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27. MINUTES OF WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1981, REGULAR BOARD MEETING 27. 

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. BLUM (continuing) •••• that no one wanted to talk about this particular 
item, only to rush it through, that we need a Risk Manager, that the program 
is so important that we must get Manager on line. He thinks we are 
doing things in haste and making unclassified position. At this 
rate, all jobs will eventually be unclassified, to be filled at the whim of 
the administration; all this while we are supposed to be working with the 
Personnel Commission to see if we can bring other people who are now on line 
in the unclassified jobs. If you look at the Charter, this is the only way 
that they can make an unclassified position, only through the Board of Rep­
resentatives. Please think about this before you vote Yes, because there have 
been many, many jobs here, such as the Fair Rent Commission Director, that 
they thought would go by the wayside; also the Commission on Aging who have 
unclassified workers, which Commission when it came into being, was thought 
would not last long and would be around only for a few years' duration. 
Let's not make any more unclassified positions. 

MR. WIEDERLIGHT said as far as unclassified positions versus classified posi­
tions go, there obviously are some jobs which must be in the Civil Service 
System which must be classified. This does not happen to be one of them. A 
job like this, with a three-year term, is an extremely good trial period. 
He, being in the insurance industry, knows it is a generally-accepted term of 
office, or if you will, of employment. If, after three years, Mr. Hoffman and 
Mr. Canino, should they be in the positions that they're in} after three years, 
are not pleased with the performance of this individual, there is no respon­
sibility, no reason to hold on to this individual. They can go into the job 
market and get a new person with a higher skilled level, whereas if it was a 
classified position, they would no doubt be locked in with somebody who would 
be considered "dead wood". Certain positions should not be classified. This 
is one of them. As far as a study group that was formed approximately 20 
months ago, that has been a big regret on the part of the Personnel Committee 
inasmuch as the ChairpersmafthEl!ub-Committee did not push this, did not 
coordinate this and it fell by the wayside. Had this come to fruition, we 
might not be sitting here and talking about classified versus non-classified. 
But let us not take it out on the Risk Manager position now. Let us give Mr. 
Canino and Mr. Hoffman the person that they need, whomever that person may be, 
and let: them get on with managing the multi-million dollar insurance contract ••• 

THE PRESIDENT asked Mr. Blum if he had been slandered in any way? 

MR. BLUM said he has a Point of Personal Privilege that Mr. Wiederlight gave 
the impression that Mr. Blum was the chairman of the so-called sub-committee. 
Mr. Blum was not the chairman. Moira Lyons, who is no longer with us, was 
the chairlady. 

MR. WIEDERLIGHT continued on, stating he felt they shouldgRhead with the 
insurance program. It is going to save many thousands of dollars, and we 
should not proceed in the Dark Ages and in an archaic way, and give Mr. 
Canino and Mr. Hoffman the authority and the individual that they need. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on L&R 112, which requires 21 votes. APPROVED 
with 32 Yes votes, one No vote, and two Abstentions. 



28. MINUTES OF WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1981, REGULAR BOARD MEETING 

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

(3) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE - TO AMEND SECTION 8-18 OF THE 
CODE OF ORDINANCES, "ANNUAL PICK-UP OF HOUSEHOLD AND YARD DEBRIS". 
Submitted by Rep. Robert "Gabe" DeLuca on 5/18/81. Held in Committee 
6/22/81. Returned to Committee 8/3/8L (New text submitted 7/28/81.) 

FISCAL ITEM 

MOTION TO RE-CONSIDER ITEM ' U11 FISCAL FOR THE TEACHERS' PERFECT ATTENDANCE 
BONUS by Rep. John J. 0 'Brien who vo'ted on the Prevailing Side (NO). 

28. 

MRS. CONTI asked if this Motion had to be Seconded and the President said it 
didinot; also that the Motion can be made at any time, and it is a debatable moE on. 

MR. DZIEZYC asked if Mr. O'Brien would tell them why he changed his mind 
after he gave such a nice speeach against it. 

MR. O'BRIEN had a discussion with several other Board members and at their 
request, since he was on the Prevailing Side, he agreed to make the Motion. 
However, he does intend to vote against it again. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the Motion to Re-Consider, which needs a 
majority vote. APPROVED with 23 Yes, 6 No, and 5 Abstentions. 

MR. ESPOSITO MOVED for the approval of $237,100 for the Teachers' Bonus, 
contingent upon Board of Finance approval. Seconded. 

MR. FASANELLI MOVED the Question. Seconded. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY by voice 
vote. 

THE PRESIDENT said there were 35 members present. After Mr. Esposito said 
Mr. Hogan had left, then the President said we have 34 present, and 23 votes 
are required for passage. She asked the members to vote. APPROVED with 
23 Yes votes, 6 No votes, and 5 Abstentions. Item #11 for $237,100 for the 
Teachers' Bonus has been approved. (For previous discussion, see . Pgs. 23-25 
of these Minutes) 

THE PRESIDENT said they would now return to the business of the LEGISLATIVE 
AND RULES COMMITTEE, and consideration of Item #3 is next. 

MR. CONTI said the new text would be amending Section 8-18(a) "There shall be 
nine (9) annual City-wide pick-ups of household and yard debris each year." 

MR. CONTI said Section 8-18 ~ reads "There shall be an annual City-wide 
pick-up of household and yard debris, which pick-up shall be in the Spring 
of each year. (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. 
(c) There shall be adequate public notice in advance of such pick-ups." 

MR. CONTI said the L&R Committee voted 4-1 to pass this and he so Moves. 
Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT asked if they made amendments to the ordinance as it was pre­
sented to the Board. 
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29. MINUTES OF WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1981, REGULAR BOARD MEETING 29. 

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. CONTI said this is a new text that has been presented from the L&R Committee. 

THE PRESIDENT said in order to pass this, they must have the entire text of that 
Section included as part of the ordinance, and as she reads the copy just given 
to her by Mrs. McInerney, she finds that it is not so. 

MR. CONTI said they substit~dSection 8-18, and are deleting the (a), (b), and 
(c), and putting in the amending Section. 

THE PRESIDENT said so that Section 8-18 will only be "There shall be, et cetera". 
And that Section 8-18 will be deleted. 

MR. CONTI said that was correct. 

MRS. CONTI asked if the Committee considered how payment was going to made for 
these nine pick-ups a year since we voted against one pick-up in the annual 
budget. How are we going to pay for nine? 

MR. CONTI said this was not discussed. 

MRS. McINERNEY said, if her memory serves her correctly, and she would yield to 
Mr. Fauteux, she thought he had asked that a cost factor accompany this item 
this month. 

MR. FAUTEUX said yes, he did ask for that specifically, and they wanted to put 
a price tag on this to see how much it is going to cost. 

MR. WIDER said in view of the fact that this seems to be incomplete and no cost 
analysis has been provided, he MOVES this be RETURNED TO COMMITTEE. Seconded. 

MRS. CONTI said she would like to reiterate Mr. Fauteux's previous request that 
when it returns to committee, that a cost factor be secured and brought back to 
the Board members. 

THE PRESIDENT said the Motion is to Re-commit to Committee with instructions 
for a cost factor. She called for a vote. APPROVED with 27 Yes and 7 Absten­
tions. The item is RETURNED TO COMMITTEE. 

(4) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL REQUESTING TAX EXEMPTION 
FOR PROPERTY SITUATED AT 690 PACIFIC STREET AND OWNED BY THE CHURCH OF GOD 
OF STAMFORD. Submitted by Atty. Edward J. Zamm 7/23/81. 

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA. 

Committee 6/22/81. Approved for publication 8/3/81. 

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA. 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

(6) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL CONCERNING A TAX 
CREDIT FOR REFUSE COLLECTION TO OWNERS OF RESIDENTIAL UNITS IN 
MULTIPLE UNIT RESIDENTIAL COMPLEXES. Previous ordinance re-submit­
ted by Rep. D. Blum 8/12/81. 

MR. CONTI said Mr. Spaulding was present and they discussed it, but they 
did not have the complete text. In fact, on the members' desks tonight, 
there is something from Mr. Spaulding, but the vote was 5-0 to HOLD IN 
COMMITTEE and he so Moved. 

HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

(7) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL RE: NOISE POLLUTION 
IN THE CITY OF STAMFORD. Submitted by Rep. Sandra Goldstein as per 
petition received in Board Office 7/22/81. 

HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

(8) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL REGARDING CITY'S 
OBLIGATION TO COLLECT GARBAGE AND REFUSE IN GARBAGE COLLECTION DISTRICTS 
AND AREAS SERVICED BY CITY SEWERS. Submitted by Rep. John J. Boccuzzi 
8/19/81. 

HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

(9) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL REGARDING FREE USE OF 
ANY MUNICIPAL FACILITIES BY ANY MEMBERS OF BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, OR 
ELECTED OFFICIALS. Submitted by Rep. Barbara McInerney 8/19/81. 

MR. CONTI said this was ~ with the idea of referring it to Corporation 
Counsel by a vote of 7-0. 

MRS.HAWE Moved to take this out of committee. Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on Motion to Take Out of Committee. 
APPROVED with 2 in opposition. L&R Item 1/9 will now be considered .• 

.. 

30. 

MRS. McINERNEY said that the conversation that went on earlier in the night was 
quite clear as to the reasons for requiring this ordinance to be passed. She 
wishes to offer amendments. The ordinance should read: "There shall be no free 
use of any municipal recreational facility ('recreational' being the new word) 
by any appointed Board, Authority, or Commission member, any elected official, 
or City employee of the City of Stamford where a user fee is charged." Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the Motion to insert the word 'recreational'. 
APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY by voice vote. 

MRS. McINERNEY said her second motion to amend was inserting the word, after 
appointed Board., 'authority' is the new word. Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the Motion to insert the word 'authority' 
after appointed Board. APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY by voice vote. 
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31. MINUTES OF WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1981, REGULAR BOARD MEETING 

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

MRS. McINERNEY said her third amendment is after any elected official, 
'or City employee'. Or City Employee is the amendment. Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the Motion to insert the words 'or City 
employee' after elected official. APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY by voice vote. 

31. 

MR. LOOMIS said that Mrs. McInerney knows, as a former member of the L&R Com­
mittee, as a matter of course that these proposed .ordinances are committed to 
the Law Department to get their O.K. and review to make sure that they conform 
to what we already have on the books. It appears to Mr. Loomis now that this 
is not going to be done, or at least from what Mr. Conti said, they are in the 
process of doing this. His question is why isL~hat we are neglecting to do 
this, and why are we being stampeded in a hurry to pass this at this moment. 
Thirty days would be a period of time in which they could review it, and then 
brought before this Body for action. In the past we have done these things 
and found out we have had to revise or change them because they might not have 
conformed to other ordinances. 

MR. CONTI said, as he stated before, they voted 7-0 to HOLD IN COMMITTEE and 
refer to Corporation Counsel. 

MRS. McINERNEY said to Mr. Loomis that in the past, not all ordinances have 
gone to Corporation Counsel; and certainly if publication is approved this 
evening, the ordinance could automatically go tomorrow morning to Corporation 
Counsel and there probably would be a public hearing on it as well. 

MS. SUMMERVILLE asked what happens if a person violates this ordinance, as 
nothing is stipulated in the proposed ordinance of the repercussions that 
the person might be subject to if he should happen to violate the ordinance. 

MRS. McINERNEY said the Charter clearly states that if you are derelict of 
duties, you can be removed from office; and every ordinance in the City has 
got a fine of $100 attached to it. 

MR. WIEDERLIGHT said the L&R Committee gave this ordinance some thought. They 
did not just pass it by with a 7-0 vote. They felt it would be prudent to pass 
it on to the Corporation Counsel's Office to see if there were any other 
ordinances on the books which could be used for the purpose that this was 
being proposed, or if it would be in conflict with any other ordinances. Now, 
apparently, the L&R Committee is being pushed aside and this is being brought 
out of committee. 7-0 was certainly an unanimous vote and he feels the floor 
should respect the vote of the L&R Committee. They certainly did not lag on 
this. They acted with alacrity on it. "Fools rush in where wise men fear to 
tread." We should wait and get Corporation Counsel's ruling before we move on 
this. 

MRS.PERILLO said she, too, feels that Corporation Counsel should go over this 
first. There is no fine attached to this ordinance that Mrs. McInerney wants a 
voteO~onight. Who is going to be the watchdog to see that all these people are 
following the law. We have many ordinances that are not enforced. Let's not put 
another one on unless it is going watched closely and something get done about it 
when it is being violated. 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

32. 

MR. DONAHUE said we are going too fast on this issue. It should be looked at 
by Corporation Counsel first, as the L&R Committee voted 7-0 to do. There is 
no penalty here. It can be considered dereliction of office. What about if 
it is an employee? It should be looked at carefully before we even get to the 
point of publication. There is no enforcement agency for chis ordinance. You 
could be opening the door for a lot of unattractive actions by different me~ 
bers of different places that you might not want to deal with in this manner. 
There may be other ways to handle this in a better way. 

MR. FASANELLI asked if this ordinance might not be duplicated by an existing 
ordinance or ordinances on the books. 

MRS. McINERNEY said this was not the case, and if there were anything on the 
books that would have served the purpose, there would have been no merit to 
passing anything to control the free use of facilities now. 

MR. FAUTEUX said what we are seeing here now is the difference between a sense 
of urgency that certain members see, and the differing opinion from the L&R 
Committee. It will only be resolvedby a final vote on whether it should go 
for publication. His personal feelings are in the sense of urgency. We have 
seen where we have had a number of appointments come up tonight where this 
particular item became a very critical, very pivotal matter. The sooner we 
address this, and hopefully there will be coincident consideration of this 
ordinance and advice from Corporation Counsel as to any possible conflicts 

c 

that may arise, at the same time we go forward with publication. It should <= 
be addressed immediat~ly and it does have a sense of urgency. Let us publish. 

MR. BLUM stands against bringing it out of committee. If we are just talking 
of the Golf Authority and the Golf Commission, this particular ordinance can 
be broader. Many previous Boards took up the question of freebies at the golf 
courses. This ordinance can go beyond the golf question. It can affect the 
Sterling Theatre where, at certain time, government officials are sent free 
tickets for rehearsals or opening nights. oi a ticket to go to the Museum, 
are we entitled to them? People pay to see the plays at Sterling Farm Theatre. 
Why are we any better, or should we be any better than those authorities? 
If we are a VAC organization, and in a sense we are a voluntary action group,. 
We come here and we are supposed to volunteer our services. And, really, for 
the time we are here, and it is now a quarter to midnight, aren't we entitled 
to anything? Aren't we entitled to maybe a free ticket see ••• (there were some 
people calling out "No!") ••• No? Then maybe we should pass this, so that we 
can't even see a 'free show at Sterling Farms. 

THE PRESIDENT said she assumes that is why this is on the Agenda. 

MRS. GUROIAN said she is going to vote for publication. However, she is going 
to voice on the floor the objections she voiced in caucus. First, since this 
largely fringes on an ethical matter, she does not see why it is not being 
proposed to include it in the Code of Ethics, where it could be better monitored 
and there are specific things which can be done if the resolution is violated. 
She agrees with Mrs. Perillo as to who is going to monitor and what are they 
going to do with it when they find out about it. Who is going to enforce it? <: 
If it were in the Code of Ethics, it would better be enforced. Mrs. Guroian 
was against the Code of Ethics, part of the reason being things like this. 
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33. MINUTES OF WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1981, REGULAR BOARD MEETING 

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

33. 

MRS. GUROIAN went on to say that now we find the Code of Ethics not sufficient 
to cover this kind of a matter, so instead of including it in the Code of 
Ethics we passed, we are now going to make a separate ordinance out of it. 
She will vote for it because she believes in it somewhat in principle, but she 
said if it does go back to committee, the L&R Committee should entertain the 
feasibility of including it in the Code of Ethics rather than as an ordinance. 

MRS. SANTY MOVED the Question. Seconded. Carried with one or two No votes. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the ordinance as amended, for publication. 
APPROVED with 22 Yes votes and 11 No votes. 

MR. CONTI MOVED the approval of the Consent Agenda items #4 and #5. Seconded. 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY by voice vote. 

PERSONNEL COMMITEE - 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. 
Report made 8/3/81. 

MR. BLUM said Personnel has no report. 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE - Chairman Donald Donahue 

MR. DONAHUE said the Planning and Zoning Committee met on Sept. 1st and 
again on Sept. 3rd. Item #4 is placed on the CONSENT AGENDA. #1 is being 
Held in Committee. 

(1) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL TO CONTROL AND 
REGULATE EXCAVATION, FILLING AND GRADING. Submitted by Rep. B. 
McInerney 6/16/81. Held in Committee 7/6/81 and 8/3/81. 

HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

(2) REFERRAL OF PLANNING BOARD'S ACTION DENYING AN AMENDMENT TO MASTER 
PLAN APPLICATION MP-249, MICHAEL AND ELIZABETH ZEZIMA, TO AMEND THE 
MASTER PLAN FROM "RESIDENTIAL, SINGLE FAMILY PLOTS LESS THAN ONE ACRE" 
m 'COMMERCIAL, NEIGHBORHOOD OR LOCAL BUSINESS" PROPERTY ON THE EAST 
SIDE OF HIGH RIDGE ROAD, NORTH OF VINE ROAD. (Transcript not yet 
received. ) 

MR. DONAHUE said the Committee met on Sept. 1st and on Sept. 3rd, with Reps. 
Fasanelli, Wider, Guroian and Donahue in attendance. He wished to state for 
the record that the Committee did not in any way consider the suggestion that 
the applicant would place certain deed restrictions on the property in ques­
tion. They, instead, considered the merits of the requested change alone. 
The property in question is located near the intersection of High Ridge Road 
and Vine Road, and is adjacent to Turn-of-River Hardware, which is owned by 
the applicants, Michael and Elizabeth Zezima. The applicants seek to provide 
49 parking spaces in close proximity to their store, and basically that is the 
reason for bringing their application. While the Committee is aware, if this 
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. DONAHUE (continuing) •••• change is allowed, there is the potential for future 
commercial development of this property. The Committee agrees that any possible 
development would not severely impact the area in question. If a parcel were to 
be assembled under current zoning for the site, that is the C-N or Commercial 
Neighborhood Zone, there would be a two-story height restriction with a maximum 
of 50% coverage of the property. Parking requirements may dictate that any build­
ing would have to be built on stilts to allow ground-level parking. With this in 
mind, and the knowledge that the site is not appropriate for housing, and that 
there was no area opposition and that the applicant must still apply to the Zon­
ing Board for a change in zone, it is the recommendation of this committee, by a 
vote of 4 in favor, and none opposed, that the decision of the Planning Board be 
over-turned. 

MR. DONAHUE will read the Motion into the record in a positive form and add that 
the Planning and Zoning Committee is recommending approval in light of the denial 
already ruled upon by the Planning Board: 

"I, therefore, MOVE to amend the Master Plan, to change the Master 
Plan Category designated 'Residential, Single-Family Plots Less Than 
One Acre' to the Master Plan Category 'Commercial-Neighborhood, or 
Local Business' for the property described in Application MP-249 and 
owned by Michael and Elizabeth Zezima." 

Seconded by Rep. Lathon Wider. 

MRS. HAWE asked Mr. Donahue to briefly 
denying this application. 

outline the Planning Board's reasons for 

MR. DONAHUE said basically in reading the material submitted by the Planning Board, 
there appeared to be a great amount of support for the approval of this application. 
However, they got themselves into a box. They wound up negotiating a deed restric­
tion on the property. That deed restriction, while it may have been suggested in 
good faith and negotiated in good faith, was the subject of an opinion by Corpora­
tion Counsel which said the Planning Board cannot enter into negotiations for a 
deed restriction; that is called "contract zoning". Based on Corporation Counsel's 
opinion, they decided to deny this application. 

MRS. SAXE asked what the deed restriction was all about. 

MR. DONAHUE replied that the Planning Board asked for a permanent deed restriction; 
and in the records that this Board received, it was first suggested that a ten-year 
restriction be placed on that property. They finally negotiated a lS-year restric­
tion. However, the reason that Mr. Donahue stated for the record that the Planning 
and Zoning Committee has considered this application based on its merits alone and 
in light of future development possibilities of that, we should not be considering 
the deed restriction. A deed restriction can be placed on a piece of property today 
by a property owner and removed tomorrow. When you vote on this, you should know 
that it could, in fact, be developed at a future date in a different way than we are 
looking at it today, but we still recommend, based on that, to over-turn the decision 

c 
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of the Planning Board. <: 
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued) 

MRS. HAIHOCK said in keeping with Mr. Donahue's comments, she wishes to advise 
the Board of a letter received from Mr. Ford, the Director of Traffic and Park­
ing, dated Feb. 9, 1~8l. Mr. Ford states "the construction of a large, major 
traffic generator at this specific location would not be desirable." 

MR. DONAHUE said there is no application to construct "a major traffic generator" 
at this site at this point. As he stated, this must also go to the Zoning 
Board for their approval. Also, in the future, if any kind of development is 
placed there, including the driveway that must come out into the state highway, 
the State Traffic Department would review it. The Committee felt that there 
are sufficient safeguards in that alone. He would also state that part of the 
problem for a tremendous amount of congestion in that area is the traffic that 
is looking for a parking space to be able to shop at the Turn-of-River Hardware. 

MR. DeLUCA said he attended the hearing at which Atty. Zezima made his presenta­
tion on behalf of this application. The applicant has 'submitted a deed restric­
tion that is already in the land records whereby the land would be restricted 
for 15 years, and also that once the parking lot is completed, the City at 
their discretion, can remove the deed restriction from the land records and 
convert this land right back to residential zoning and the applicant would not 
object if they did so. Based on this firm commitment by the applicant, and 
the fact that all the applicant wants and needs is a parking lot, that once 
they had their parking lot, they would have no objections to the City reverting 
the property back to residential zoning. We should follow the recommendation 
of the Planning and Zoning Committee. 

MR. ROOS said in this particular situation, he thinks that a parking lot in the 
back would relieve a dangerous situation that exists there now traffic-wise. 
When you try to enter or leave Turn-of-River Hardware, it is rather a dangerous 
maneuver. It borders right on the main road. When you back out, you are im­
mediately on the main road. It is a rather dangerous situation now, getting in 
and out there, especially if there are other cars coming in or out. The parking 
lot would actually relieve - the traffic situation there . 

MR. FLOUNDERS MOVED the Question. Seconded. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY by voice vote. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on Item #2 of the Planning and Zoning Committee. 
A Yes vote over-turns the Planning Board's decision. A No vote confirms it. 
APPROVED with 26 Yes votes, 6 No votes, 1 Abstention (7 members absent). The 
Planning Board's decision has been oyer-ruled. 

(3) AREQUEST FOR ACCEPTANCE OF SCOTT PLACE AS ACCEPTED CITY STREET AS OUTLINED 
IN CHAPTER 64 OF THE CHARTER. : Petition submitted 8/7/81. 

MR. DONAHU~ said the Committee approved this with 3 in favor and none opposed. 
The reason it was not on the Consent Agenda was because the wording on the 
Agenda was improper. It should read "A Resolution to begin Chapter 64 proceed­
ings to accept Scott Place as a City Street". It is merely the first step in a 
number of steps that have to be taken to accept Scott Place, and he so MOVES . 
Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on P&Z Item 113. APPROVED BY UNANIMOUS 
VOTE. 
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued) 

(4) ACCEPTANCE OF GENERAL WATERBURY LANE AS A CITY STREET - submitted by City 
Engineer William Sabia 7/28/81, Letter of Certification. 

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA. 

MR. DONAHUE Moved for the Approval of the Consent Agenda. Seconded. Carried 
Unanimously. 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE - Alfred Perillo and Everett Pollard, Co-Chairmen 

36. 

(1) THE MATTER OF DISCONTINUANCE- OF CITY GARBAGE COLLECTION SERVICE TO COM­
MERCIAL PROPERTIES IN STAMFORD. Requested by Rep. Mary Lou Rinaldi 7/8/8l. 
Held in Committee 8/3/81. 

MR. POLLARD said there is no report as they have been unable to schedule a meet­
ing with the Commissioner. 

HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE -- Chairwoman Jeanne-Lois Santy 

(1) FOR FINAL ADOPTION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL ADOPTING REGULATIONS 
RESTRICTING USE OF WATER DURING WATER SHORTAGE. Submitted by Mayor Louis 

c 

A. Clapes. Held in Committee since January, 1981. Held in Committee 7/6/81 
and 8/3/81. c: 

MRS. SANTY said her Committee met on September 1st with all members present. Mr. 
Joyce was forced to leave early because of a previous commitment. After 7 meetings 
and 2 public hearings, the Committee voted 4 in favor and one opposed to approve 
the ordinance which they feel represents the best interests of the public during 
an emergency water shortage. This ordinance will be sent to you within the next two 
weeks. It is in Corporation Counsel's hands now to verify the legal language. 

MRS. SANTY said it is being, therefore, HELD IN COMMITTEE and will be acted on in 
October. 

(2) COMPLAINT REGARDING IMPROPER DUMP ON FAHEY STREET. 
Everett Pollard 6/11/81. Held 6/22 and 7/20/81. 

Submitted by Rep. 

MRS. SANTY said this item was resolved by Rep. Pollard before the Committee meeting. 

MRS. SANTY said the third thing which is not on the Agenda, but to which she wanted 
to bring the Board's attention which is still in Committee, there is a report of the 
Health & Protection Committee regarding PARK MANOR. You will find that on your desk 
tonight. It is not a resolution. It is a statement, and it finalizes that situation 
in the Committee. 

MS. SUMMERVILLE asked if the Park Manor Report could be spread over the Minutes of 
the Board. 

MRS. SANTY said everyone on the Board has a copy. 

THE PRESIDENT said it was not on the Agenda. 

MRS. SANTY MOVED to take it out of Committee. Seconded. CARRIED. 

( 
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~ HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE (continued) 
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MRS. SANTY MOVED that this Report be a part of the Minutes of this Board. Seconded. 
CARRIED. 

"REPORT OF HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE RE: PARK MANOR 

"The Health and Protection Committee of the 16th Board of Representatives 
held at least seven hearings this past year for the purpose of investigat­
ing the damage done to the reputation of Park Manor. The accusations made 
by various City officials and City employees, we found, were based on hear­
say and deliberate distortions of the facts. Many Stamford citizens came 
forward with testimonials at the hearings and presented evidence that dis­
puted the accusations. 

"After reviewing all that transpired between Park Manor and the City, our 
findings showed that all accusations made were unfounded. We came to this 
conclusion after seriously and thoroughly examining all the correspondence 
and listening to both sides at the seven hearings. 

"The public should be well aware that for years the Fitzpatricks have 
unselfishly given of themselves beyond the call of duty in an effort to 
provide a solution for the benefit of senior citizens and the taxpayers of 
Stamford. It is our desire that Park Manor will shortly enjoy the excellent 
reputation that rightly belongs to it. 

"Therefore, in order to help restore Park Manor's good name and excellent 
rep~tation, we are publishing this statement and making it a part of the 
public record." 

--------------
PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE - Chairman Robert "Gabe" DeLuca 

MR. DeLUCA said his Committee met on Monday evening, August 
ance were COmmittee members Perillo, Pollard, and Rinaldi. 
the Consent Agenda. 

31st, and in attend­
Item HI was placed on 

(1) REQUEST TO HANG BANNER ON SUMMER STREET FROM THE GREEK ORTHODOX CHURCH OF 
THE ARCHANGELS to adverti~e their annual Greek Festival on Oct. 16, 17, and 
18, 1981. Submitted by Fr. Georg~ Poulos, 3rd & Bedford Sts . 

APPROVED ON THE CONSENT AGENDA. 

(2) SENSE-OF-THE-BOARD RESOLUTION CONCERNING VETERANS' PARK - SAKS 'FIFTH AVENUE. 
Submitted by Robert "Gabe" DeLuca, Chairman, Parks & Recreation Committee. 

MR. DeLUCA said they voted 4 in favor, none opposed, and he so MOVES. Seconded. 

MS. SUMMERVILLE said she has no problems with the concept ~ the resolution, but 
she thinks it is something that should be digested and giv~fhe Urban Renewal 
Committee to also vote on this particular item because it does involve them. 
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued) 

38. 

MR. DeLuca said that Urban Renewal has been meeting on this, and so has the 
Planning Board. He thinks that by passing this Resolution, it will show the 
Parks Commission our support for their feelings. This is a park created 
for our veterans. It is a landmark. We have already paid for this park once. 
Therefore, we are going on record as supporting Mr. Sheck and his Parks Commis­
sion ~embers on their stand that the City will not contribute one penny to 
this, and that the Park should remain; and if it is going to be disturbed, it 
goes right back to its original concept. 

MRS. GOROIAN said she approves of the broad concept that is proposed in this 
Resolution. She has one hang-up about it. She has before her a statement 
from the Parks Commission stating "The Parks Commission does not support the 
re-designing and reconstruction of Veterans' Park" and:lt goes on "make it a 
front yard for an F. D. Rich Office Tower and Saks Department Store". The 
Commission thinks that the proposed changes will detract from the Park as an 
open space and a veterans' memorial. She rather agrees with them in that this 
particular re-design takes too much away from the Park. She and the Parks 
Commission are in agreement with "We recognize that the Planning Board has a 
legitimate concern for linkage between the Town Center Mall andAtlantic Street". 
She has a little difficulty with that part of the proposed Sense-of-the-Board 
Resolution which says "The 16th Board of Representatives endorses the plan 
recommended by the Planning Board, whereby the linking of the Old Town Hall to 
the new will become a reality". In view of the Parks Commission's statement on 
this particular part, she could not support that second statement. It should be 
either left out, or softened so as not to say that we endorse this particular 
plan. Perhaps a better plan can be devised whereby less of the park will be 
taken away. After all, that Veterans' Park was constructed not only with City 
funds. That was constructed with public funds as well, and after constructing it 
with public contributions to it, are we now going to tear down part of what they 
paid for. There is something a little bit wrong about that, too. Unless Mr. 
DeLuca can find some way to change that second WHEREAS, if it can be done, she 
would be in full support of the rest of the Resolution. 

MR. DeLUCA MOVED that the second paragraph be deleted, as suggested. Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on Mr. DeLuca's amendment. CARRIED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 

MR. DeLUCA MOVED for approval of the Resolution as amended. Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on Mr. DeLuca's Motion. Abstaining were 
Reps. Summerville, Wider, Rinaldi, Fasanelli, Blais, and Alfred and Mildred 
Perillo. The rest of the members voted YES. MOTION APPROVED. 

(3) REQUEST FOR APPROVAL AND WAIVER OF INSURANCE FEE FOR ROAD RACE SPONSORED 
BY THE HISPANIC ADVOCACY PROGRAM (COMPONENT OF- CTE). Letter from Carmen 
I. Rivera, Director. Submitted by Rep. Lathon Wider, Sr. 8/19/81. 

MR. DeLUCA said the date has been changed from Sept. 20th to Sept. 27th. The 
Committee voted 4 in favor, none opposed, for the date of Sept. 27th for the 
road race. However, they denied approval of the waiver of insurance fee for 
the road race because they checked with Corporation Counsel, and everyone 
received a copy of his recommendations tonight. We do not wish to set a pre-

cedent for all organizations by waiving any insurance fees. 

( 

c 

c 
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. DeLUCA went on to say that the next day he telephoned Carmen Rivera of 
the Hispanic Program and recommended that she call Bruno Giordano and sug­
gest that he co-sponsor the event with her, and he has agreed to do this. 
Mr. DeLuca then spoke to Mr. Canino, and because the Board of Recreation are 
co-sponsoring the road race, the insurance coverage will be by the Board of 
Recreation's insurance policy. He Moves that the date for this event be 
approved. Seconded by Mr. Wider. 

THE PRESIDENrcalled for a voice vote on this item as Moved by Mr. Deluca 
for Sept. 27th. 

MR. LIVINGSTON said our records should reflect that Mr. DeLuca has done a 
fine job on this, and we all owe a debt of gratitude to him for this. He 
did a good job. 

THE PRESIDENT said many who second those sentiments. She called for a vote 
again. APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY. 

MR. DeLUCA said he would welcome anyone who wishes to come and campaign for 
votes in his district. 

MR. DeLUCA Moved for approval of Consent Agenda Item #1 Seconded. CARRIED. 

EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE - Chairman Robert Fauteux 

NO REPORT. 

SEWER COMMITTEE - Chaurman Michael Wiederlight 

(1) INQUIRY AND REPORT ON THE FLOOD CONDITIONS IN THE GLENBROOK ROAD -
CRESCENT STREET AREA. Long-existing problem with improper drainage. 
Requested by Rep. David Blum 7/14/81. Held in Committee 8/3/81. 

MR. WIEDERLIGHT said the Sewer Committee met last Thursday evening. All 
members of the Committee were present and accounted for. On Item #1 of the 
Agenda, they had Mr. John Canavan of Public Works Dept. come down to chat 
and explain that this is a storm drain problem and not a sanitary sewer one. 
He was very kind and generous with the time he spent with the Committee in 
explaining this. Mr. Wiederlight refers this to the Steering Committee to 
be placed in Public Works Committee for their scrutiny. 

(2) FOLLOW-UP ON EASEMENTS FOR l7-A SEWER DISTRICT. Submi.tted by Rep. 
Michael Wiederlight 7/17/81. Held in Committee 8/3/81. 

MR. WIEDERLIGHT said they had approximately 40 citizens come to participate 
in the discussion on Item #2. ' Corporation Counsel Cookney reported that he 
has secured all of the easements except for six. Six landowners' properties 
will have to be , condemned. There are condemnation resolutions on the desks 
tonight. Unfort,unatcly, they cannot be acted upon inasmuch as they are now 
in the hands of the Sewer Commission who are meeting tomorrow night. They 
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must act first by having a public hearing to show cause for condemnation. Then 
if they act, this Board will be prepared to act one month from 'now. This will be 
kept on the agenda to keep all concerned informed as to what is going on in this 
sewer project. Item #2 being HELD IN COMMITTEE. 
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PUBLIC HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE - Chairmen Lathon Wider and 
John Roos. 

(1) PROPOSED RESOLUTION RE: PERSONNEL POLICY FOR COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
OFFICE - submitted by Rep. Lathon Wider 8/14/81. 

40. 

MR. WIDER said they scheduled a meeting for Sept. 2nd. On Sept. 1st he received 
a call from the Mayor's Office stating that he had had a positive meeting with 
Mr. Bernstein and Mrs. Mitchell and asked Mr. Wider to take no action on the 
resolution until he had had a chance to do an evaluation. 

BEING HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE - Chairman Richard Fasanelli 

NO REPORT. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Audrey Maihock 

(1) RESOLUTION TO SUPPORT CONTINUATION OF CITY OF STAMFORD IN COASTAL 
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM. Submitted by Mark Lubbers, Director, EPB, 8/19/81. 

MRS. HAIHOCK said a meeting of the Committee was held on Thursday, Sept. 3rd. C 
Present were Mark Lubbers, John Zelinski, and Audrey Maihock. Mrs. Maihock 
and Mr. Zelinski voted to approve the resolution to enable the City to obtain 
funds for the Coastal Management Program. She wishes to add an amendment to 
this resolution, and it should go after the sentence now ending with "and to 
provide for coastal site reviews." The amendment has been considered by the 
Republican Caucus, and it is as follows: "It is not the intention of the 
Board of Representatives in approving the Resolution to approve or endorse 
the creation of a proposed new permanent Civil Service position titled 
Coastal Site Planner. It is the Board's wish that this position shall be 
filled on a contractual basis for the term of the grant." Moved~ arid Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the amendment Moved by Mrs. Maihock. 
APPROVED. 

THE PRESIDENT then called for a vote on the Resolution, as amended. CARRIED. 

CHARTER REVISION and ORDINANCE COMMITTEE - Co-Chairpersons Grace Guroian and 
John J. Hogan, Jr. 

(1) REPORT REGARDING ORDINANCE REVISIONS. 

MRS. GUROIAN said they are approximately half-way through review of the ' Code 
of Ordinances. They will continue to work on recommendations and will distribute 
final recommendations to all members prior to the next Steering Committee 
Meeting. The Committee will meet again on Tuesday, Sept. 15th, at 7:00 P.M. ~ 
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SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

HOUSE COMMITTEE - Chairwoman Doris Bowlby. 

NO REPORT. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE - Chairman Patrick Joyce 

NO REPORT. 

ON-SITE REFUSE CONVERSION STUDY COMMITTEE - Chairman Fiorenzio Corbo 

NO REPORT. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR 

NONE. 

RESOLUTIONS 

(1) SENSE-OF-THE-BOARD RESOLUTION OPPOSING CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER 
RATE INCREASES. Submitted by Rep. John Zelinski 8/19/81. 

MRS. McINERNEY MOVED that this be adopted. Seconded. 

41. 

MR. FAUTEUX said if Mr. Zelinski were here, he would like to ask him some 
questions about a certain section of the Resolution and the ultimate purpose 
of it, which is the second to the last paragraph. Since he is not here, Mr. 
Fauteux Moved to ~ til next meeting. Seconded. 

MR. BLUM said there are hearings going on before the FUCA, and holding until 
October meeting would negate our opposition to a rate increase. It should not 
be sent back to committee. If an amendment is needed, let it be discussed. 
and perhaps we can effect passage of a satisfactory resolution. 

MRS. MclNERNEY Moved to amend the 4th paragraph to read: "WHEREAS this large 
utility rate increase would, if approved, hurt the people living in the City 
of Stamford." Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the amendment, which effectively deletes 
the second sentence. APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the Resolution as amended. Seconded. 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY by voice vote. 

(2) SENSE-OF-THE BOARD RESOLUTION HONORING HARRY ROSENBAUM. Submitted by 
Rep. John Zelinski 8/19/81. 

MRS. McINERNEY MOVED to approve this Resolution. Seconded. CARRIED. 
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PETITIONS - None. 

ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES 

August 3, 1981 Regular Meeting -'Not Ready, 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS and INDIVIDUALS - None. 

OLD BUSINESS - None. 

NEW BUSINESS - None. 

ADJOURNMENT: 

There being no further busioesa to come before the Board, upon MOTION made, 
SECCMlED, and CARRIED, the Meeting was ADJOURNED at 12:22 A.M. 

,\PPROVED: 

, L 
~, ~£J 

;;; ~~~dr3 Golost in. Presiuent 
l6th Board of Representatives 
City of Stamford, Connecticut 

~lN:HS 

Encs. 

By ~)n. ~ ~ 
uH;:e:;"l'e=n...!vM'-. "'M=cE;;:v=o=y~, -Afdm=i;-ni-;-s-:t:"r-a-::t~i::v-e....,."':"'.,-:-AL 
(and Recording Secretary) 

Note: Above meeting was broad­
cast by Radio WSTC and 
WYRS in its entirety. 
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