately 1972 should not be on its last legs.

(There was an exchange of conversation between Mrs. Guroian, Mr. Blais,

and some other Board members but they were not recognized by the Presi-

dent and were not speaking inte the microphone, and as a result, did not
come through on the tape

THE PRESIDENT asked if anyone could answer Mr. Blais' question.

MRS . CONTI said among the many things they learned on this Committee, one
was that the municipal incinerator ouly has a life span of 8 to 10 years,
so even though it was built in 1972, it hasreally reached its lifespan

as it now nine years old.

MR. BLAIS said his question was whether the Public Works Committee already
took this up.

MRS. PERILLO said if the Commissioner feels this is urgent, why doesn't he
go before the Board of Finmance with it, and then it comes to us. Why
should it come to us first, as that is reverse procedure.

MR. BLUM said he speaks as the minority member on that Committee, the On-
Site Refuse Conversion Study Committee, and it means exactly what it says:
conversion of garbage to energy. He said we have been converting garbage

to energy, but wasting it. There is energy being burned up every day, being
wasted, down at the incinerator complex, and for years, Mr. Blum has been
asking that we take this and make electricity out of this. We have a situa~
tion where we have a Sewage Treatment Plantsitting not too far from the Incin-
erator. Every day 18 Million gallons of water, clean water, is pushed out
into Long Island Sound. Every day, so many thousands of BTU's go up into
the smokestacks at the incinerator. One of the plans that have been talked
about 1is reconverting or getting these two plants together, putting in
dynamos where the steam from the waters that will come over the pipes of the
garbage, or the incinerator, will produce steam in order to turn dynamos
over, in order to turn generators over, to produce energy to save close to
$800,000 in electricity bills that is used at that complex every year. That
is quite a savings. After all, that is what the taxpayers want: a saving of
over half a million dollars in the utility bill down at the incinerator
complex.

MR. ROOS does not think many of the members would want to hinder this very
necessary waste energy plan. Disposal of solid waste efficiently and locally
is an item we cannot long ignore. Haulage costs and site location will con-
tinue to be an escalating problem. Our On-gite Refuse Committee has been
active and very practical. After many meetings and engineering consultations,
thisiSshat they recommend. Let us avoid political differences and fund this
project as soon as possible.
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ON-SITE REFUSE CONVERSION STUDY COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. POLLARD said the Public Works Committee voted unanimously against
this resolution not because they were against a solid waste management
program, but because the request for the funding should come from the
Public Works Commissioner.

MRS. McINERNEY said a couple of years ago the Planning Board wisely chose
not to enter the Resource Recovery Program operating in Bridgeport. It
chose at that time to explore new ways in which to address the problem in
Stamford. Unfortunately, things did not really get off the ground. She
thinks this On-Site Garbage Committee has done a job that was very good.
(Tape not intelligible here, so some -of Mrs. McInerney's comments lost.)
We must not be blinded and not look at the problem that is happening down
in Shippan.

MR. FLOUNDERS said that he, as a member of the Public Works Committee,
voted against this resolution. Subsequently, after further investigationm,
he decided he made quite a mistake. He, now, therefore, supports the
Committee's recommendation to approve it. This has already been approved
by the Planning Board and the Board of Finance. There is $50,000 in the
1980-1981 budget for the Planning Phase which absolutely should be followed
up with the $90,000 for the Design Phase.

MR. DONAHUE MOVED the Question. Seconded.

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on Mr. Donahue's Motion to Move the Ques-
tion. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY by voice vote.

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the Main Motion to approve the Resolution.
APPROVED with 21 Yes votes, 8 No votes, and 1 Abstention.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR - None.

RESQLUTIONS - None.

PETITIONS - None.

ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES

June 1, 1981 Regular Meeting.

Moved for Acceptance by Mr. Boccuzzi. Seconded.

MRS. MATHOCK said on Page 46, Line 6, it should read: '"Does this mean
that this person can have 5 years' experience as a teacher and 5 years
as an administrator and then claim"(instead of 10 years and 10 years).

MR. BLUM asked that his remarks regarding the Traffic Director be included
verbatim.
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ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES (continued)

The June 1, 1981 Minutes will be amended to include Mr. Blum's remarks,
as requested.

A Motion was made to accept the June 1, 1981 Minutes as amended. Seconded.
APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY.
(NOTE: Mr. Ford was approved at the July 6, 1981 Meeting, not June lst, and
those Minutes " 1l be amended asyreéuested by Mr%’Blum. See nexé page.)
July 6, 1981 Regular Meeting

Moved for Acceptance; Seconded; APPROVED IINANIMOUSLY.

THE PRESIDENT said the first Monday in September is Labor Day, and she
requested a Motion to change that meeting date to Wednesday, September
9, 1981. Moved. Seconded. APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS and INDIVIDUALS

OLD BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

THE PRESIDENT requested that her No vote be changed to a Yes vote on
the Resolution appearing on the On-Site Conversion Committee agenda.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the Board, upon MOTION
made, SECONDED, and CARRIED, the Meeting was ADJOURNED at 1:35 A.M.

By M\« )’"* )/}L" g*#-w/

Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative Assft.
(and Recording Secretary) ’

Note: Above meeting was broadcast by
Radio WSTC and WYRS in its
APPROVED: entirety.
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“Bandra Coldscgin, President
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