
The re~ular meeting of the Board of R~rescntatives was held on January 7, 
1952 at Burdick Junior Jli gh School. The meeting was called to ord~r by Robert G. 
Shepherd, President. at 8: 15 P.H. 

Invocation was ~iven by Robert G. Sheoherd, President. ,-,.-----
Roll call was taken with 31 nresent and 9 "bsent. The absent members were 

Theodore fun <V!ue, Joseph : Ian~i,' Jrunes Hul,re,!d, Clifford Wat.;.rbury , Leon S~es, 
George Conn,yrs, Joseph Zdano~cz, Vi to Lo'!.l10 and John CoJ)k. 

Corrections submitted to minutes of December 3. 1951 are as follows: On Pa~e 
'1'1'1, 2nd para~raph, after seconded by Robert Lewis add "And Carried"; also (or 
equivalentl should he changed to "or equivalent" ch anging the parenthesis to 
quotation mar~s. 

On Page 'I'll, paragraph 5, insert #121 after word Resolution. ~ 
On Page '1'12, paragraph 9, first line chlUlge "this com!1lunication" to "his / 

communic i'\ tion ll
• 

On Page '1'12, Section 6. line 'I should read --- "the Cooperation Agreement he
tween the Ci ty and The Iiousi ng Autbod t~' of til ,. Ci t.l' of Star'lford wi th resoect to 
pro j ects involving Sta te aid, ,"d urpcd, ,' tc. ---" The next paragraph should read 
"-- the Cooperation Agreement Ilp t"l'£:n th ~ Ci tv of Stamford and the housing Author
itv of th~ City of StNnford with reSfl cct to f' roiects involvin~ State lIid, etc . " 
The next paragraph should rl'ild "- - th " COf)p l r .~t ion ,\greemen t bet.'een the Ci ty of 
Strunford and thl' Housing >lutho ri tv of th e Ci t.,I· of 8tmnford wi th respect to Feder
ally assisted proiects, e tc." 

John C"",eron I,IOVI::> , s~conded by W, lt er S. flv, that millllt r:S of December 3. 1951 
be approv~d ,1 S corrected. U~ .\NI~IOUSLY CARkl~D. 

John C,,",eron NOVI:D, s econded by Georp ~ LockloKlod, for Suspension of Rul~s 'Il1d 
requestl?d thilt items on the A~ ~nd,1 under ~7 Rt:.roRT~ OF OOiltlIITI:.~, S be heard first 
hereafter as these ar" the important matters to be acted upon and should come Ull 
in th" earlv Il art of the mee ting. ~ARRlr.:J. 

Ei~~al_Qa~~ill~~ 
II den Hroml ",v reltd the letter s,.bl'1i tted by Nr. Itorriss~y, Commissioner of 

Fin ,,"ce, on the hQQkke!'ning macbipf-s ilLtbe liel (lre Jell .1rtment and st.~ted oossible 
changes that could be made in thi' administration of thl? deoa rtmpnt. Babette 
Ransohoff r evo rted that t he :Ste"rin~ Commi 1. tee h'ld ~sked the Le"glle of liol'l",n Voters 
to forward th" "'\""'5 of thosl? firms "hich they stated would milke w('Hart· survey 
wi thout charg e . 

John C<IJ!lc ron ;'IOVl:il th , t the report b~ "cknowle,j~ed and "laced On file, 
seconded Ly Georg e Lock~ood and CARrtlI:J. 

k~gi~!~liY~_~_H~1~~_QQ~il1~~ 

o 

o 

t..--"'" E!;r§tQtLP11l~ - John C " m~r0n stated th t: coc11'1i t t,',' had no r e:comm cndat ion to mak ~ 
at t his ti'tte on the adoption of the resolution re~ardinp approv ;}l of Special Act 
'163 (~ubstitute for Housc: Hill No. 60QI and chanees th 0rein. H0wever, takine into 
consirlcr~ti n n comm':nts made ilt this meeting anr! th!' fl"blic he.lring, th" committee 
expects to have r ecommendations to sub"i t a t thl' Fl'brll'lry mec:ting. The Commi t t e<: 
ask"r! th .1t th e r esolution b,. rlr.ommi tte'd to thi s Com,"i tt.." for further study, t h,t 
th l! Bo ,lrd sch edule anothe r pub] ic hC"rlnQ or arrMg(' for Moth er l'1ethod of hr·.lring 0 
froc. individuals ilnd org"ni 1.otions who T(·qUCS tE· rl to be he.rrl. Also that copies of 
the proposed resolution and th ~ Commi tt,·" , 5 statement at th,' Iluhlic hearin~ be 
pla.ccd in the Fe r 2uson Lihr"ry Md the TII"n Cl,'rk's Office for examination by 
inte r~st 0d parti es. 



o 

\ 

o 
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.lA1jUDIlL:z .. _195~ 
Helen Bromley read the report of the Fisc.11 Commi ttee on the Pension Plan. 

The commi ttee stated that no information emanated from the Public He'lring to chan~e 
their opinion or convictions, but r~thcr had helped to solidify them. The Com- . 
mittPe aqrees with the Board of Finance ~nd other spokesmen of v'lrious organiza
tions th'lt final action should be deferred pending a thorou~h study by this 
Committee, The Board of Finance and The Department of Finance so th~t a complete 
analysis is made of all the problems and that all the facts 'lRd figures pertinent 
thereto be available. This is based not so much upon the problems which the Plan 
itself cr~ates but upon oroblems and contingencies which inevitably will arise in 
the future. The Commi ttee rejected the plea for hurried action advocated by ~Ir. 
Kuriansky, sookesman for the Nunicip'll hn!p10yee's Association. The Commi ttee 
disapproves of the twenty-five :oreu p1'lR re~ard1"ss of aKe, questions ma.iori ty 
of the Bo~rd of Trustees as members of Classified Service, questions whether 
Social Security was thoroughly exolored and why new employees 'lfter July I, 1952 
must be 65 years of age; also whn full-time service actually means. 

Helen Bromley read Mr. Horrissey's 1ettH on the Pension Plan which stated 
that in considering a pension plan, the .joll reclassification and s~l~ry increments 
must also be t~ken into consideration from a long r~"ge cost angle. He 'liso 
stated that he was not in agreement with the 25 y~ar r~tirmcnt plan and fdt that 
65 and 70 was the accepted retirement age fur this type of eJ1l!l10 .VI!1ent. 

RObert Shepherd turned the Ch.1ir ov"r to the Clr-rk, B"bette S. Ransohoff, and 
spoke against the plan. I-Having four out of 7 trustees from Chssified Service, 
2. Retirement after 25 years service. Hf' questioned wheth-:r th ere was any insur
mountable problP.ln in adopting Social Security ~nd providin~, Rt the same time, 
for any speci at cases which could not come under Soci ,,1 Securi t~. 

A question on the survivorship c1nus~ was raised by John Charleson. 

Geor~e Lockwood spoke tor a bufter period of from three to five years before 
'lllowing retirempnt and Patrick Scare11a spoke for the plan ns proposed. 

Nichae1 1I01.1han, Paul Plotkin and Babette Ransohoff requested further study 
of the plan by outside survey, particularly on an actuarial basis. 

Karl Young su~~ested two amendments: 1. That sC b~ deleted. 2. Gradual plan 
ot reti relllcnt from 2 to 5 years. 

Patrick Ito~ .. \n requested tholt 5C be de1et"d from the Plan. 

Steph~n Keltl' spoke against further delay. 

i1ichae1 Holahan NOI'W, seconded by Patrick Hogan, that the so-called Stamford 
Plan he recom"litted to bOth the Le~is1ativ~ oX Rules Committee and the Fiscal Com
mi tt '!c; also that the BoRrd of finance be ask~d to secure professional cOllnse1 to 
make a surv~v of this plan and m,ke recomm'·nd~tions. 

Jr. Somma fIOV~O to amend the motion to .1 time 1imi t of July I, 1952, seconded 
by Karl Young. Amendment was defeRted hy , vote of 9 in fRvor, 16 opposed (6 not 
votingl. 

A rising vote was t.1ken all rlr. Holahan's \IOTIO~ ~nd CARRID. 

John C .. uneron NOV~D thH those h«ving fllrther coml'lcnts 011 the nlan should wri tc 
to the Bo,rd of Repr,"sf'ntativr.s or th~ Legisl.,tive.S: Rules Committee seconded and 
CAkRlh:J. 



L~fi~laliy~_"_BY1~~_~ille~ 

CXXlPE.RATION AGRHm~T 

John Cameron read the Committee's r~port recommendin~ authorization on prop~r 
city officials to enter into proposed Cooperation Agreement between the City and 
the Ci t~· Housin~ Authority re pro.i~cts to be finllnced wi th assistance or ~uarantee 
of thE: Federal Public Housin~ Authority only if such Housing Authority agrees with 
the City that before r~guesting additional funds they will obtain fro~ the Board 
of Represent~tives approval of contemplatEd site, approval in detail ot any vari
ations in the Buildin~ Code 3S well as to how provision can be complied with re 
demolishin~ one substandard unit ot housing tor each new unit constructed. 

Hr. liard ot the/b~~~in~ Authori tv st.1ted every project ",ust hav .. the approval 
ot the Planning Board and Zoning Board; that v~ri~tions in the Buildin~ Code must 
be approved by the Board of rlepresent~tives; th~t this agreement is not to exceed 
~oo units; but hE: did Uul st~te how the cost of demolition ot property would be 
overcome. 

Robert Lewis ·,IQVr.J that the Commi ttee' s regu"st be followed, that the two 
agreements be signed "nd "xecutrd at one time, second~d by Jos,.ph Carlin and 
UNANIMOUSLY CARRIca. 

John C;\'lIeron NOVhlJ, spcond,.d by Ralph ,\au, ~nd CA!<HII:.:l that the following 
Resolution be adopt~d: 

lU:,OOLUTION W1~ - CIIY~ !lOUSING 8IITHQlHTY OF CITY OF STilHFORD 
Be IT Rl:SJLVcD that the ~'Ia _vor of the Ci tv of Stamford is hereby authorized to 

~nter into and execute the attached "Cooperation Agreement" with the liousin~ 
Authority of the City of Stamford for Federal aided low rent Housing Pro,;ect 
Number Conn. 7-2, the apolication for Which was aoproveo b~' this Board by 
Resolu tion W 109 on }Iuy 7, 1951. 

L~Ei~laliY~_~_BY1~~_CQ~ill~~ 
Urban Redevelopment Commission Resolution 

The Cnmmi t tee favored the approv"l of the $)7,050. reguestpd by the Urban 
ked"velopment Cnmmission to be sE:cnred from tile Federal Agency. The committee 
recommended that an ~ttempt he made to clarify the language to show that this 
action does not commit the Citv to carrying out either of the projects for which 
olans are to be llreDared. The Co'l1l'li tt~e also recommended that attention of the 
Urban Redevelooment Cn",mission be coll(,d to the obligation it assu"'es under i telll 
c (If the third para~raph of the f1rcamhl~ to the resolution and the necessiU' or 
clos. coooeration wi th the Planning Bo~rd to see that the commission meets this 
I)bli~ation. 

~UQ=CQmnill~t_Qi_lh~_~lallrrirr£_~_~nirrE_CQ~mill~C 
This committee also reco~mended adOPtion (If the Resolution for an additional 

sum of $)7,050. for th e Urb~n Redevdnnment Conmi ssinn. B~bette R~nsoho!f pro
posed Ii ch~nge of IoUrding in Section 2 a5 follows: "Section 2, fol1owin~ the 
words, '...-; 11 be fultill.~(l', nle~seadd 'in the "vent thl' Ci t.v enters into a con
tract for" cani till grant .'i th th .. Fed"ral Gov<:rnment'." Th~ Commi ttee reported 
that this chan~e of .nrding states elr,erly th,lt this fin~l ap"lic.1tion does not 
commit the City of Stamford to a local ~r~nt-in-"id that since Section 522 of the 
Charter places the OO"cr of Illanning Stamford's [uturt: in the hands nf the Plan
ning ro ,~rd and sincr. the work of the U,'ban i{edevelnom.cnt Cnmmission is lust a 
small oart of the whole: project, it .",uld be ~dv;sablc fnr thE: m('1l\brrs of the two 
Boards to "'eet more ffE'q'kntly to discuss their .olltu"l Ilroblcms. When thE- Urh,,. 

o 

o 

o 
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Redevelopment Commission was established by the Board of Representatives, the need 
for close cooperation between the two Boards was stated at that time as being 
essen t ial. 

Babette Ransohotf MOVED that the Resolution be adopted as read, seconded by 
Karl Young and Carried by a vote of 31 - 0-

RbSOLUTION #125 - URBAN R~~bVELOPMhNT ~~ISSION - _. -
WH~R~AS, it is necessary and in the public interest that The City of Stamford 

avail itself of the financial assistance provided by Title I of the Housing Act of 
19'19 to assist local slum clearance and urban redevelopment projects; and 

wH~AS, it is necessary that surveys be made and other activities be per
formed preparatory to undertakin~ such proj ects; and 

WH~~AS, it is re£ognized that Title I of the Housin~ Act of 19'19 requires 
that contracts for financial assistance thereunder impose certain obligations and 
responsibilities upon local public agencies availing themselves of such financial 
assistance, including among other things: III the approval of the redevelopment 
plan by the governing body of the locality in which the project is situated, with 
appropriate findings lal that financial aid by the Federal Government is necessary, 
Ibl that the redevelopment plans for the redevelopment areas in the locality will 
afford maximum opportuni ty, consistent wi th the sound needs of the locali ty as a 
whole, for the redevelopment of such areas by pd vate enterprise, and Icl that the 
redevelopment plan conforms to a general plan for the development of the locality 
as a whole; 121 the provision of local ~rants-in-aid; 131 the development of a 
feasible method for the relocation of families displaced from the project area; 
and I'll the several other local obligations and responsibilities that are imposed 
pursuant to Title I of the Housing Act of 19'19 in connection with the undertaking 
and carrying out of slum clearance and urban redevelopment projects; and 

WH~bAS, pursuant to Title I every contract for a Federal capital grant will 
require local grants-in-aid in connection with the project which, to~ether with 
the local ~rants-in-aid to be provided in connection with all other projects of 
the local public a~ency on which contracts for Federal capital grants have been 
made, will be at least equal to one-third of the ag~regate net project costs 
involved in such pro;ects; and 

WH~~AS, !"lch local grants-in-aid may be provided by a state, municipality or 
other public body, or by any other entity, and may consists of donations of cash, 
land, demolition or removal work, and streets, utilities or other site improvements, 
and the provision of parks, play~rounds, and other public buildings or facilities 
which III are primarily of direct benefit to the project and are necessary to 
serve or support the new uses of land in the project area or 121 are of direct and 
SUbstantial benefi t both to the project and to other areas in the communi t)'. 

NOW, TII~R~FORIl, Bf. IT RESOLVE~ by the Board of Representatives of the City 
of Stamford: 

Section 1. That the financial assistance provided by Ti tIe I of the Housing 
Act of 19'19 to assist local slum clearance and urban redevelopment projects is 
necessary; and 

Section 2. That it is fully co~nizant of the for~goin~ obligations and 
responsibilities that are imoosed under contracts for financial assistance pur
suant to Title I and it is the sense of this body that such obligations and re
sponsibilities can and will be fulfilled in the event the City enters into a con
tract for a capital grant with the Federal Government; and 

Section 3. That applications for approval to incur costs on behalf of the 
City of Stamford in the amount of $37,050. for surveys and pllns for the following 
areas: 



, 

Pro,i ect Arc' #7 - Ludlow Pm i ect 
Proj ect Area #4 - Hawthorne Pro,; ect 

in prenaration of projects to be assisted nndp.r Ti tIe I is hereby approved, a"d 
that the Chai~an of the Urban Redpvelopment Commission is hereby authorized and 
di rected to execute ,,"d to file such Application wi th the Housinp. and lIome Finance 
Administrator, and to provide such addi tional information and to furnish such 
documents as may be rf,q1lired by said Administrator, and to act 'is the authorized 
renresentlltivp of the Cit:; of StaJ"ford. 

Robert G. Sheoherd 

Represent"ti ves 
-L 7' ~ ... ~} ~/.r.. 

Helen Peatt read thp report of the Co',m; tI ce anrj requestpd that copips of th~ 
rerort be sent to the Planning Board and tho, BOllrd of Finllnce. Report covered 
",e"tin~s of 12/5/51 and 1/6/52 re recreational facilities in f>t .lJ1Iford incl1lding 
areas mentioned in Resolution #123 adopted 12/3/51. 

The Commi t tee is in ilc-:ord wi th the Capi till bud~r.ts pr<:sen ted by the Commis
sioner of Public liorks ,nd Board of :lecreation followinR a joint meeting wi th the 
Hayor. 

David Waterbury reoort ed th"t II s1lrv,,"y of thr. IJ;lOnset Hut Project re flood 
lind drai nage condi tions !lOlL!?!!!ld duri np' hew:; rni n storms. The c0111mi t tee believ~s 
that the collection of water in low snot5 around thl; h1lts c01lld he remedied by 
spreading ~ravel. 

Joseph Caputo NOVhJ, seconded by Steohen Kelly, that the report be sent to 
the Town Housin~ Authorit:; in chnr~e of this oro,iect askinr. that conditions be 
remedied. CARRIcD. 

H~allh_a_~IQ1~CliQ[_Commill~e 

]obe rt Lewis )IOVhil for S1Ispension of ilules for lin adOPtion of !lesolution re 
,n important Board administration matter, secono,'d bv ;·Iichael Holahan and CARRI!;';>. 

kl:.::i9lJi..TJ0ti #126 '\dministrll!lQn _ Ni.l t~.£rs 

Bl IT RlIffiLVI:.Ll h)' thl' Board of R.;or,'s'·ntati\,cs that when there ar~ emer~encv 
appropriations of over $2000. or othpr i",portMt administration mattPrs that th ey 
he re f~rr('d to the Fiscal Commi t tee as well .'S on,,' other interested CO'omi ttee (or 
thf' ref erred Committee and one oth,~r intere5! .,d Committee) and th~t their full 
reports be r 'endpred , t t hp "I!'ctin~ b',fore action is t .lken bv the Board of 
Reon'sen t at i VPs. . 

G(-or~f' Lock\.'Ood lOv\'il. secondpd hv Willhm K:Il'Iinski th:.t Hcsolntion h20 be 
adnpt ed. Ci\i{RIlJ. 

Robert Lel<i5, in tli e a;' sence: of ,John Cook, Chairman, rC-lId the Janu"ry report 
of the Committ"",, advi s ing t hH the re~uested r C1'lorts on th.,. tra ining pro~ram of 
thp Police iJepartmf' nt was not beinp' comnlipd with; also th"t the resuscit a tors .l nd 
ci t\· amhul ance as w('ll as new traffic li ghts ",' re not yd dehvered ~1lthou g h- iiioney 
had b c~ n IIpoTOpri a t ed mont hs ago. 

Wi 11 i eUq A -:mi p.sIt i : k)VL8 t &£ C - « .,., 
p---, eot( , JJ 1 ~ 

s('cond~d fl" Jolin GdJlolv:m, tha-t ;\ let~ bE sen l to 
....... c;;c;:.e. ~ ,L<.cG- . ",... ~ ..a.-
li ,t . t. .. -I. --- #lJk~' ........ ~ ~ .. ~~/~..t , if 

o 

o 
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~50 (~ ..;)1/ ..... ..) 

/o.~ I-~-·-.. -. . .. , . J .... " • •• , ~~Atfll.!R!;~_jJ.s~ ~~ '1';: ."C. 
tb.1i PYFChasiAg Agent wi (Ii copies to tile UaleF, ChH.f of Eo'iee and Pli e BevIl llllents 
and from; &&iSRet' af FinMce-aslcing why del1vertes-had- not- been-IIIade-.-CARRIlD. 

William Kaminski MOVED. seconded by Walter Seely, that a follow-up letter be 
sent to the Chief of Police and Board of Public Safety re orogress of trainin~ 
report which is supposed to be SUbmitted monthly. CARRllO. 

ff:uQnnf:L~i!'Uf: 

The Committee reoorts that they feel the present vacation schedu~as set up 
by the Personnel Department to be a fair one. The Commt1tee leels that Mr. Tur1 
is receiving fair treatment from the Personnel Commission. The Committee recom
mepds that since there are qualified persons willing to compete by examination 
for sewer inspector as a provisional position. that th~ Board of Representatives 
recom~ to the Mayor that the position be filled from a list of qualified 
applicants as submitted by the Personnel Commission. 

flanuiu2-aud_Zauiu£_Cammil!.~f: 

This report was read by William Murphv in the absence of Joseoh Zdanowicz, 
Chairman. The Committee recommended the accevtance of 1~00~eet _of_Newfle1d Drive 
running westerly from Nel<fi(:ld Avenue as a public highwaY, George Lockwood -
MOVeD, seconded by Catherine Cleary, that this highl<av be accepted. CARRIED. 

The Committee listed in its December 3rd report, which was deferred at the 
December meeting until January, the various streets still oendin~ ~cceptance 
because of requested necessary changes not yet complied with. It was decided to 
defer action of acceotance on any of these streets until April 1952. 

Hr. Murphy read the Board of Design reDort that the planning and design of 
the Police and Court Buildin~. has been completed. A professional delineator in 
New ~ity is preparing presentation drawin~s which will inclUde: 1. An 
elevated perspective site plan; 2. Building plans; 3. Supplementary perspectives 
of the bui1din~s. 

The Committee report~d that the Planning Board now requires a bond to be 
posted for the construction of all roads in a developmEOnt. '-

Geor~e Lockwood MOVED, seconded by Joseph Caputo, that the Committee's 
report be adopted. CARRIlJ . 

The Steering Commi ttee' s report was read by Robert Shepherd. 

Resolution submitted by Catherine Clpary re home drainag~ problems concerning 
installatior. of septic tanks. 

Joseph Carlin HOVIID, seconded by Babette Ransohoff, that Resolution g127 be 
adopted. UNANI~DUSLY CARRlf.D. 

ReSOLUTION W127 - Home Drainage and S,'ptic Tanks 
WHhRlAS, increasing complaints have be~n recpiv~d from home owners in various 

sections of the City where drainage necessary fnr the proo C' r functioning of septic 
tanks is hecoming less and less adequate due to the overcrnwding of unse"ered land 
not fit for ~nv addition~l homes "here such drainAge is of the utmost importance, 
therefore 

B~. IT RlSOLVW, that it is the s~nse of this meeting that a Committee of five 



'lSI 

be appointed by the chai r to thorou~hl ,v studv the sneci fications now in existence 
regarding septic tank installations. Also that this committee confer with the 
Planning Board, Heal rh Department, Buildi ng insnector and Ci ty E.ngineer 'to iointl)' 
make recommendations and report their findings back to this Board. 

Letter received from Warn.n C. Hyer. Secret3ry of the Sewer Commission, 
states that a series of meetings were held up to ,lull' 30. 1951 and at that time it 
was voted to adjourn meetings unti 1 eorly Sentem~er. Since then any attempts to 
hold a meeting have been futile, possibly because the Chairman is under extrc111e 
pressure for his time. The Chairman has now recommended that the Commission 
oroceed wi thout him and it m"etine has been scheduled tor the week of Janu'lry 
7. 1952. 

Stt'phen Kelly ~IOVED t.hat due to the inactivity of the Sewer Com'11ission that 
the 1-Iayor be requested th ,'t a nel< Sp.'er Commission be fOTmf'd. 

Patrick 1I0~an amended this ;'Iotion that the . iayor he requested to rpactivate 
the :;el<cr Commission by appointinQ a ne.· Chairnau. spconded l>v CHherine- Cleary, 
and CARR! ED. 

Let ter from th~ ll0,rd of Fi na"ce r'. the 1"'nsi01 P1M "','s rc·ad .nd it W,1S 

a~reed to r~fer si\l!1e to th .. Lcgis1.1tive ilnd [(ules CO'1lJ'li tt('~. 

Letter from the Tea Bureau. Incorror.1ted, "as r pad. John C"",eron : IOvt,;) , 
&econded by John Charleson, th ,H this be rr-ferrcd to Chief of Policp. John Hrennan. 
~iving hi'll full nowcr and ~uthori t\' to ~pnro\'<.: and di r ect route of n,rade . 
CARRI!:.;). 

Le ttf'r from Gov ,'roor Lod ~ e on the Thru",w ~ckno.'l ed~inp letter enclosin~ 
Resolution P121 p,lssed on ;)pct'mber 3. 1051. 

The Budget of the Board of rterres('ntatil'es for 195:l-1953 ... as read and all 
items aPTped upon ... Ill! the -exc~Dtion of Jani tors Service I~here the 1J1IOllnt "''\5 

increased from $200. to ~225. for cost of ice water for the meetin~s of the Board. 

Patrick $c~rella 
Ilfor identific~tion". 
favor and 23 onposed. 

~IOVlD. sccon-!ed hI' RObert Lewis. t~e ~ddition of $200. 
After considerable ctiscussi,' " a vote ... as taken ... i th 8 in 
~Iotion defeated. 

Babf' tte Ransohotf prono sed t ll rtt identification cards be 5Pcur~d from thp 
presen t budeet. 

Helen Bromlev ',OVW fo r adoption of budg et, seconded bv P~trick Hopan and 
CARR I 1:.0. 

B"d~et is as foll ows: S. lary I:.xrclltiv~ Spcretary 
Printinc 
Offici a l Noticf's 
Te l ~ rllo n{' 
S1)ooli oo: s 
Jani to rs Service 

52'160. 
500. 
200. 

so. 
200. 

__ 3~5.!. 
$4135. 

·For ,ctditional conir·s of II lI ildinp CO(1c' "nd Cod, of G~nc r.1 1 Ordin ances 
"hich are sold ,1n<1 '.on"y is r (' turn illo l" tn Gen"r ,11 I'ur<l. 

o 
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o 
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Patrick Ho~an slIbm; tted Resolution #12d r(,"rlin~ as (0110ws: 

RI;S()LUTIO~ NJ;!tl - P !l C P!l1lLIC II1:.ARING 

BI:. If lU,:SOLVJ:D thllt the Presid~nt be f-11Innwf>r,d tn apnoint a eom",itt"e of not 
less than threc' ",,,,,,hers to rf'l'res{'nt th~ B01l.rIJ of Repres~nt;nives, to present it s 
views, at the Public lippeals tle1r;n~ to he h .. ld hy the PuiJlic Utilir.ii's Com",ission 
re the er<'ction of a pO"'~r plant 0" Cov.:, Island, time and pbce not yet v~ri!;"d. 

Patrick Hoean ,lOVe;) accentance of this Resolution H120, second,d by Joseph 
C"Pllto, and UNANlfoIOUSLY C,\ilRI~1, 

;'l"etin~ was adjourned at 11:45 p,.!, 

~CSN·ct!ull)· slIh",; t t"d, 

Bobet tp S. Ransohoff 
Cl~rk 



REPORT OF THE FISCAL COMMITTEE 
BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES 

JANUARY 1, 1952 
The Fiscal Committee did not deem it wise to prepare a report on the 
Proposed Pension Plan until after the Public Hearing. However, we 
must confess, that no information emanated from the Publio Hearing 
to change our opinions or convictions. Rather they helped to solidify 
them. 

We agree with the Board of Finance and the spokesmen for the various 
other organizations that final action should be deferred pending a 
thorough study by your Fiscal Committee, the Board of Finance and the 
Department of Finance and until a complete analysis is made of all 
the problems and all the available facts and figures pertinent thereto. 
These, your Committee will endeavor to procure from the Personnel Com
miSSion and any other Department likely to be in posseSSion of such 
data. This is based, not so much upon the problems which the Plan it
self creates but upon problems and contingencies Which inevitably will 
arise in the future. 

We reject the plea for hurried action as advocated by Mr. Kuriansky, 
the spokesman for the Municipal Employee's Association. In addition 
to the refutation made by Mr. Gorman, the Chairman of the Board ~f 
F1nance, we cite paragraph D, Section 2, which clearly indicates that 
even if the Plan goes into effect as scheduled, the necessity for the 
annual appropriation by the City as outlined in Paragraph D, Section 
2, does not arise at least until June, 1953. 

While all citizens and taxpayers will want to know the apprOXimate 
cost of such a Plan, this alone should not be the determining factor. 
While the cost might be considered a barometer, a just and equitable 
PenSion Plan stripped of all inconsistencies, inequalities and appar
ent favoritism is of more controlling and paramount importance. 

We cannot under any circumstances approve of retirement after 25 years 
of service regardless of age until such a principle is at least gener
ally accepted in the Business, Commercial and Industrial life of these 
United States. Permitting any City employee to retire under such con
ditions without having made any monetary contribution to the Fund, 
would be ur.just, unfair and unsound. ~esides, as the yea~a roll on, 
it would ineVitably pave the way for all employees coming into that 
category, to demand the same privileges. 

In spite of the safeguards provided for in Section 3 we cannot undep
stand why legal fees should be charged against the PenSion Fund Since 
it is the duty of the Corporation Counsel to represent and defend all 
City Departments, Boards and Agencies. 

In view of Paragraph i, page 7, and in view of the statement made by 
the Director of the local Social Security Office, we wonder if the 
poasibilities of Social Security were thoroughly explored by the 
MuniCipal Employees Association, Mr. Kurianski's statement notwith
standing. In this connection, it would be advisable to have the bene
fit of expert advice as advocated by the Board of Finance. 

o 
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We have very serious doubts about the provisions of Section 3 which 
states that a majority of the Board of Trustees shall b,e members of 
the Classified Service. While we do think that a local Board of duly 
interested persons shall administer the non-financial aspects of the 
Plan, we think that a bank or insurance company should handle the 
financial part of the Plan such as investing the fund and making dis
bursements therefrom. If the financial aspects of the Plan were 
handled by people, whose business it is to handle such funds, political 
pressure on the fund would be eliminated and both the taxpayers and 
the employees' interests would be protected. 

The Legislative and Rules Committee in its statement released to the 
Press and read at the Public Hearing has given us to believe that new 
employees hired after July 1, 1952 will not be eligible for pension 
until they are 65 years of age. We are unable to discover in the 
Proposed Pension Plan any clause to warrant such an interpretation 
unless perhaps the word "attained" at the top of page 5 has a far 
different meaning from the word "reached" at the bottom of Page 4. 

Before we could recommend the adoption of this PenSion Plan we should 
have clearer definitions from the Legislative and Rules Committee as 
to what constitutes "full time service", i.e. whether it means con
tinuous service, whether part time work on a continuous scale such as 
was prevalent prior to 1938, whether intervals due to changes in Ad
ministration could be construed as full time service; whether "service " 
as used in paragraph A, B and C in section 5 has the same meaning as 
"continuous service" as used in paragraph D of the same Section; 
whether "children" as used throughout Section 6 has the same meaning 
as "dependents" as used in Section 6. To eliminate future headaches 
for the Corporation Counsel it should be determined now whether those 
who worked for the P.W.A. and the W.P.A. are to be considered for the 
purpose of this Pension Plan, as Town and City employees While so em
ployed. 

The Fiscal Committee wants it clearly understo'od that we favor a Pen
sion Plan for municipal employees not now covered by a Plan. However, 
in the best interests of both the taxpayers as a whole and the munici
pal employees concerned, we cannot recommend this Proposed Stamford 
Plan j.n its present form. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Patrick Hogan 
Michael J. Holahan 
Joseph Carlin 
John E. Charleson 
Helen J. Bromley 


