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The regular rneeting of the Board of Representat ives of the laty of 
Stamford was held on Tuesday, January 3, 1956, at the Walte!" R. Dolan 
Jr. High School Cafeteria, Toms Road, Glenbrook. The meetil'\ ~~ was 
called to order by the Fresident, Mr. George V. Connors, at >'15 P.M. 

INVOCATION was given by Rev. W. Lee Baxter, Pastor, Faith Te ' rnacle 
Baptist Church, 16 oreyro~k Place. 

R0LL CALL was taken by the ~lerk. There were 35 present and five 
absent . The absent members were: Irving Snyder, William Murpny, 
lie len Peatt, John DeForest and John Lilliendahl. 

ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES - Meetinr, of December 12, 1955. 

Mr. Kaminski called attention to page 1014 of the Minutes, 12th line 
from bottom, th, word "approved" to be changed to "cons idered" 

Mr . Nolan called ' attention to pae;e 1014 ''Business on the Calendar" 
where the vote was ta~en "unanimously". He stated that he had made a 
request t" abstain from votine on this question. He was informed that 
permission had to be obtaIned by a vote of the members pres'mt and 
that he had failed to request this permission. He aaked tha~ a vote 
be takon at this time on his previous request to abstain from voting 
on this matter, and, upon motion of Mr. Fredericka, seconded by 
several vOices, it was CARltIBD unanimous ly. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Steering C~mmittee: 

Mr. Connors, Ct.a1rman, read the Minutes of meeting held December 19, 
1955: 

STEERING COMMITTEE REPORT 

The Steering Committee of the Stamford Board of Reprtsentativea 
met in the Mayor's office, City Hall, at 8:15 P. M. The Chair
man, Mr. GeorGe Connors, being abnent, the Clerk, Hr. John 
Macrides, presided. 

The following members were present: Alanson Fredericks, Joseph 
Milano, Rutherford Huizinga, Joseph Iacovo, Norton Rhoades, 
Willi~~ Kaminski, Oeor~e Georgoulis, John Macrides, Irving Snyder, 
Stepht:t1 Ke lly nnd Paul Plotkin . The absent members were: George 
Connors, Chairman and Robert Lewis. 

The following Communications were read: 

1. Letter datp.d December 13, 1955, from L. A. Peck, Cincinnati, 
"hiO, addressed to the "City Fathers of Stamford, Conn." re
lative to an article published in the New York Times, Cir
culated to other newspapers and re-printed by the "Cincinnati 
Enquirer" relative to birds nesting in the City Hall clock, 
causing the clock to run slow. The Secret~ry was ordered to 
answer the letter and refer it to the Public Works Department. 

2. Letter dated December 16, 1955, from Mr. Joseph T. Orcany, 
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Chairman, Soard of Tax Revicw, notifying thc Bonrd of Rep
re,entativcs of their January meetings for the purpose of re
ceiving applicaticns for revisions of assessments on the List 
of September 1, 1955. Placed on File 

3. Letter dated December 8, 1955, from Mr. Walter W'lchter, Plann
ing and Zon1ng Director, in regard to application of J. Michael 
Cantore, Nichael Stolfi, Samuel P. DeLeo, Rocco J. Conetta and 

' John J. Carlo, pctitionirg the Zoning Board for a change in 
the zoning map of property located at corner of Bedford and 
Hoyt Str~ets, from present RMF multi-family reSidence district 
to C-L Limited Dusiness District, and disapproved by the 
Zoning Board. Application also presented to Planning Board 
for change in Master Plan and approved by that Board. This 

. application was heard jOintly by the Planning Board and the 
'Zoning Board on September 28, 1955. Referred to Legislat~ve 
& Rules Committee. 

4. Letter dated December 14, 1955, from Mr. Walter Wachter, Plann
ing an~ Zoning Director , in regard to application of the First 
Stamford corporation, petitioning the Plalming Board for a 
change in the Mnster Plan and signed by 20% or more oC the 
owners of privately owned land within 500 feet of the prop
erty deocribed in the application, located on Blachley Road 
(formerly known as the ~chuyler-Merritt Eotate). This appli
cation wae heard jointly by the Planning Board and the Zoning 
Bo~rd on September 28, 1955. Approved by Planning Board Nov
ember 22, 1955. Referred to Legislative & Rules Committee. 

In regard to No.3 and 4 above, Mr. Plotkin suggested that the 
Planning and Zoning Committee have a joint meeting with the 
Legislative and Rules Committee; that they ask the interested 
parties involved ~nd the Planning and Zoning Doard to ~ubmit 
written argumcnts in support of their petitions and that the 
joint committees submit their findings to the Board of Repres
entatives at their January 3, 1955 meeting. Mr. Plotkin's sug
gestion met with unanimous approval of the Committee and was a
dopted. 

rypon motion of Mr. Fredericks, seconded by Mr. HuiZinga, the 
Committee adjourned at j:55 P. M. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

George V. Connors, 
Ohairman 
Steering Committee 

Mr. Killecn MOVED the Committee report, aa read, be accepted. Second
ed by Mr. Topping and CARRIED unanimously. 

Fiscal Committee: 

Mr. William Kaminski; Chair~n, read the Minutea of meeting held 
, :'~ .'" I 
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December 19. 1955: 

REPORT OF FISCAL COMMITTEE OF THE BOARD OF 
ilEPRESENT:,'l'IVES, CITY OF STAMFORD, CONN. 

December 19, 1955 
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A meetlng of the Flscal Commlttce waD held at 5:00 P M. in the 
Mayor's office, City Hall, on December 19, 1955. All members present. 

The Fiscal Committee considered all items given approval by the Board 
of Finance at their meetin~ held December 12, 1955. 

( 1) Amendment to the 1955-1956 Capital Project Bud~et for the in
clusion of $21,000 to cover the cost of straightening, widen· • 
ing and deepening the channel to the boat baSin and harbor at 
Cwnmings ·Park. 

Your Committee was unanimous in approving this item, with the follow
ing res olut ion: 

BE IT RESOLVED, t~at the Board of Representatives 
~m~nd the Capital Project Budget of 1955-1956 by 
the amount of $21,000 to cover the cost of straight-
en1ng, Widening and deepening the channel to the boat 
basin and harbor at Cummings Park. 

\ 

(2) Request for additional salary appropriations for the Public W"ks 
Department, to cover certain changes in grade and classificat: n. 

Your Committee was unan1mou3 in requesting your approval of the 
followinG: 

" 

• 

Code 413.1 
Code 413D.l 
Cbde 412B.l 
Code 412D.l 
Code 416.1 

Bureau oj' Parks 
D1vision of Trees 
Tree Cl1mber-HiShway 
Tree Climber Highway 
L"lld 1ng Bureau 

$1,290.00 
450.00 
150.00 
150.00 
570.00 '.' 

$2,610.00 . \ • 
(3) Your Committee decided to request that the two items of $2523.78, .: : 
General Election Expense, July 26, 1955, Registrars of Voters, Code 
#100.53 and $2591.22, General Election Expense, August 30, 1955, 
Registrars of Voters, Code #100.53, portions of which were approved 
at our December 12, 1955 meeting, leaving balances of $524.78 and 
$592.22 still unapproved, remain in Committee in order that clarifi
cation on the question of whether or not we can act on the remainder 
can be obta med. . , 
(4) Elm Street School - Spec1al appropriation of $2,000 to maintain 

the Elm Street School Building. 

Your Committee requests that we send this item back to Committee, 

"

pending an answer to a letter sent to the Mayor by the Fiscal Com-.,' ., , 
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mittee, reQuestinc the Mayor to advise us of t:,e d1aposition or use 
of this bullding. 

(5) $12,00 appropriation for installation of Fire Hydrants, Dept. or 
Public Works, Code 441.12. 

Your Committee was unanimous in requesting that we approve this appro
priation of $12,000, new fire hydrants, Code 441.12. 

(6) Pension, Mark O'Brie~, Mechanical Supervisor. 

Your Committee was unanimous in requesting that we approve the appro
priation of $1,866.03 to cover pension of Mark O'Brien. 

(7) 

(8) 

Your Committee was unanimous in requesting that we approve the 
appropriation of $50.00 for account PP 424.5 Damage to Domestic 
animals. 

Your Committee waB unanimous in requesting that we approve the 
appropriation of $1,500 for the former Stamrord Museum Building 
maintenance. 

(9) Your Committee was unanimous in requesting that we approve the 
appropriations for the Planning Board, as follows: 

Code 520 
Code 520.10 
Code 550.3A 

Overhaulin~ Typewriter 
Subscriptions & Misc. 
Stenographic Services 

$125.00 
200.00 
~50.00 

$ 75.00 

(10) By unanimous vote your Ccmmittee recommends approval of the Fir. 
Department request for the following appropriations: 

Account 440.3 Stationer~-Postage $ 150.00 
Account 440.5 Telephones 200 .00 
Account 440 .6A Flags 104.00 
Account 440.6c General Supplies 2,500.00 
Account 440.17 Gas, 011 & Tires 1,357.65 
Account 440.7 Janitors Supplies 200.00 
Account J140.19 Tools 100.00 
Account 440.22 Bods & Equipment 250.00 
Account 440.22A New Equipment 200.00 
Acco"nt 440.26 Laundry 500.00 

(11) Your Committee by unanimous vote recommends the approval or 
$7,500 for installation and cost of fire hydrants for the Fire Depart
ment. 

i12 ) Your Committee, by unanimous vote, recommends the approval of 
200.00 fOl typewriter and $175.00 for filing caoinet, 'Code 800J Bnd 
1,564.00 Salaries, Code 800.1, City Court. 

(13) Your Committee recommends that the item of $150.00 for the office 
of Commissioner of Finance, Code 480.1, salaries, remain in Committee, 
pending confirmation of the classification or grade chan&e by the 
personnel Commission . 

; I ~. ~ • I 

............ ,~ .. 

WILLIAM C. KAMINSKI, CHAIRMAN, 
Fiscal Committee 

o 

L 



o 

o 

January 3, 195~ 1020 

Mr. Kaminski called attention to an item approved by the Board of 
Finance at their meeting held December 12, 1955, in regard to issu
ance of Bonds for flnancinc the 1955-1956 Bud~ct. He said this had 
been inadvertently left out of their report and that he would bring 
this up later for approval by the Board, as it was a matter that was 
of utmost importance. 

MR. ~MINSKI MOVED for approval of item No.1 on his Committee report. 
Seconded by Mr. Kelly and Crrried unanimously. 

MT:. K!.MINSKI ~,OVED for approval of item No.2 on his Committee report. 
Seconded by Mr. Kelly. 

Mr. Topping stated that in his Committee report of the Public Works 
CommitteD, that it was his Committee's recommendation that these items 
be def~rred until the Park Commission has the opportunity to make its 
recommen<:lation. 

MR. KAMINSKI: "I might mention that the prero£:ative lies in the hands 
of th~ Department hQad to recommend thesc salary increases - it is up 
to the Pcreonnel CommisSion and the department head involved. 

VOTE taken on the second item in the Committce report. CARRIED, 30 
in favor and 4 opposed. 

Mr. Kaminski asked the Corporation Cbunsel, who was ' present, to give 
an opinion in rccard to itom No.3 of his Committee report. 

MR. HANRAHAN said he could Bee no reason why the balances still re7 
maining in the request from the Regietrars of Voters, partially 
approved by the Board at the December 12, 1955 meetinG, could not . ~ 
approved at this tim~. 

MR. KI.MINSKI MOVED that this request be sent back to Committee. 

, 

MR. FREDERICKS I "Am I correct 1n my understanding that the Moderators 
were not paid? I wish you would, at our next meeting find out whether 
the Moderators were or were nllt paid." 

~r. Topping SECONDED mr. Kaminski's MOTION. 

MR. FREDERICKS called a po1nt of order and called attention to Page 4, 
paragreph 5 of the Rules. 

MR. NOLAN: '''iIhy arc we refurring this back to Comm1ttee?" 

!~R. KAMINSKI: "At our meeting of December 19, 1955 we did not have the 
rulinG from the Corporat1on Counsel. If, however, any member of the 
Board wishes to bring this to a vote, he may do DO." 

Mr. Lewis satd he would prefer a written rulinG from the Corporation 
Counsel and approved that this go back to Committee. 

VOTE taken and CARRIED, 33 in favor and 1 opposed, Mr. Nolan voting in 
the negative. 

, ..... ~ ',~ Elm Street School - $2,000: MR. KAMINSKI MOVED that this be sent back 
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to Committee, pend inc an answer to a letter sent to the Mayor by the 
Fiscal Committee, requesting the Mayor to advise the disposition or 
use of th1s _ build1ng. Seconded by Mrs. Zuckert and CARRIED unani-
mously. 

MR. KAMINSKI MO\~D for approval of item No.5 on his Committee report. 
Seconded by Mr. H~arinE and CARRIED unanimously. 

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED for approval of item No.6 on his Committee report. 
Seco:lded by Mrs. Zuckert and CARRIED unanimously. 

~lR. KAMINSKI MOVED for approval of item No.7 on hiB Committee report. 
Seconded by Mr. Iacovo and C/,ftRIED unanimous ly. 

MR. KAMINSKI HOVED for approval of item No.8 on his Committee report. 
Seconded by Mr. Topping ann CARRIED unanimously. 

MR. KAMnlSKI MOVED for approval of item No.9 on his Committee report. 
Seconded by Mr. _Kelly and carr1ed unanimously. 

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED for approval of item N~ 10 on his 
Seconded by Mr. Kelly. ~lr. Milano gave the report of 
Pro~ection Committee, recommending this be approved. 
mously. 

Committee report. 
the Health and 
CARRIED unani-

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED for appro\-al of 1tem No. 11 on his Committee re
port. Seconded by ~lr. Kelly. Mr. Hilano gave the recommendation of 
the Health and Protection Comm1ttee that this item be approved. 

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED for approval of 1tem No. 12 on his Committee ~e
port. Seconded by Mr. Georgoulis and CARRIED unanimously. 

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED that item No. 13 on his Committee report be allow
ed to rema1n in Comml_ttee for further confirmation and clarification. 
Seconded by Mr. Kelly and CARRIED unanimously. Mr. Kaminski clari
fied this by stat1nG that a confirmat1on from the Personnel Commis
sion had not been received at the time of their Committee meeting, aa 
they met ~t 5:00 P.M. and the Personnel Commission met the same eveninv, 
at 9:00 P.M. He stated that there were other matters of the same type 
pend1ng and they d1d not wish to handle them ind1v1dually. 

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED for SUSPENSION OF THE RULES in order that another 
pressing matter could be brought up in regard to authorization for ~he 
issuance of b~ _lds in the amount of $1,276,000 for -finanCing 1955-56 
Cap1tal Projects Budget. Seconded by Mr. Fredericks and CARRIED unani
mously. 

MR. KAMINSKI presented the follOWing resolution and MOVED for its 
approval. Seconded by Mr. Kelly, and CARRIED unanimouslYI 

RESOLUTION NO. 206 

WHEREAs, in accordance with Section 630 of the Charter, as 
amended, this Board has received a written request from the Mayor, 
approved by the Board of Finance, to authorize bonds to -finance a~l 
of the Capital Projects - contained in the Capital Budget for the 

-, .:., ~ '. ! 
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current flscal yea~, except such projecto as arc to be pald for wlth 
funds ralsed by current taxntlon or from other deslgnated sources. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

1. There be and hereby Is authorlzed, under and pursuant 
to the Charter of the Clty of Stamford and any other general or speclal 
statute thereto enabllnc; , the Issue and sale from tlme to time of 
!;eneral obllgatlon, coupon surial bonds of the City of ~tamford in an 
aggreGate prlncipal amount of One Milllon Two Hundred Seventy Slx 
Th.)usand (1,276,000.00) Dollars fOl' the purpose 01' payln(; for capital 
projects, ccnolstinB of the several public improvements or other 
munlcipal works of a permanent character, all as hereinafter more 
fully descrlbed. Each of said capltal projects 1s Included in the 
duly adopted ca~ltal budget for the current fIscal year and refer-
ence Is hereby made to sald caplr.al bud~et for a more complete des
crlptlon of the partlcular projects hcrelnafter deslgnated. The sald 
capltal projects and the extent to Which they arc to be financed with 
the proceeds of the bonds herein authorized arc as follows: 

Dep~,rtment of Public Works 

Sanitary Sewer Construction 

HorGan Street Extension 
Center Street-Scofleld Ave. trea 
Cove Island 
West Broad Street 
Nurncy Street 
ConGress St., Carlisle Pl., 

& Wells Avenue 
Roxbury School - Relief 
New Inclnerator - Shlppan Polnt 

Storm Drains Construction 

Sprin(;dale 
North Glenbrook 
Woodaide Park 
IUchael F. Llone Park - Sub Drains 
McMullen, Owen & James Streets 
MaGee Avenue - St. Mary's St. 
KenslnGton Road 

Hlghway Con~"ruction 

Broad Street Extenalon 

Board of Publlc Safety 

Police Department, New Headquarters Building 
Off~~e and Service Equipment 

Board of Education 

SchOOl Construction 

l .... t~"J. 

$ 158,000.00 
100,000.00 
36,000.00 
30,000.00 
20,000.00 

72,000.00 
89,000.00 
20,000.00 

50,000.00 
70,000.00 
23,000.00 
5,000.00 

20,000.00 
15,000.00 
5,OeO.00 

100,000.00 

90,000.00 
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Burdick School, Reconstruction 
and kddit ion •••••••••.•••••• $755,000 

Total 

I~ss adjustment from inauranco •• 382,000 

Balance 373,000.00 

$1,2~6,000.00 

2. Said bonds shall be issued · in the name of an~ upon the full 
faith and credit of the City of Stamford anrl shall be issued as one 
or more separate bond issues and in the manner and in the principal 
amount that the Board Of Finance may prescribe (rom time to time. 

3. Ensh of the Capital projects herninbefore described and con
tained in the capital b\\t1cet for the current fiscal year is hereby 
confirmed as a rluly authorized capital project of the City Of Starn'· 
ford. 

Le5islat ive & Rules Committee: 

Mr. Plctkin, Chairman, presented the followinG report of a joint meet
ing of the Legislative & Rules and Plannin(l snd Zonin~ Committecs: 

IlEPORT OF JO!NT MEETINli OF THE IEGISII.TIVE f.ND RUIES 
AND PUNNING AND ZONING COMMITTEES 

January 3, 1956 

A joint meeting of the Legislative and Rules and the Planninc and 
Zoning Committees was held Thursday, December 29, 1955 at 8:30 P.M. 
The meet in; I;as convened in the Mayor '0 office, City Hall, and it wile 
aGreed that Mr. Paul I'lotltin would act liS Chairman' and Mr. Ell1s B. 
Baker as Cl"rk. I 

Those Of the Legislative and Rules Committee present were Messre. 
P~otkin, Paiteri and Baker and Mr. Kelly replacinc Mr. Killeen br 
appointment of Mr. Connors. Absent were Messr3. Mclaughlin (111) and 
Russell. 

Those of the Planning anrl Zonine: Committee present were Messrs. Czupka, 
Murphy anrl Nolan. Absent were Messrs. ' ~lclau(lhl1n and TOPping (both . 
ill) • 

It was stated by the Chairman that the jOint meeting had been called 
to consider two appeals to the Board of Ileprescntatives. one from a 
decision of the Zoning Board and the other from a decision of the 
Planning Board. The notice of meeting which (lives pertinent details, 
and Which was aent in advance to all interested parties, is attached 
hereto as A~penrt1x #1 and made part of the report. The official 
notices of T'efel'ral to the Board of Representatives are attached lIere-
to as Appendices #2 and #3 and made part Of this report. ' 

It was necessary to invite interested parties 1n both cases to appear 
and be heard because there is no verbat1m transcript of the proceed
ings at the hearinG before the Planning and Zoning Doards, September 
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28, 1955, the Stenotypist renerved for the occasion having been unable 
to attend at the last minute, due to illness in the fnm~ly. 

Available to thCl COlnmi~teeD 10 n copy of the Minutes of the Executlve 
Sesgion of the Zon1nB Eoard held Nov~mber 28, 1955 at which the Board 
disapproved the application of Michael Cnntore et al for a change in 
zoning froln RMF District to n CL Business District. TheBe Minutes 
cite the Board's reasons for such dinapprovnl. Said copy is attached 
hereto as pa~t of App~ndix #2, 

Also :lvailnble is a copy of the Minutes of the Executive Session of 
the Planning Do~rd, held November 22, 1955, at which the Board approv
ed n chan(;c to thE, L."\nd Usc catep;ory 1'I'om ReSidential, Multi-family, 
Low Dens ity to Res ident ial, r~ut i-Family, Medium Density on application 
of tlltl First Stamford Corp, Snid copy is attached hereto as Appendix 
1/3 :Inri made a PaI't of this report. 

It waD decided to consider the matters before the Co~mittee9 in the 
oequence lioted in the notice or the meeting. 

Appearin~ at the meetinb to Rpr.nk in support of the appeal ~"re Mr. 
Michael Cantore, I1r. Sydney KWClskin, attorney for the appellants, and 
~Ir, Harry TClrhune , attorney representing the First Prcobyterian Church. 
No one appeared on behalf of the Zonin(; Board. Mr. Walter Wachter, 
Planning and Zoning Director, attended to aosist the Committees in 
their understandinG of t.he z 'ning clasoifications involved. 

Mr. Kwezkin outlined briefly the rensons for the appeal and for be
lievinr, the deciSion of the Zoninr, Board to be in error. These nre 
Dct forth in a brief prClsented to the Committeeo and attached hereto 
ao Appendix #4 and made a part of this report. Mr. Kweskin etatCld 
that plans for improving the property cnll 1'01' a 1 and 2 story build
ing for neirhborhood stores and o1'fices with off-strClet parking for 
65 cars. 

~Ir. Terhune spoke, outlining the position of the First Presbyterian 
Church in this matter. The nppellants and the trustees of the Church 
hnve entered into a writtCln agreement concerning the uses to which the 
property may btl put in the event the npplicntion for zoning change is 
approved, this agreement to bCl binding to perpetuity unless released 
ir writing by the Church. A copy of this agreement is attached here
to and made part of the report, as Appendix #5. The Church consequent
ly fully supports the appcllantG. 

Messrs. Cantore, Kweskin and Terhune then left the meeting. 

~r. Wachter then handed the Chnirman a letter from the Zoning Doard, 
scttillG forth supplemental findinGS in nddition to the formal rensons 
given in the excerpts from the Minutes regnrding the Board's dec·ision 
on this application. This letter is attached hereto a8 Appendix W6 
and made a part of thin report. 

Mr. Wachter then left the meeting. 

TherCl followed a full review of the remarks and documents presented to 
the Committees. Baker then moved and Murphy seconded that recommend-

1~Cj/~~tlon be made to the Board of Representntives that the proposed amend-
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ment to the Zoning Map be approved. Unan1mously voted. 

The Committee~ than decidod to move the meetinG to the Court Room be
cause of the larg~ n\lmb~r of people desiring to attend the hearing on 
the appeal from the deciaion of the Planning Board. 

Appearing in 8upp~rt of the appeal were approx1mat. 1 thirty residents 
of the area adjacent to the afi~ct~d ~roperty. It ~dS ru1ed by the 
Chair that remarks to the Committees \iould be restri~ted to those 
parties who had opokcn at the hear in!; before the Planning Board. 
Parties who presented such remarks were Mr. Thomas A. Keating, Jr., 
representing four property owners, Mr. Earl Noblet, ~Ir. Frank cawl, 
Frcsident of the Sylvan Knoll Property Owners Association, Mrs Margaret 
Maher and Mr. Jamos L. Hagf,ie, Headmaster of Daycroft SChool. 

Speaking on behalf of the applicant, the First Stamford Corp., was 
Atty. Alphonse C. Jach1mczyk. 

Desiring to be recorded in support of the appeal, but under the ruling 
or the Chair not permitted to present remarks, were Mr. J. Toscano, 
Mr. A. J. Moruko, Mr. D. L. ~!1nsor, President of the Cove Civic Aoso
ciation and Mr. G. V. Connors as lOth District Representative. 

Mr. Keating submitted a letter to the Committees presenting his views. 
This letter is nttached hereto aD Appendix #7 and made a part of this 
report. 

Mr. Noblet gave to the Committees a copy of his letter of December 1, 
1955 to the Chairman of the Planning Board. This copy is attached 
hereto as Appendtx #8 nnd made a part of this report. 

Mr. Cawl presented a written statement on behalf of the Board of Dir
ectors of tte Sylvan Knoll Property Owners Association listing their 
reasons for opposin~ the Planning Doard deciDion. This statement is 
attached hereto as Appendtx #9 and is made a part of this report. 

Mrs. Maher submitted a letter to the Committees stating her reasons 
lor oPPosing the decision of the Planning Doa~d. This letter is 
attached hereto as Appendtx #10 and is made a part of this report. 

I'll. Jach1mczyk had no written preDentation and beyond stating defin
itely that it was the intention of the applicant to build only 2 story 
garden type apartments, he devoted most of his remarks to rebutting 
the remarks c' those supporting the appeal. Reason for requesting the' 
claSSification change is not to permit hiGher buildings, but to allow 
1 family pcr 1000 dq. ft., rather than 1 family per 2500 sq. ft., as 
~ermittcd by the existing classification. 

The Committees then returned to the Mayor's office to consider the re
marks and documents prcsented. After fUll conSideration, it was moved 
by Mr. Ke~ly and seconded by Mr. Murphy, that rp.commcndation be made 
to the Board of Representatives that thc proposcd amendment to the 
Master Plan be rejected. Unan1mously vote~. 

The joint meetin!; then adjourned at 11:10 P. M. 

Respectfully Submitted 

E. B. Baker, Clerk 
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Approved: 
PAUL PLOTKIN 
Cha1rman, Leg1s1at1ve & Rules Comm1ttee 
EDWARD C. ClZUPKA 
Chairman, Plann1ng & Zon1ng Comm1ttee 

January 3. 1956 

APPENDIX #1 

NOTICE OF MEETING - DECEMBER 29, 1955 

JOINT MEETING - LEGISLATIVE & RULES AND 
PLANNING & ZONDIG COr~MITTEES, BOARD OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, Mf((OR'S OFFICE, CITY HALL 

AJ01nt meet1ng cf the above Comm1ttees w111 be held at·the above 
ment10ned time and place to cona1der the follow1ng matters: 

~:30 P. M. 

1026 

(1) Appeal of J. ~l1chac 1 cantore, et al, from the dec1010n of 
the Zon1ng Board 'a d1sapprov1nG of change 1n the Zon1ng Map 
on app11cat10n of the aforesa1d J. M1chael Cantore, et al, 

9:00 P. M. 

(2) Appeal of the property owners from the dec1s10n of the Plan-
. n1ng Board, npprov1nu; a change 1n the Maater Plan on appl1-

cat10n of the F1rat Stamford Corporat10n. 

Th1s 1s to not1fy you that an opportun1ty w111 be g1ven to all 1nter
ested partIes to be heard at the above meet1ngs. 

In add1t1~n, you are hereby requested to furn1sh a wr1tten statement, 
g1v1ng your reasons for or aga1nst the above ment10ned dec1s10ns. 

I .... '."i 

Pf,UL A. PLOTKIN, Cha1rman, 
Leg1s lat1ve & Rules Comm1ttee 

EDWARD C. CZUPKA, Cha1rman, 
Plann1ng & Zon1ng Comm1ttee 

APPENDIX #2 

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 

Zon1nc Comm1ss10n 
Zon1ng Board of Appeals 

Mr. George· V. Connors, Pres1dent 
Board of Representatives 
C1ty of Stamford, Conn. 

December 8, 1955 

Re App11cation of J. Michael Cantore, 
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Dear Mr. Connors: 

January 3, 1956 

~1ichnel Stolfi, Samuel P. DeLeo, 
Rocco J. Conetta, John J. carlo 

In a~cordance with Section 552.3 ~f the Stamford Charter, the 
above captioned subject io hereby referred to the Board of Rep
resentatives for its acti~n as a result of a petition filed with 
the Zoning Board signed by the owners of more than 50% of the 
privately owned land included in the proposed change to the zoning 
map as described in the application submitted to the Zoning Board. 

Also, in accordance with f,ection 552.3, the Zoning Board trans
mits herewith the followin; written finding, recommendations and 
reasons for the Board's action in ,disapproving th~ above deDcrib
ed appl1c:ltion: 

1. TWo copies of the Minutes of the meeting held 
on November 28, 1955. when the Zoning Board 
disapproved the foP"r-oinG application. 

2. Two maps which, by their titles are self-explanatory, 
which are prepared for the purpose of contribut~ng 
to a better underotandinG of the problem. 

The above described apillic,!1tion had been heard jointly by the 
Planning Board and the Zoning Board on September 28, 1955. Un
fortunately, the Stenotypist reserved for the occasion telephoned 
a fcw minutes before tne, meeting started and stated that he cOllld 
not attend the meeting because of illnes3 in the family, there 
fore, there is no verbatim transcriPt recordinG the proceedings. 

The above application as oubmitted to the Plannin~ Doard for 
change to the Master Plan was approved by that Board because it 
had been felt that the general area would be ultimately developed 
to a high density of population in multi-family buildings and 
th~refore a small shopping center in this particular location was 
cor.sidered necessary to the convenience of the inhabitants. 

We shall be happy to supply any additional information requested. 

Very truly yours, 

WALTER A WACHTER, Planning & Zoning 
Director 

Minutes of the Executive Sesoion of the Zoning Board held on November 
28, 1955. 

Members attending were Messrs. John W. Mershon, Harold Frankel, 
Joseph ML :~e and Stearns Woodman. 

The Chairman ca'lled the meeting to order. The application of J. 
Michael Cantore et al for B change in the zoning map of property 
the corner of Bedford and Hoyt Streets to a C-L Limited Business 
rict from the present R.M.F. Multi-Family Residence Dis~rict was 
thorough study. Upon conclusion of the discussion, it was moved 
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Jc:.seph McCue, 9Pconded by Mr. Frankel and unaniJnc)Usly voted that the 
eaid applicati~n be diDap~"ved because the Board wae of the opinion 
that to make such change woul~ create spot zoning and it was hel~ there 
i8 sufficient business dir.trict available in the general area to 
serve its needs, and furtherm~~e, that the Board was of the opinion 
that the prop~6ed change would not be in ~Jeping wjth the ~9neral 
zone plan ~f the City of Stamford and finally approval of the pro
posed application would not servo the purposes of the zon1ng ord
inance, that is, to encourage the most appropriate use of land and 
conserve and stabilize the value of property or to promote the gen
eral welfare. 

Upon motion, being duly seconded, the mseting was closed. 

APPENDIX 113 

HAROm FRANKEl" 
Secretary 
Zoning Board 

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONN. 

Mr. George V. Conno~8, President 
Board of Representatives 
City of stamford, Conn. 

December 14, 1955 

Re: Application of the First Stamford Corporation 
for Change in the Master Plan 

Dear Mr. Connors: 

In accordance with Section 522.4 of the Charter, tho above matter 
1R hereby refert'ed to the Board of Representatives for its action 
as a result of a petition filed with the Planninc Board signed by 
the owners of twenty percent or more of the privately owned land 
locatp~ wtthin five hundred feet of the borders of the First Stamford 
Cur~"rp.tion property described in the application Bubrnitted to the 
Planning Board for a change in the MaRter Plan. 

Ilso, in accordance with Section 522.4, the Plann1ng Board transmits 
herewith the w~itten findin~B, recommendations and reasons for the 
Board's action in approving the above described application. 

1. TWo copies of tho Plnnning Board's minutes of the hearing. 

2. Two copiea of the minutes of the meeting held on November 22, 1955, 
when the Planning Board acted on tho foregQinc matter. 

3. TWo maps, which, by their titles are self-explanatory, prepared 
by the Planning Board .for oxhibition at tho public hearing and 
for the purpose of contributing to a better understanding or the 
problem for all concerned. 

. The above deecribed application was heard by the Planning Board and ",I,!, 
.. ", " -_ .... -. -... ~ ...... 



1029 Jnnuary 3, 1956 

the Zoning Board on Septemt,' r 28, 1955. Unf"rtunate1y, the Steno
typist reserved for the oocas!:m, telephoned e. f .. w mil\uteft befoN the 
meeting started nnd state6 that he could not nttend the meet1ng be
cause of issness in the family. ther~fore, there is no verbnt1m trans
cript recording the pl·oceedings. 

I 
We ahall ~e hnppy to supply any additional informati~n required. 

Very truly yours, 

STAMFORr PLANNING BOARD 

(signed) Wnlter A. Wachter 
P1nnning and Zoning Director 

STA~ORD PLANNTNG BOARD - MEETING NO. 334 
JOINT PLANNING BOARD & ZONING BOARD PUBLIC 
HEARING liND PU.NNING BOAR!> EXECUTIVE SES
SION, HELD IN THE CITY COURT ROOM, CITY 
HA!.L, ON WEDNESDAY, SEPTEKBER 28, 1955 AT 
9:00 P. M. 

The following members of the Planning Board were present: Messrs. 
Michael E. Laureno, Secretary ~ Acting Chairman, Ralph Rich, P. 
Lawrence Epifanio, and Planning & Zoning Director Walter A. Wachter. 

The following members of the Zoning Bonrd were present: Messrs. 
John Mershon, Chairmnn. Harold Frankel and Joseph McC'le. 

The public hearing was called for the purpose of hearing 
the following applications for change in the Master Plan and Zoning 
Map: 

1. Application of the First Stamford Corporation -- In the 
case of the M&ster Plan, to change to the Lnnd Usc category designated 
"Residentia1, Multi-family, Medium Density" the following described 
property now des ignated "Residentia1, Multi-family, Low Dens ity;" and 
in the case of the Zoning Map, to chnnge to the "R-MF Multiple Family 
Res1dence Distr1ct," the following described property now in the "R-7! 
One Family Residence Distriot": Dounded Northerly by land of the 
State of Conne~ticut acquired by snid state for the Throughway; East- . 
erly by the rear line of premises fronting on Henrthstone Court; South
erly by land now or formerly of Daycroft School and Westerly by Blachley 
Road. 

Application wns represent=d by Alphonse C. Jnchimczyk, 
Atty. 

Thomas A. Xeating, Jr., representing arce residents, 
opposed the application. Also appearing 1n opposition were Frank Caw1, 
president of the' Sylvan Knoll Property OWners Association, Earl Noblet 
or Hearthstone Court, Willie Griffin, Trustee for Daycratt School, and 
Mrs. MarGaret Maher of 39 Mahcr Road. 

2. App11cntion of J. Michael Cantore, Michael Stolfi, 
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• Samuel P. DeLoo, Rocco J. Conetta and John J. carlo -- In the Ca~e 
ot' the Master Plan, to ena.":!;c to the Land US" Cate60ry designated 
"Co!llmerc~al, Neighborhood or Loonl Dusincss", the follC/wing described 
propcrty now deD ir,nated "Resident i(1I, Mult i-femUy, Medium Density"; 
and in the ~asc of the Zoning i-Iap, to change to the "C-L Limited DUB
iness l'istrict", the following deecribed property now in the "R-MF 
Multiple Family Residence DiDtriet" I Boundc<l Northerly by Innd now 
or f~rmerly of the First Preabyterian Church of Stamford; Enoterly by 
land now or formerly of Jesse Hartman, Trustee; and Southweoterly by 
Hoyt Street and Dedford Street. 

Application was represgnted by Sydney Kweskin, Atty. 

RepreDentativeft of the First Presbyterian Church appeared 
in fa"or of this application. There wao no opposition to this appli
eal:ion. 

3. Application of Earl Kersch and Compo Brothers, Inc.-
In the case of the Master Plan, to change to the Land UDe category 
des ignated "Induotr in I" the following described r.ropcrty now deD ig
nateil "Residential, Multi-family, Medium Denoity '; and in the case of 
the <-00in6 Map, to change to t.he "M-L Liftht Industrial District", the 
following descr ibed property now in the R-M!' Multiple FCC1lly Reo i
dence District": Dounded Northerly by land now 01' formerly of He len 
Compoletaro; Easterly by land now or formerly of Pietro Mancusi; 
Southerly by land now or ,"ormorly of Maur~c~ B. Lieberman and Jean 
Lieberman, in part, and in part of Dorothy Derman; Westerly b~ land 
now or formerly of John S. Carta in part, and in ~rt by a right-of
way. 

Application waD represented by Frank Pimpio~lla, atty. 

Appearinc in opposition were Stanley Stecker, president 
of the cooperative apartment house to the south, and P. Wardham 
Collyer, representative of the district. 

4. Appl~cation of tho Planning Board nnd Zonin~ Board -
In the caee ot' the Master !'lan, lImend the definition of the "Residen
tial, Multi-family, Medium Dens ity" La:ld Use cate~ory by adding the 
following supplementary note under the "Definition of Land Use Cate
gory", said addition is not deemed to replace or be a substitute for 
any part of the existing definition of thc above Land Usc cate~ory, 
but is intended to be an addition thereto: 

"In any "ReSidential, Multi-family, Medium DenSity' Land 
Usc category, multiple family residence buildings may be constructed 
to a height not more than ninety (90) feet, providing the lot area 
per family or dw~lling unit is not less than eight hundred (800) 
square feet and provided that the principal butlding or buildings, 
includin~ all accesoory buildings, do not o~cupy more thnn twenty
five (~~,) percent of the totlll lot area," an:~ in the cllse of the 
Zoning Rer,u lat ion, , "to add the following footnote to the "Land Use 
Schedule" of "the Zoning Regulations: "In any 'R-MP Multiple Family 
Residence District', an apartment building may be constructed to a 
maximun height of ninety (90) feet providing the area per family is 
not less than eight hundred (800) square feet, and providing the 
principal building or buildings and all nceesBory buildings together 

f Ii' ' . ~ 
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do not occupy more than twe~ty-five (25) percent of the lot area, 
providinG further that all other r~strictions of the R-MP District as 
far as front yards, side Yl1rtl3, rear lards and uses are complied with". 

There was no oppOSition of this application. 

The public hearing '~as then adjollrned and the Planning 
Board met in executive session. ' 

Tl'e followinr. performance bonds were >:,eleased, Cit:r 
EnGineer having certified that construction has been completed in 
accordance with the regulations of the Planning Board and thp speci
fications of the Engineering Department, and thnt raquired installation 
of storm scwera and setting of street line monuments have been satis
factorily installed: 

APPL 894 -

APPL 934 -

APl'L 670A-

Contibulld construction Corp. - re fil'S\' sec
tion of Old ColonY Road, performance bond 
dnted Oct. 9, 19~3, in the amount of $12,715. 

Suburban Development Corporation - rc Clay Hill 
Rond and Arden Lnne, performance bond dated 
July 20, 1954, ip the amount of $30,98'1.50. 

Lnkr.vlcw, Inc. - re Section No.1 - performanoe 
bond dnted l~ay 3, 1954, in the amount of 
$15,920. 

APPL 990 David Grunbcr~cr - re Greenbrier Road, per
formance bond dated October 13, 1954, in the 
amount of $2,030. 

APPL 1170- Zika Realty Corp. - re satisfactory construct
ion of at orm Bcwers, performance bond in the 
amount of $4,263.50, dated July 8, 1955. In 
accordance with City Engineer's request, Zikn 
Realty filed a letter with the Planning Board 
assuming full re~ ponsibility for any damage 
which may be caused to thE seWer through the 
conotruction of the road. 

The Meeting wns then adjourned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Secretary 

Sl'AMFORD PLANNING BOARD - MEETING NO. 342 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, HELD IN THE (,FFICE OF 
THE rI.AIINING BOARD, ON TUESDAY NOVEMBEIt 
22, 1955, AT 8:00 P.M. 

~he following members of the Board were present: MesB~s. Frank P. 
Barrett, Chairman, Ralph Rich, P. Lawrence Epifnnio and Planning & 
Zoning Director Walter A. Wnchter. 
I';".t 
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The following member of the 50ar~ was absent: Mr. Michael E. LRureno. 

APPL 879 - The Planntng Boar~ met with Messrs. William Murray, 
atty. for Am(>r·lcan HomeR, Inc., AnthoOlY 01:'asso, President, and Joseph 
Zone, atty. for the opposition. 

Mr. Murray etated that an extension of the performance bond 
period is requested for construction of the road system as shown on 
map entitled "Section No. 'r of Robert Heights Property of the American 
Homes construction CO' l Inc. Stamford, Conn . " dated July 1, 1953, said 
bond in the amount of ~7,435, dated September 18, 1953. Mr. Orasso 
explai,led that road construction has not been cOIr.pleted due to the fact 
that the Water Company has delayed instsllation of water mains. 

Mr. Zone stated that said subdivision was approved upon the 
co~dition the applicant con3truct a drainage line from the westprly 
~n of Orasso Lane westerly through Loveland Road in order to alleviate 
a d1:'ainage condition in adjoining property, which was accentuated by 
the American HomeD' development, this agreement being included in the 
performance bond on file. Mr. Zone stated that to date this construc
tion ha3 not been installed. 

Mr. Orasso contended that the construction of a drainage line 
in the manner setforth in t~~ performance bond is an unreasonable re
qUirement, and furthermore that it would not alleviate the flood con
dition in thiD area. Mr. Zone stated that hiD clients would be agree
able to any alternate solution Which would correct thlD drainage con
dition. 

In view of the fact that the Plunning Board was of the opinion 
that the performance bond filed is not of a sufficient amount to cover 
the construction of the roads and drainage line as specified, the Plan
ning Board agreed to refer the matter to the City Engineer for the 
purpose of clarification. 

Mr. Zone then left the meeting. 

APPL 312 - Mr. Murray stated that the certified check in the 
amo·~nt of $7,743 fUed as surety in connection with the 8ubdivision as . 
shown on map entitlt'd "Map No.2 of Robert Heights, Property of Amerioan 
Homes COnAtruction, Inc." was not ret'.Jrned to the applicant, in view of 
the former City Engineer's contention that the road had not been satis
factorily constructed. The applicant stated that the road was under 
construction in conformance with the plans approved by the City En
gineer, and when ncar completion the City dug up the road to install a 
storm sewer pipe of a larger width. 

The Planning Board unanimously voted to continue this matter 
pending rev ie" 0:' the fUe and further atudy. 

APPL 612 - The request of John Oeriak for extent ion of the 
performance bond covering satisfactorf, construction of Geriak Road and 
Kane Avenue 8S shown on map entitled 'Subdivision of property of John · 
Geriak, Trustee, Stamford, conn." dated November 1, 1951, was unani
mously approved, said extension to expire June 4, 1956. 

Copy of a letter from the residenta of Severance Drive, dated 
November 10, 1955, forwarded to the Board by Mayor QUigley, was re-

I I o. '.1 
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ceived and p13ced :m file. 

The follow1ng map was aPPt'oved for fi11ng purposes: "Property 
of Stanw1ch Estates, Inc. Stl1mfol'd, Conn." show1ng consolidation of 
Ipts on the corner of Stanw1ch ~oaJ and East M1ddle Pl1tent Road. 

Mr. Barrett di~qua11fled himself on thp. follcw1ng 1tem and 
left the meet1ng. 

Mr. Alphonse Jachimczyk, atty. appeared bpfore the Board for 
the purpose of further clar1f1cat10n of the proposed change of the 
Master Plan on Blachley 'Road upon the applieat10n of the F1rst Stam
ford Corp. 

~'essra. R1ch and Ep1fanio reviewed the applicat10n of the 
First Stamford Corp. and all corresponding material. A phone cpll was 
then placed to Mr. Laureno, who could not be prpsent at the meeting 
due to 111ness, for the purpose of obtaining h1D opinion and vote on 
the .,atter. 

Mr. Laureno stated he would be 1nclined to vote in oppos1tion 
to the arplicat10n of First Stamford Corp. s1nce he questioned whether 
this area 1s best suited for the construction of multi-story dwelling 
units. However, Mr. Laureno further stated that having 1n mind the 
long l'ange view of planning he could foresee the need for multi-story 
build1ngs in this area among l '~hers . Furthermore, it would be in the 
province of the Zon~,ng Board ~o decide that 1956 is the right time to 
act1vate this Master Plan change. 

Mr. Laureno's statements were related to the Planning Doard 
members present. Mr. Rich and Mr. EpUanio voted approval cf the Fl,rst 
Stanford Corp's ap,lication for the reason that they felt this type of 
development would be better suited to land immediately abutting the 
Thruway in th1s particular area, although the Master Pl~n did recognize 
the location of the Thruway and its impacts, the Board is of the 
op1n1on that 1n certa1n instances some changes m1ght be Justified. ~r. 
Laureno was not1fi~d of the dec1s1on, and also voted 1n favor of this 
applic~ticn. App11cation unan1mously approved as follows: 

Change to the Land Uoe category designated "Residential, Multi
fa!'lily, Medium Density" the following described property now deoignated 
"Resid~ntial, Multi-family, Low Density": All land bounded Northerly 
l;.y lend of the State of Connecticut acqu1reo:l by said state for the 
Tt .. 'oughway: Eactet'ly by the rear line of premises fronting on Hearth
stone Court; Sou~herly by laud now or formerly of. Day"roft School: and 
Westerly by Blachley Road. 

App11cation of Compo Brothers and E. Kersh for change of the 
land Use category of the Master Plan, property located off North Street, 
waG continue6 pending anticipated "ithdra"~l of Ga1d application by the 
applicant. 

The meet~ng was then adjourned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Secretary 
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APPENDIX #4 

TO: 'rHE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE CITY 
liF :"l'AMFORD 

APPEAL FROM THE DECISION OF THE ZONnlO BOARD HELD ON 
NOVEMBER 28, 1955 nI WHICH THE APPLICATION OF J. MICHAEL 
CANTORE, ET AL FOR A CHI\NGE m THE ZONnla OF PROPERTY AT 
THE CORNER OF BEDFORD AND HOYT ~TREET, WAS DENIED. 

1034 

Thin r,ppeal is being taken by virtue of the provisions of the Stamford 
Charter whIch allows your proponents the opportunity for a full recon
sideration by the elected representatives of all of the people of Stam
ford. The purpose of thin is tnat the ~oning m~p should bec~ne nearer 
to heing "the cOo:lmunity's Idea or what the community should be", rather 
tt~n merely the idea of the Zoning Board alone. This Interpretation 
Is impl1/l it 'in the Charter and is alBo found in the detailed commentll 
to the Bill which became the basis of the planning and zoning provisions 
of the Charter. 

The Connecticut canes are replete that in many instance~ of changes 
similar to t.he one that was requested, although attacked on similar 
grounds to th~sr set forth in the Zoninc Doard's reason of decision, 
they weI'e dp.termined by the 3upreme Court tc be proper chanscs. The 
cane of Cour.h vn,The Zoning commissioQ, 141 Conr.. 349 involved a piece 
of property whIch was entirely within a renidential zone and involved 
only a small portion of this large resIdential zone. The csse of 
Y.utchcr VD. The Town Planning CommIssion, 138 Conn. 105 involved a 
change of zonP. from reeidence to indust~ial of an area somewhat small 
and rather isolated from other industrial zones. A similar situation 
is found in Bartram VS. The Zoning Commission, 136 Conn. 89 and, to 
sorne extent, in Parsons vs. Wethersfield, 135 Conn. 24 . 

The underlying principles involved in these decisions are that they 
must be in aecol'dance with a ganeral ccmprehensive plan for the entire 
community as a reasonable and logical development of the same, and they 
must promote the General welfare. 

Those caaes where the actions of the Zoning Board have been condemned 
e.8 spot zoning are cases wbere the changes in zone were not in accord
ance with any comprehensive plan. The courts have stated that the 
vice of spot ~orting lies in the fact that it sinGles out for special' 
treatment a lot, or a small area, in a way that do~s not further such 
plan. IUller vs. Tha Planning Commiss 10n, 142 Conn. 265, and Kuehne 
va, Town council, 136 Conn. 452, are classic illustratiolls of the 
wrenching of a small piece of property from its surrounding area with
out reference to the general plan established for the present and future 
deve lopment cof t.he community. 

The City of Stamford has both a Zoning and Planning Board, and each 
Board has itB Ueparate and independent function, all as detailed in the 
Chart~r. Section 522 of the Charter states that the Planning Board 
shall set up a Master Plan for the City of Stamford, which is based on 
studies of phySical, social, economic and governmental .onditions and 
trends, and is designed to promote with the greatest efficiency and 
economy, the co-ordinate development of the municipality, and the 
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general welfare. health anJ safety of its people. The Planning Dosrd 
has the rIght to smend its Master Plan. The Zoning Board. in ita own 
independent functIcm, may amend the Zonlng map, e'len sfter the adopt
!on of the Master Plan, but th~re is a specific prohibition that the 
Zoning Board Inay not am~nd tho zoning map t.o permit a use in any area 
which is contrary to the general land usc established for each area by 
the Master Plan. It becomes quite apparent that the Zoning Board can 
only amend its zoning map within the confinea of the determination of 
use f'or such area, as set by tile Planning Board. A fortiori when the 
Planning Board has det.ermined that a particular are". m~y be used for 
a particular purp~se, to wit - neighborhood husiness - a change by the 
Zoning ~oard from another purpose, to such purpose is not spot zoning, 
because it is with1n a comprehensive plan for the entire city, as set 
by the authority designated for such purpose. 

The land in question is aurrounded by property which has already been 
ded")atcd for years to come. To thc north, the contiguo\ls property is 
committed for the une of the beautiful First Presbyterian Church; to 
the east, an a~rtment house has already been built. It is traditional 
that theRe are the only two areas to be considered where the other two 
bOllnds of the property are city streetn, but if one should wish to con
sider the remaining directions -- to the south of this intersection 
lies the muniCipal property already dedicated for munIcipal purposes 
since the Ilctual building fOl' a police station is now in progrcss. To 
the west - Bedford Street- wh~eh, although in a residential zone, al
ready thr~uGh thc ~se of var~anccs granted by the Zoning Board of 
Appeals, includes many profcssional and commercial uses, and the grad
ual e~tension of commercial enterprices on Bedford Street makes 1mminpnt 
thp change of this area to a commercial zone. . 

The chan;e sought met with the specific approval and active cooperation 
of the Church, cnd a number of property owners on Bedford and Hoyt 
Street. No one voiced any objection. 

The change of zone contcmplatp.d would result in the ability to use the 
premIses for offices and neighborhood stores. This would be helpful 
and convenient for the large number of people already in the apartment 
house erected on Hoyt Street, and for the future and contemplated apart
ment house Which will be erected one day on the corner of Bedford and 
Third Street. 

The application now being considered de nO'lo by your Honorable Board 
was presented to a joint meeting of the Zoning and Planning Board. It 
had to be considered first by the Planning Board becauBe th~ Zoning 
Board could not act up~n t.he application because until the premises 
were in a zone approved by the Planning Board, the Zoning Board had no 
right of action. The Planning Board approved of the request because 
the change of ~one was in accordance with the orderly development of 
the Master Plan, which is kept current to the needs of the community by 
pr~pzr ameriments to the Master Plan~ It is you~ applicant.s' considEred 
position that when the Planning Board made its decision that the 
application for the change of plan should be granted, then thereafter 
any change mad~ by the Zonin; Board of such entire area, could not be 
susceptible to the charge of spot zoning as Inng as it was now 1n the 
permissible use. 

In addition to the Connecticut oaaes noted above, the oompilations, 
compendiums and text books are in accord with the prinoiple that any 
change of zoning made in conformity to a comprehensive plan cannot be °1 1 ./ " , 
said to be spot zoning. Sec American Jurisprudence zonin~, Sections 
27 and 39; cee also the annotation, 1~9 ALR 292 at 293 an 296; Yokley 
Zoning Law and Practice, Second Edition, Seotions 90, 91 and 93. 
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It 1s respectfully submitted that had the Zc.nine. I.'oard fully appreci
ated thc fa~t that once the ~as'cr Plan was amended to make possible 
the rcquest~d use, then it dld not need to be concerned with a possible 
criticism that it wae spot 7.oning the area, when, in fact, it waa fUllJ 
authorize6 by the a~tion of the Planning Board, wh1ch 18 properly en
dowed with th1s power. 

J. MICHAEL CANTORE. MICHAEL STOLFI, 
SA:4UEL P. DELEO, ROCCO J. CONlIETTA, 
AND JOHN J. CARLO. 

By: Wofeey, Rosen, Kwe~kin an~ 
Kuriansky 
Their Attorneys 

APPENDIX #5 

hGREEMEIIT, made this 11th day of October, 19S~ by and bctween THE FIRST 
pnESBY'rERIAN CHURCH OF STAMFORD, CONIIECTICUT, an acc lesia8 tica 1 cor
poration organized and existing un~er the laws of the State of Conn
ecticut and located in the City of Stamford in the County of Fairfield 
and State of Connecticut, r.!r~inafter throughout described as the 
party of the FirHt Part, a~d J. MICHAEL CAN~ORE, MICHAEL STOLFI, SAM
UEL P. DELEO, ROCCO J. CON ETTA nndJOHN J. CARLO, all of said Stamford, 
hereinafter throughout des~ribad as the part1es of the Second Part, 
WITNESSETH THAT, 

~HEREAS, the part1es of the Second Part are the owners of a certa1n 
tract of land, situnted 1n said Stamford, boundad northerly four hun
dred th1rty four and 57/100 (434.57) feet by land of the party of the 
First Part, easterly three hundred thirteen and 81/loo (313/81) feet 
by land of The Hoyt-Bedford Company, southerly eighty four and 85/100 
(84.85) feet bf Hoyt Stre~t, eouthweatarly one hundred thirty six and 
80/100 ·(136.80) f~et by the curved interaection of Hoyt Street and 
Bedford Street and southwEsterly tw~ hundred f~rty two and 27/100 
(242.27) feet by Bedford Street; said tract being shown and delineated 
on a certain map entitled "Map No.2 of Property Surveyed for Charlell 
\'. Scofield et Ill, Stamford, Conn.", now on file in the office of the 
Town and City Clerk of said Stamford, and numbered forty five hundred 
twenty one (4,521), reference thereto being had; and 

WHEREAS, the party of the First Part is the owner of a certain tract 
of land bounding said property of the parties of the Second part on the 
north, and 

WHEREAS, sllid parties of the Second Part have appl1ed to the Zonir.g 
Board and the P iann1ng CommiBsion of the City "r Stamford for a change 
of zone lor the property of the parties of the Second Part, frem a 
Multi-Family dwelling zone (R-MFj to a limited commercial zone (C-L), 
and . 

WHEREAS, the parties of the second part have heretofor exhibited to 
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the party of the First Part ~ropooed plans for the development of said 
premines of 1:h:a pr.rtiea of the Second Part.. and 

WHEREI'.S. the party of the Firs\. PI .... t has made no obJectlon t:l the 
application of thp. p:lrtlea of the Second Part for such change of zone 
and has agreed to make no objections to the same and has further 
agreed not to appeal the '.iecisions of the Zoning Board bnd the Plan
nine Comm1osion, noW 

THEREFORE. in consid~ration of the foregoing matters the parties here-
to mutually agree as follows: . 

1. NoJ gasoline or automob1le service statl.oll shall be constructed up
on or a llowed to remain upon the premises. of the part ies of the 
Second Part hereinabove described. 

2. ~o ~lcoholic beverages ohall be oold from or displayed on sai~ 
premises . 

3. 110 rcotat!rant shall lie permltted on said premiqes excapt one. with 
a putllc entrance on Hoyt Street. 

4. The parties of the Second Part may m~ke such changes in the lay
out and des!gn of the prcposed building~ as are desired by them. 
except that no l:u1lding tf. be constructed on sa1d premises on the 
"eedford Street Side" shu>l exceed three (3) stories in height as 
deflned in the ZoninG rules and Building Code of the City of Stam
ford wlthout written permiSSion of the' party of the Flrst Part. it 
b., ing understood that the curved intersection of Hoyt and Bedford 
Streets as shown on the map hereinabov(' referred to shail not be 
connidered part of the "Dedford Street side". 

5. No stores or any other structure. other than office buildings nhall 
be located on the Bedfor6 Street side of said premises southerly 
from the prc~ises of the party of the First Part for a distance of 
one hundred fifty (150) feet a~ measured along the easterly line 
of Bedford Street. 

6. This agreement shall rema1n in full force anJ effect ~nly DO long 
an the party of the First Part contlnues to own said premises 
bounding the premises het'einllbove clp.9crlbed on the north and use8 
the name for church purposes. 

7. The p~rtie3 hereto mutually agree that this agreement shall run 
with the land of the parties hereto and shall be binding upon the 
partles hereto and their respective heirs. executors. adminlstrators, 
successors and asaiens. 

8. Thls agreement may be modifled or terminate(. at any time by the 
~artles 'lereto. their heirS, Iluecessors 01' aSJigns by an instru
ment ln writing recorded in the land records of the City of Stam-
ford. . 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. the partles hereto have hereunto set their names 
and seals the day and year first hereinabove wrltten. 

Signed. sealed and 

,1"' -1 
THE FIRST FRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

o 

o 
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delivered 1» the 
pl~csC'nee of: 

FHILIP C. Bon; 
HARRY E. TeRHUNE 
SYDNEY C. KWESKIN 

.,TATE OF COIINECTICUT) 
1 5". 

COUNTY OF FAIRFIELD .' 

January 3, 1951:> 

OF STt.MFORD, CONNECTICUT: 

By: J. KING HOYT, JR. 
Cha irman of f.he Bosrd ()f 
Truataas. 

L. REED CLARK 
Secretary of the Board of 
Trustees. 

J .M. C. 
M.5. 
s. P .D. 
R.J.C. 
J. J. Carlo 

Stamford, October 21, A. D. 1955. 
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Personally appeared THE FIRST PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF STAMFORD, 
CONNECTICUT, actin& herein by J. KINO HOYT, JR., Chairman of ito Board 
of Trustees .. and L. REED CLARK, Secretary of the Board of Trustees, 
signers and scalers of tho fOI'egoing inatrument, who acknowledged the 
same to be their frae ac~ and deed and the frea aot and deed of said 
The First Presbyterian Church of Stamford, Connecticut, b~fora me, 

HARRY E. TERHUNE, Notary Public 

STATE OF CONNECTICUTl 
so. Stamford, 

COUNTY OF FAIRFIELD 
October 11, A. D. 1955 

Personally appcar~d J. MICHAEL CANTORE, MICHAEL STOLFI, SAMUEL P. 
DelEO, ROCCO J. CON:1ETTA and JOHN J. CARUl, signers and sealers of the 
foregoing ~nstrument, who a~knowledged the same to be their free act 
and deed, before me, . 

S.C.K., Notary Public 

APPENDIX #6 

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 

December 29, 1955 

Messrs. Paul A. Plotk1n, Chairman 
Le(lis .lat1ve « Rules Committee 

Edward C. C~upka, Chairman 
Plann1ng « Zon1n(l Comm1ttee 

Board of Representat1vea 
C1ty of Stamford, Conn. 

,I,"t 

Zon1ng Commission 
Zon1ng Board of Appeals 
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Gent lomen : 

I have been inatrncted by the Zoning Board to set forth supplemental 
flndin~s in addition to the forma. reanon3 given i~ the excerpts from 
the Minute5 reE;'~l'di"G tt.e Zoning BOuru fS decision on the ar;>lication 
of J. Michael C:lntore, ~t als to change the Zoning Map from an RMF 
DIstrict to a CL Busincs5 District. 

As ir.dicated in the Hinutes, t.i1e Board denied this application for the 
reason that it '''''s cletermincd that Dufficicnt businen3 area~ existed 
not too far di~tant from the area in question that arc sufficient to 
serve t ile needs of the neiGhborhood; and to make such change in the 
Map would create Dpot zoninb' In the proceedinr-n leadinG to this 
decision, the Board studied the matter carefully and considere1 the 
stacu5 of the dev~lopment in thc area and itD potcr.tial de\·clopment. 
It wa5 the thinkinJ of tne Zoning Board that until existinG business 
are' 3 locatp.d In relative close proximity to the property of the 
appUcnnt, such bus inens areas be ins located on Summer Street, 
Fronpeet Street, North Street, and Bedford Street u~ to North Street, 
that ar~ zoned for business and certain stores with dive.-s1fied types 
of 5ervi~ . a and merchandise, are more fully developed and utilized, 
the Board considers that it would not be proper zoninG to cruate add
itional areas to serve the nei~hborhood and community at large and 
thereby create over-zoning for busineDs. 

In this part iCfJlar situation, under the cir(lumstance~ re lated to the 
cane, the Board considers 1t better Zoning to extend the neat'by exist
in6 busine~s zoneD, if needed, on Bedford Str~et in the northerly 
direction from /lorth Street. 

I 

The Board feels that to Grant this application 1t would also be spot 
7.oning because it would amount to wrenching of a small segment of 
land zoned for residence and completely surrounded by residence and 
not far away from eXisting basiness districts, and cr~Bte a small de
tached spot of business that would serve to break up both the proper 
continuity of bu&ineas and residence in the area. 

Very tr".11y yours, 

STAMFORD ZONING BOARD 

Walter A. Wachter, 
Planning & Zoning Director , 

APPENDIX #7 

CUMMINGS & LOCKWOOD 

1 Atlantic Street 
Stamford, Conn. 

Paul A. Plotkin, Chairman 
Legislative & Rulen Committee 

Edward C. CZlJpka, Cha1rman 
Planning & Zoning Committee 

I I, I I 

December 27, 1955 

o 

o 

o 
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Gentlemen: 

, 
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RJ. Appeal cf the property owners from the 
decision of the Planning Boord, approv1ng 
o change 1n the Master Plan on appl1cation 
o~ t ' l\! Firat Stamfort' Corporation. 

VIe represent the followinB named 9ppellants in the 11' the foregolng 
matter, to wit: 

Joseph It,. Ger,oveoe, Antionette Marlucco, Rocco S. Oenovl'se, Jr . and 
Nlcholos Genovese. 

Our clients obJect to the above mentioned decision for 8 number of 
reasor,s, some of whlch are aet forth below. 

1 . The development of the small area in question under a multi-family 
"edlum deno1ty classlfication will encourage or permit the erection of 
buildings of size and type as will be completelY cut of keeping with 
existing resldential c~nstructions on nearby tracts and will seriously 
deprecia t e the value of such existing rC3ide~ces , 

2. The building of a type permitted under the IMdium density closs
ification will result in substantial coats to the City for sewers, 
water lines, sidewalks an" highways, and will benefit soiely and 
principally the applicant 

3. The development of the traut in question under medium denSity class
ification will create a traffic hazard in an area now used for resi
dence and school purposes Dnd- the problem will be oggrava ted ~/hen the 
new Throughway is completed. 

4. The development of the applicants' tract as a multi-family medium 
density are~ will result in an increase in school population in a 
scction of thE' City where schools are now at or near capaclty and 
where facilities fo r a school ~xpansion ore practically unavailable . 

5. The area affected is adJolned on two sides by areas already built 
up as Single fomily residences and on d third side by land used for 
f,chool purposeD. The chAnge grallted by the Planning Commission has 
no connection with ~he phYSical, social, economic or governmental con
ditions and trends, except es an unwarranted economic benefit to the 
3ppl1cant. It further has no end to pI'omote efficiently and economi
cally a coordinated development of the municipality and may well have 
a detrimental effect on the health and safety of nearby rp.sidents . 
The change from which this appeal is pending is in the nature of spot
planning and is not coordinated with any of the aims specified in the 
Charter of the r,ity of Stamford now with respect to the Master Plan, 
and is not in accordance with the terms of the Charter. 

Very truly yourR, 

TIIOMAS A. KEATIIIO, JR. 

APPENDIX #8 
I I. f .~ 
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Chairman of th~ Planning Board 
'Stamford Tc.wn Hall 
Stamford , Conn. 

Dear Sir: 

43 H~arthRtone Court 
Stamford, Conn . 

~cembar 1, 1955 

The recent actio~ of the Planning Board in approvin~ the applic3tion 
of The First Stamford Corporation for a zoning changp. in the Blachley 
Road ar~a, i~ another example of the utter disregard of the wishes of 
the resid~nts of Stamford . 

Hearings in connection with major zoning changea have degenerated to 
the Ipoint where they obviously allow the desires of home owners tc be 
voi ed with TlO evidence that these voices ha'le been heard. In th18 
particular instance, not one pro~erty owner voiced his approval for 
this zoning change, other thon the attorney for The First Stamford 
Corporation. The oWne:"s of r.ver 95~ of the ad,loining properties, in 
ade1t1on to garden apartment residents nearby, ~xpressed thoir strong4 
est possible ·opposition. The attorni!Y fOl' The First Stamford Corp
oration presented his case with less thAn three minutes of plstitudes. 
Nearly one hour was necessary to hear the many arguments 1n oppooitlon. 
No attempt was mcd" to refut, these argumenta by the attorney. 

In vie~' of the results, it is obvious to all that the wishes of the 
res1dents of Stamford have litt.le or no regard in the eyes of the Plan
ning Board. I do not believe that it i8 neceasary to repeat the many 
grounds for opposition to this change which were mentioned . They are 
obv1ous to anyone who considers the order!y and progressive growth of 
Stamfol'd. However, I should like to add one which cannot be emphaeizell 
enough. The owners of private homes, industries, rentsl housing and 
property in our City hsve bean long aware that the com~1ned tax and 
assessment ra~es are among the highcst 1n Connectiout, in ract, in 
New Englan~. Th~ add1tion of mora of ths h1gh density dwellings be
ing contemplated in Stamrord cannot but aggravate tho already desperate 
ahortage of adequate police and fire prot~ction, watp,r and sewerage 
facl.ltties, schools, roada and tho many other necesoities or respect
able urban communitiea Higher tax rstes will be ne~essary to main
tain even the minimum of city services which now prevail with no hope 
of improvement. 

The time has come for Stamford to consi~er means of slowing to manage 4' 
able proportions the ncar explosive growth now under way. 

As a property owner, I deplore this particular zoning change which 
your Board approved. As a resident of Stamford, I protest most strong
ly against the beUef which your Board apparently pOBse~aes that ,Stam
ford can p'obstitute large numbers or reSidents for an orderly city. 

My future efforto shall be devote~ to conv1ncing the few reaiOenta 
(an~ voters) of 'stamford, who do not subscr1be to my views, or th9 
error 1n your recent action. I intend to appeel to any and all reai
dents of Stamford to organize on behalf of th1s cause, 

Very truly yours, 

EARL NOBLET 

D 

[ 
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Paul A. Plotkin, Chairman 
Lcgislatlve and Rules Committee 

Edward C. czupka, Chairman 
Planning and Zoning Committee 

Gentlemen: 

Thc Poard of Directors of the Sylvan Knoll Property OWners Association 
at a meeting held December 28, 1955, unanimously decided to reaffirm 
the virwn presented at the Zening Board hearing on the petition of 
The Firat Stamford Corporation. 

~e Sylvan Knoll Property Owners Association fin~s itself opposed to 
the deeioion of the Planning Boqrd for the following reasons: 

1. A multi-stryry apartm~nt building will ten1 to depreciate the value 
of ~urrounding residential property. A skyscraper is hardly in 
keeping with the single family dwelling which charscterizes this 
area. In addition, this type of structure tendfl to attract comm
ercial de?elopment which will further depreciate residential 
property valucs, and in the long run will adversely affect the tax 

2. 

3. 

yie Id of the surroundi .. g area. 

The Mdition of a large n'Jmber of families will immediately affect 
educatjcnal fa.cil1tieG, The K. T. Murphy School is in process of 
expansion to enable it to meet existIng requirements. A oaoo addi
tion of families will simply return the educational facilities to 
their present state of inadequacy, and will further add to the 
ovcrcrowQ1ng ~f the ROGers School, 

The exhting inadequacy of wat~r presoure durIng periods of heavy 
usage is faniliar tQ ell Sylvan Knoll rcsidentD. We feel, as lay
men, that the addition of a lsrgc number of families would serious
ly affect houschDld water pressure, to say nothing oC its affect 
on the usefulness of cur fire hydrants in time of emergency. The 
property in question ifl located on the highest ~oint in Stamford, 
and because of this has, under present oircumstances, caused water 
pressure problems. 

4.The only protection that an individual property owner has for hie 
investment lics in the Maotcr Plan and in the Zoning regulations. 
The Boards char;ed with the planning and administratIon of zoning 
are· under a morel obligation tc protect the indIvIdual property 
owners investment from arbitrary devaluation. 

Spot '~oning is, a practice whIch has been u'tiformly condemned by 
all competent cIty planners. In effect, the decisIon of the Plan
ning BDard · in this CBse is tantamount to spot Eoning • 

It 1s for these ressons that the Sylvan Knoll Property Ownere Aeeoc
lation finds iUeU oppoeed to this decision. 

If, , d. 

' . 
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APPENDIX #10 

Dear Mr. Plotkin an~ Mr. CZUpkal 

39 Maher Road 
St-alll1'ord, Conn. 

December 29, 1955 

As a property owner on 39 Maher Road, I want to register my dil
approval of tha decisions of the Planning Board, approving II ehange 
in the Master Plan on application of the First Stamford COl·porat.ion. 

I want to register my disapproval becauoe: 

1. 1 l~rge 8 story apartment house located on the highest spot in 
Stamford would be a monstrosity. 

2. As property owners we are restricted as to the type of houee we 
can build, the price we must pay, and lastly, our homes must be 
ONE family dwellinge. 

3. Mr. S. Merritt was moet outBpoken when the G. A. Stafford Eltate 
wee developed into build inc lots. (I know this because the T. J. 
Maher land Company devel~pcd this property). He helped to plaee 
many of the p .. o,~ent res~'!'ictione on our IJroperty, and r.ow atter 
his death, that we should etill have to abide by theae restr1.
tione, and his former property be free trom any type of restr1.· 
tiona, would be hard to understand. 

My parEnts and I have wOI'ked hard over the yeers to pay and keep our 
home, and it eeems very unjust that we, as well al many 01' our 
neighbors would have to abjde by these rules while strangerl ean 
come along.ide us and break every regulation. 

I do hope yc..1 gentlemen wHl, give th18 matter deep thought. Thank 
you. 

Sincerely, 

MARGARET MAllER 

Re: Ap¥lication of First Stamford Corporation petitioning Planning 
BOard or chanse In Maeter Plan, and appeal of property owners fro! 
dpcleIon approvIng change. 

Mr. Czupka Chairman, Planning & Zoning Committee, spoke brietlT on 
'the above and said it was the recommendation of hil committee that 
they agree wit.h the Legislative and Rules Committee to reJeot the 
proposcd amendment to thc Mastcr Plan. 

tm. PLOTK~, Chairman of the Legislative & Rules Comm~ttee then MOVED 
that the Board,of Re~re8entativcD rejeot the proposed amend.ant to 
the Master Plan. Seoonded by Mr. Baker. 

Mr. Russ:ll aSked for clarification, aaying that he want-ed to make 
lure on Just what the Board wal voting on. 

I!; I .' l 

o 

o 
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MR. PLOTKIN: "Accord1ng t.o the Charter we would have to reject the 
proposed amendment to t:", Maoter Plan." 

Mr. Kam1neki queotioned the absence of a finding of facts by the 
Committ.ees. saying that all th .. 1; had been presented to the Board by 
Mr. Plotkin was e gr~~p of Stock arguments which parties in th1s 
sort of situat10n usually g1ve. Mr. ~lotkin explained that the 
commjttces Just did not have enough t1me to draw u~ a f1nd1ng of 
facts. Mr. Plotkin thcn explained 1t more fully. 

MR. BARRY: "I come from that D1strict and r woule! 11k/) to ask some of 
thoae pco!,le who appellt'ed before the Comm1ttee a !'ew quest10ns." He 
sa1d the rcs1dents are bounded to the south and north by apot'tment 
hvuSCG an:! thc builcH.ne; of apartlllent houscs would not only g1ve work 
to thc reoldents of Stamford, but aleo much needed hous1ng when they 
wer~ reMy for occupancy. He ;ncnt 10ned a nearby school and ~a1d I "I 
am wondering 1f a school 1sn't Just AS no1sy and b01ster~Js IlS the 
C"r.cu,Jants of sn ap:.rtment house." 

Mr. Kelly asked how much Ilereage the proposed s1te would occupy. 

VOTE ~aken on Mr. Plotkin'o motion to reject the proposed Ilmendment 
to the ~la9ter Plan. CARJlIED, 31 in favor anel 3 opposod. 

Re: Appeal of J. Michael Cantore, et ale from dec1sion of Zoning 
Bourd, d1snpprovlng cfianr;c ' 1n 2onlnr; Map: 

MR. PLOTKIN stnted that thc Plann1ng Board had approved the change, 
but the Zon1ng Board has tur~led it down. He said: "Th1a 10 an nppeal 
by the Appell~nt to the BCllrd of RepreDentative3 to e1ther Ilpprove or 
reject. thQ deciSion of the Zoninr; Board. Ho rend thc Zoning Doard's 
M1nutes of November 28, 1955, whie:l is part, above referred to as 
"Appcndix #2". He also read the agreement between t·he Church and the 
Appellant and explained thc reaaons for thc Comm1ttoe'e approval of 
the amendment to the Zoning Map. 

MR. PLOTKIN MO\~D that thp. proposed amendment to the Zoning Map be 
APPROVED. Seconded by ~Ir. Freder1cks. 

~m. CZUPKA: "As Cha1rman of the Planning and Zon1ns Comm1ttee, I wieh 
to statc that my Committee concurs in the recommendat1ons of the Joint 
Comm1ttee and urse thc Doc.rd take this under conSideration." 

MR. lUlOADES: "It would seem that the argumenta of the Zon1ng Board are 
not strong enQugh 10 this casc." 

MR. TOPPING: "Ord1r,arlly I would support the Zon1og Board, but ~. !'I v1ew 
of the fact that the Church supports th1s proposed amendment, I w11l 
aupport the change at th1s part1cular time and 1n th1s part1cular c8se.· 

VOTE taY'n on Mr. Plotk1n's motion to APPROVE proposcd amendment to 
Zoning Map. C~RRIED unanimously. 

Mr. Plotk1o presented the following progrese report on the proposed 
Bu1ld ing Code I 

REPORT OF LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE 

J I; I, ;TWo moetings of the Leg1s1ative & Rules Comm1ttee were held 1n December 
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195~ for the purpose of tonatderlng prospective amendments to th~ 
proposed new Stamford nullding Code. Wlth but a very few exceptlons 
thc3e amendments eons 1st of provlslons oC partlcular local slgnl
ficance whlch had been prcvl00Je:, paeeed by the Doard of Repreeent
atives ae ar..en<:lmento t·o the eXistinG Bu1l1ing Code. The cxceptions 
were changes to clarl!'y the phraeeology- of 11 epcc1fic provleion of 
the Code. . 

The flrst meeting was held at 8:15 P.M. Thuroday evening, December 8, 
1955, in thc Mayor's office, City Hall. Chnirman Plotkln presided. 
PreDcnt were MeEsrD. Daker, Mclaugh1tn, Ra1ter1 an~ RUBBell. Absentr 
Mr. Kj11cen. Also attcnding to aoeiat the Committee were Mr. Arthur· 
V. SWinr.crton, Dullcli .. g Official, his Deputy, Mr. Carl Tobyaneen and 
Aseistant Fire Chicf DenskY. The meeting adjourned at 12:40 A. M. 

The oecond meeting was held at 8:15 P. M. TUesday evening, December 
2(, . 1955. in the Clerk'a offlee, City Hall. Chairmnn Plotkin pre
sided. The attendance was the same a5 noted above, except for Mr. 
Mclaughlin, who was ill, and Mr. Tobyhansen. The meeting adjourned 
at 12:25 A. M. 

After full diecussion entered into by oll preecnt, the amendments 
act forth in the attachment to this report were approved by the Com
mittee for inclusion in the proposed new Stamford Building Code. 

There remains to be consid~,'ed the text of Section 100 "Administra
tion" an') of Section 116 "Plumbing' and Oas P1ping". During the con
sid~raticn of the latter, Mr. Caporizzo, PlumbinG Inspsctor, will 
attend to assist the Committee. 

Upon the completion of the above, the entire proposed new Stamford 
Building Code Ni11 ~e presented to the Board of Repreeentative8 for 
appropriate action. 

Approved: 

Respectfully submitted 

E. B. BAltER 
Clerk 

PAUL PLQTKlH, Chairman. 
January 3, 1~56 

Pase 11t 

"" 

AMENDMENTS TO BUIWDlO COPE, AS APPROVED 
BY lEGISLATIVE &: RULES COMMITTEE FOR 

DlCWSION IN PROPOSED NEW STAMFORD 
BUILDDlO CODE. 

Section 105 

Delete present parngraph 1 and substitute the following I 
1. Fire District Sub-Divisions. 

To control types of construction based on the inherent 
fire hazard of use groups of buildings, the munioipal 
authority shall establish fire district l'mUs to 
inc1udo all the zonee designated as business and 
lndustrial zoneD, as nOM 1n effect or as the same 
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Page 171 

Page 17: 

Page lll: 

page 161 
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may be arr.euded hereafter. 

Paragraph ~. Con:!tl'uction Withln the Fire Limits; in the 
th lrd line insert :;h~ following "or unprotected metal con· 
el.ructi:m, except one or two family frame dwellings whl.ch 
are to b~ \Ised for residential p,urposell only", between the 
words "construction" and "shall'. Also insert "or ;mpro
tected met",1" between the words "frame" and "constrl.etion" 
in sixth line. -

Delete present paraGraph 6 and substitute the following: 
Drop awnings securely attached to buildings below the window 
sills of tt~ second story may extend beyond the str~et line 
not more than 2/3 of the width of the sidewalk but not 
nearer than two feet to the curb line, provided thpt they 
nrc not 1,~st than seven feet above the sidewalk at nll 
pOints and provided that they have no lettering or adver-
t lsing of any kind there on. 

Prencnt parr.gr·aph 7 (b) - delete tl.e word "protected" and 
put period after "750 sq. feet in area" and delete balance 
of parngra ph • 

Add to present pnragraph 7. Accessory Buildings, the follot'
in6 : 
(el De~ached dwc:1ings on lots that are not used in any way 
for other ~Irpos e a than dwellings and their usual aceessories 
ns permitted by ~h~ building code or zoninG regulations 
aha11 be allowed. 
(f) Greenhou~e9 of unprotected metal not more than flfteen 
(15) feet in height. 
Add n0W par~grap~o 6 and 9 as follows: 
6. Prefabricated metal lunch waGons shall be subject to 
approval of the building official. 
9. Lumber Yards-No building, structure or premises within 
the fire l~mits shall hereafter be occupied or used as a 
lumber yard, cooperage, or place for the storage of new or 
seeon~ hand lumber, empty pac~ing boxes or Bimi1ar flammable 
material, nor as a sawmill, feed, flour or grain mill, eX
cept after approval of the location by the building official 
and the firc chief. 

PageD 16, 12: Present paragraphs 6-9-10-11 and 12 shall be changed to 
10, 11, 12, 13 and 14. 

Page 19: 

I' • I "i 

Under Bub-paragraph (b) Attached Private Garages, delete thA 
following !~ third and feurth lines "sr.parating the garage 
spnce from the dwellings" and ndd thc following nt the end 
of the paragraph "or having a metal sill with interlocking 
weatheratrippinc; nt the sill." 
Delete (2) under sub-paragraph (b) and change (3) to (2). 
Delete present paragraph 13. 
/.dd ·the following: ' 
15. Resldence buildings of frame construction, within or with~ 
out the fire limits, shall not exceed two and one-half (2-
1/2) stories above grade or thirty-five feet in height, 
provided that dwelling units shall not be permitted above 
the second floor. . 
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16. Within the fire l!mits, ron frame building now designed 
or inte.,deJ fer l1ving purposes, shall be altered in
to or used for bu~inese or inductrial purposes, or 
occupj.ed by mora famllies than would be perm1tted !n a 
new tlullding of the sam"! construction except that 
within such l1mits eXisting frame bulldings may oe 
altered into or uscd for Ilrofessional scrvices, and 
office purpos~1 not involving the direct sale nr mnnu
t'acturing of products. The bulldinr, official shall 
not issue a building p"rmit for any such alteration 
until he is ontistied from an inspection of the plans 
for the proposcd alteration that tho interests of 
public safety arc preserved. The buildins offtcial 
shall likewlae not 10sue a certificate of occup~ncy un
til he i, satisfied that in such alterstion or use the 
interc.str. of publ1c safety arc preserved. The local 
fire marshal shall insp~ct or cause to be inspected, 
ct lca~t nnee ench calendar year and as often as may 
be neccseary in the interest of public safety, all 
buUdings coming under th1s pnrbgraph, and in eacn 
case shall satisfy himself that there exists no hazard 
to life safety from fire. Upon failure of nn owner or 
occupant to abate such hazard within a reasonable 
period .,f tin;" as specified by the Ure marshal, the 
fire marshal shall notify the city prosecutor nnd suoh 
own~r or occu~ant shall be subject to a fine of not 
more than two hundred dollars. 

Section 106 

Page 191 Revise present paragraph 1 aD follows I 

Page 201 

In everyone and two family dw~lling there shall be at least 
two exits remote from cach other for each apartment, pro
vided that halls and stairways shall be not less than three 
feet--------etc. 

First sentence under Table 4 shall rend aD followsl 'Winders 
shall not be permitted except for stairs of an ornamental 
character, having a width of not less than tour feet. The 
treads of winder3, excluSive of nosing, shall have a width 
of not loss than six inches at every point and not more than 
ten inch average width". 

Paragraph 5. Exit Dooro. Add at end of present paragraph 
the following: "No door shall bo hung so as to proJect, when 
fully opened, beyond the f~ce of the bullding". 

Page 20: Delete present paragraph 6. Retail stores. 

Page 201 All subsequent paragraphs to be re-numbered in sequence. 

Pagc 21: Delete old paragraph 10 and substitute thc following I 
"All <lellars or basements shall have exits affording direct 
aeceDS to a court or yard without passage thr~lgh the build
ing" . 

o 

o 
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Puge 231 
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Add new pa~ar.~aph 11 From Rooms. 
Every room havin!> an area exceedir,g rive hundred (500) 
B'Iuare reet or occup1ed by mere than twentl' pereolUl 8hall 
have at lellst two doorways rem~te rrom each other, leading 
to an exit or exitB or into other rooms rrom which there is 
egress to an exit or exite. 

hection 107 

Present p~ragraph 6 revisa 2nd eentence to readl 
"The installation ~hall in no case be erected neaNr to the 
lot line nor nearer to electric power linee than the total 
he i~ht or the antennae structul'e nor shall encroach-- ----
etc • 

Section 108 

Page 23: Preoer.t par:lgraph 1. (b) "change 3 ell",are reet to 4 aquare 
tact U • 

Pase 24: 

Page 241 

Revi~e present ~Ilragraph 5. Fcund&tion Walls, 08 rollowsl 
Inaert between 'inch" and "roundation" in rourth line 
"poured concrete"; delete in the same line "briciC veneered II 
and add "constru'ltion" arter "rrl!me". 5th line, change 
"cav1ty walls" to hollow block". 

Revise present paragraph 5 (b) as rollewe: 
Cha.lge Tit le to: "hollow or Poured Concrete". 
Change rirst sentence to read: 
'~hp.n not more than 5 reet deep, pcured concrete walle ehall 
be not less than 8 inches thick nor hollow b.lock walls less 
than 10 inches thick; and When more than 5 rcet belOW grade, 
poured concrete walls shall be not leas than 10 inches 
thick nor hollow block less than 12 inches thick". 
Dp.lete the second sentence. 

Section 109 

Pages 26-27-28: 

\.. 

Page 32: 

Arter each or the head1ngs "Thble 6", "Table 7" and "Table 
8" add the words "M1nimum Fiber Stress _ 1200 lbs.". 

Add new · paragraph 11 (g): 
"No person shall construct, or cause to be cOllstructed, or 
allow to r~ma1n, any spout or drain rrom any building or 
any drainage or run ~tf rrom any driveway or premises in 
such a manner that water, Doll, grd.vel or other .debr1B there
rrom will dischargo upon and over any sidcl'alll within the 
corporate limito or the City or Stamrol'd". 

Sect10n 110 

Page 34: Revise 
Change 

preaent para~ra~ 7 tr) Cellar ColumnH ae rollowsl 
sec:md word in' to or". 
the words "except when" and tlle balance or the Delete 



Page 35: 

PaGe ~6: 

Pafie ~,. : 
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paragraph "0 tha t. par~[;raph 101111 <!nCl with w(lrd "leve 1" • 

~on 112 

Revise v,r&scnt paragreph 1 (a) to end sentence "i th the word 
"lin ing' in fifth line. 

Section llJ 
Paragraph 2 ( a ) Delete entlre paragraph. 

Re -nutT.he r paragraphs 3 and 4 to 2 and 3. 

Revise first .entence of v,reaent paragraph 3 at' fo11o>ls: 
Delete worda "solid" and 'liquid". 
Add Word "central" before "heat". 
Add worda "and smokepipes therefor" after word "appl1".nces". 
On third line de lcte the words "and" !lnd "not less than 48 
incheD at the" 
Delete last aentence of present paragraph 3 entirely. 

PaGe 38 : Pa"agraph 3 - Delet~ the entire table on "Reduced Wall and 
Ce 11ing C lenrances". 

P::Ige 38: 

Page 31): 

L 

Paragraph 3 (a) - delete entirely the first. three items ln 
the t::lble, 1. e. boilers -with water jackets, boilers with 
aabesto~ cemont and not air heaters. 

Pa r ngr::lph 3 (a) - Revise the laat sentence l:y deleting "in 
a,cordance With" and the balance of thc sentence and sub
stituttng therefor "with t.he approval of the Fire Depart
ment ". 

Page 40: Delete the entire paragraph 6 (b) except the Title a~d sub
stitute the fo11owirg: 

PaoSe 52: 

'\ ~ ': I 

"The installation of 011 burning equipment shall be in 
accordance with the provisions of the "Regulations for the 
Instalktion of 011 Burning Equipment" of the National Board 
of Fire Underwriters (NO. 31) or in accordance with the rules 
and r egulations of the Department of State Police (Conn.). 

Section 119 

Add new paragraph 4 as follows: 
"Installation of electrical work by owner. 
All electrical work installed by home owner ahall comply with 
the requirem~ntA of this code and in such event the word 
"homeowner" shall be substituted for the word "electrician" 
throughout t!;~ code. No pe,'mit for the installation of 
electricity by the home owner shall be granted until he has 
satisfied the Building Department t~at he is qualified. - No 
p'rmlt for installation of electrical ·.~ork by home owner ncr 
any certificate of compliance of installation of electrical 
work by home owner shall be ~ssued to any individual home 
owner tlhich involveu more than one premises during any five 
year period". 

Section 116 

o 

o 

L 
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Page 481 

rage 411 

Page 1121 

Page 421 
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Add new pano;raph. 4 aa follows: 
"installat ion nf plumbing 1'y c~er. All Plumbing inatalled 
by home owner ahall comply with the requirements of this 
code nnd in suoh event the word ''home owner" shl\ll be dub· 
stituted for tho,! t.ord "plumber" thl'oushout tho code. No 
permit for installation of ,lumbing by home owner shall be 
granted unt1l he has sat1sfied the Building Department that 
he is so qualified. No permit for installation of plumbing 
by home owner nor any certificate of compliance of installa
tion of plumbir,g by home owner shall be iaslled to any in
dividual home owner which involves m~re than one premises 
.during any t1vc year pariod. 

Section 114 

Revise paragraph 1 (b) a8 follows: 
In aeeont: line betllleen figure "70" and "feet" inoert the 
word "square". Change p,eriod at end of sentence to comma 
and add the follodns: 'and shall have a clear height of not 
lees th~n 7 1/3 feet for at least their required floor area. 
At least OM ,·oom in every apartment hereafter created shall 
have a floor area of not loss than one hundred and fifty 
(150) square feet". 

Paragraph 1 (d) delete first sentence and substitute the 
following: "Nr, habitable room ,t.all be located so that the 
finished flo~r surface is below the finished grade level at 
ita loweDt point ". 

Paragraph 5. Delete entire paragraph and sub~t1tute the 
following: Crawl spaces. Under all habitable areas there 
eh311 be not less than three (3) feet of space between the 
underside of the floor timbers and the ground. The ground 
area of tho cr~wl space must be leveled off and covered 
with not less than two (2) inches of concrete. The crawl 
epaee under buildings or structures must be ventilated. 
Ho~ever, a flrepro~f floor may be built directly on the 
ground" • 

ADD NEW SECTION 121 . 

Page 541 Signs and Outdoor Display Structures. 

I·"'·~ 

t. Pennit 
(a) No display Sign shall be erected, or attached to, 

sU8pen~ed trom or supported on a building or structure un
til a permit for the same has been issued by the building 
official. 

(b) Commercial outdoor advertising signs shall be in 
accordance with the rules and reg.Jlations of the Depal'tment 
or State Poliee. 

2. Alterations. 
No display Sign shall hereafter be altered, rebuilt or 
enlarged, oxtended or reo located exeept in contormity 
with the provisions ot this code. 
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3. Wall S1ens. 
D1splay 81gn~ ~la~ed ageinat the exterior walle or bu11d-
1ng shall nllt extend rnore than e1ght 1nche8 outside or 
thi! wall burl'ace. Such signs shaH not exceed rorty 
square reot 1n ar~a: unless rnade or incombuet1hle rnater
lals, prov1ded that mould1nGs, cappings and rnovsble 
lettEira may be or woOd. They shall not extend beyond 
the top or cnds of the wall surface on which thcy bre 
placed. 

4. Project1ng s1gns. 
D1splay signs, fastened to, suspended frorn or supported 
by a bu11d1ng or Atruoture 00 as to proJect therefrom at 
an sngle, shall not ba perm1tted. 

5. Roof S1;;ns. 
D1splay s 1cns that are plMed above or supported on the 
top of a bu11d1ng or structure shall be constructed of 
1ncombust1ble mater1als, prov1ded that mould1ngs and 
capp1nGD may be of wood. Such s1ens shall be set back 
at least eiGht reet from the street line or bu11ding 
11ne shall be not more than twenty-f1ve feet hi~h above 
that part of the roof on tlh1eh they rest. An open spaoe 
of not less than s1x feet shall be mainta1ned below the 
bottom of the 8ign, except for necessary vert1cal sup
ports • 

6. Loeat 10n . 
No display s1gn shall be 00 pl~ced as to obstruct or 
1nterfere with a required doorway or other requ1red 
mecns of egress or w1ndow open1ng. 

7. Stab1l1ty. 
Display SiGns shall be so construoted that they w1ll 
w1thstand a w1nd pressure 1n acc~rda~ce w1th the pro
v1sions of M1nimUM Dos1gn Loads 1n Bu11d1ngs (A58.l-l9~5) 
Sect.1on 5-5 "Signs," and w111 bo otherw1sc structually 
~are, and shall be aecurely anchored or otherw1sc fast
ened, Buspended or supported that they w111 not be a 
menace to persons, or property. 

8. Illum1nat10n. 
D1splay s1gns illuminated by electric1ty or equ1pped in 
any way with electric dev1ces or app11ances shall, with 
respeot to w1r1ng and spp11ances, be subjeot to the 
approval of and oontrol of the bu11d1ng department. 

9. orounc:!1ng. 
Adequate provia10ns shall be made for grounding metallic 
parts of roof s1gns exposed to 11~htning. 

Note: Por further information, see Zon1ng Regulat10ns. 

AppOintments Comm1ttee: 

Mr. Oeorgou118, Chairman, stated that hie Comn\ttee had 
interv1ewed all the Mayor's apPointees, w1th the eKo.p~1on 

o 

o 
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ef Mr, Luke M3lloy, and Mr. Daniel Hickey, who would bu interviewed 
and a report ready by the l'ebrunry meoting of the Board.. • , ' . 

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED that the nnn.eB of Luke Malloy and Daniel Hickey 
be referred back to Committee. Seconded by Mr. Watp.rbury and CARRIED 
unanimou31y, ' 

Mr. Georgoulis stated that his Committee had met on Dece~ber 16, 1955 
a~d agreed on the date of ~cemher 20, 1955 as the day to conduct 
intp.rviews, o~artinG at 5 P.M. nnd mailed out qu~'tionnairea to all 
appointees, the information obtained from the qucstionnalres to serve 
as a basis for the i~,tervlewB. lie stated they met on Dccembo:-r 20th 
a& agreed, but had to muct agnin on December 27, 1955. The following 
candidntes were interviewed, 18 in all: 

Corporation Counsell 
Commiosioner of 

Public Works: 
Commis sioner of 

Ftnance 

Zoning Board: 
Planning Board: 

Zoning Board of 
Appealo: 

Personnel CommisGion: 
Board of Tax Reviewl 
F1.\b 11c We lfare 

Commi9sion: 
BoarG of Taxation: 
Board Of Recreation: 
Sewer Commiosion: 
Park Commission: 

Mr. John M. Hanrnhnn 

Mr. Patrick J. Searella 

Mr. Thomao MOI'rissey, Jr. 
I 
Mr. Fred C. Noble 
.Mr. Rnlph A. Rich 
Mr. John J. Denham 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Samuel Gordgn 
Herbcrt C. R1ce 
Samuel M. Picciallo 

Mr. I'~ul DuBois 
Mr. Paul Kllnkowski 
Mr. Alexander Klahr 
Mr. Edward Carey 
Mr. John ~. Power 
Mr. Robert B. Nolan 
MI'. John A. ScalZi, Jr. 
Mr. Thorne Sherwood 
~rs. 3indley M. Gillespie 

In the absence of Mrs. Pentt, Alternate Tell!!r, ti,e CHAm appointed 
Mr. Hearing to serve in h~r placo. 

Vote was tak'," by secret ballot' on all the appointments, Tellers 
Topping and Banlcow3ki and Alternate Tellers Giuliani and Hearing 
paooing out and collecting the balloto. 

MR. GEORGOULIS read his Committee report on the interview of Mr. John 
Hanrahan ror appointment as Corporation Counscl and MOVED for approval. 
Seconded by Mr. l1aerides. CIIRRIED, 18 votin" in fayor and 17 oppolled. 

MR. OEORGOULIS rea:! his Committee report" on the interview of Mr. 
Thomas Morr1ssey, Jr., for apPointment as Commissioner of Finan~e and 
MOVED for approval. Seconded by Mr. MacridcB. LOST, 15 in favor and 
20 oPPoBed. ' 

1m. GEORGOULIS read his Committce report on the interview of Mr. 
Patrick J. Scnrella for appointment as CommiB8ioner of Public Works. 
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Seconde:! by Mr. Macrides ~"d CARRIED. 29 1n tavor and 6 apposed. 

MR. OEOROOULIS read hie Committee report on the interview at Mr. Froa 
C. Noble all a mCP'.ber of the Zun1 .• g Board. Seaondod br Kr. Waterbul')' 
and CARRIED, 31 in. favor and 4 opposed. 

MR. OEOROOULIs read his Committee report on the 
Ralph Rich, as a member of the Planning Board. 
lind CARRIED, 28 in favor and 1 opposed. 

interview of Mr. 
Seeended by Mr. Baker 

MR. OEOROOULlS read hie Committee report on the interview at Mr. John 
J. Den~au. as a member of the Planning Board. Seconded by Mr. Water
burl and CARRIED, 33 in ravor and 2 oppooed. 

I 

MR. GEOROOULIS read hi~ Committee report on the interview at '1'. 
Samuel Oordon, aa a member of the Zoning Board of Appeals. Seoonded 
by Mr. Macrides and CArolIED, 30 in favor and 4 oppelled. 

MH. OEOROOULIS read his Committee report on the interview of Mr. 
Samuel P1cc1allo, as a Dlember of the Board of Tax Review. Seconded 
by Mr. Kelly and LOST, 19 opposed and 16 in favor. 

MR. OEOROOULIS read his Committee report on the interview of Mr. Paul 
DuBoi8 as a member of the P~blic Welfare Commission. Seconded by Mr. 
Baker an~ CARRIED, 34 in fa\Jr and 1 opp08e~. 

MR. OEOROOULI8 read his Committee report on the 1nterview Df Mr. Paul 
Klinkowski, ao a member of ~he Board of Taxation. Soconde4 by Mr. 
Fredericka and CARRIED, 34 in favor and 1 opposed. 

MR. OEOROOULIS r~ad hia Committee roport on tho .interview at Mr. 
Alexander Klahr as a member of the Board of Recreation. Seoonded by 
Mr. Waterbury and CARRIED. 34 1n tavor and 1 opposed. 

MR. OEORGOULIS read his Committee report on the interview of Mr. 
Herbert C. Rice I\S a nlembe:o or the Pe:'solme 1 Comm1ao ion. Seconded by 
Mr. M~erides and CARRIED, 25 in tavor and 10 opposed. 

MR. OEOROOULIS read h1s Committee report on the 1nterview of Mr. Ed
ward Carey as a member of the Sewer Commilliion. Seconded by Mr. Pred
ericka and CARRIED, 34 in fevor and 1 opposed. 

~. OEOROOULIS read his Committee report an the 1nterview at Mr. John . 
P. Power ae a member of the Park Commission. Seconded by Mrs. Zuokert 
and CARRIED, 34 in favor Bnd 1 opposed. . 

MR. OEOROOULIS read h1" Committee report on the interview or Mr. Rob
ert B. Holan ae a mamber of the Park Commission. Seconded by Mr. 
Nolan and CARRIED, unanimously. . 

MR. OEORG~LIS read hie Committee report on the 1nterview at Mr. John 
Soalli. as a member of the Park Commission. Seconded by Mr. Kelly 
and CARRIED, 34 · in fBvor and 1 oppoaed ~ 

MR. OeOROOULIS read his Committee report on the interview at Mr. 
~orne Sherwood as a member of tho Park Commi8sion. Seconded by Mr. 
Huizlnga and CARRIED, ·unanimously. 

1 ~ .. ": 1 
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MR. GEORGOULjS read his (~~~ittee report on the interview of Mrs. 
Binney Glllesp'le ns a membe::- of' the P:lrk Comm'.9sioll. Seconded by 
Mr. Kelll' and CilRRIED, 3.3 in favor and 2 opposed. 

~ic Works Gommittee: 

Mr. Topping, Chairman, preocntod tho followinc report of hie Com
mlttee: 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 
STAMFORD BOARD OF liF.l'RESENTATIVE.<: 

Janun:oy 3, 1956 

11 postponed meetinG was held on December 26, J955. Members present 
were Al~n Ketchem, ilnthony Kolich and Thomas Toppin~. 

illan Ketcham rep~rtcd on the drnlnage problem at Fenwny Street. The 
p~1sent drain plpe is inadequate when there is a heavy rainfnll. Mr. 
Ketchem dlscus~ed th!.s problem with Mr. White, the City Englneer, who 
atated that the Public Works Department hna plana to lncrc.ase the 
aize of plpe an~ extend it to the playing field of the Stamford Hlgh 
School. Se-feral easemento have to be secured firat, however. 

Another factor whlch ohould improve the drnlnage in this aren la a 
plan of the Doard of Education to aocure and develop ten acrea of 
land in the sam~ vlc lnity. 

Thls Committee wiahos to make recommendations concerning certain items 
on the Ag~nda for thia meeting as fol10wo: 

1. $21,000- Stralghtening, wldcning and deepening We~tcott Cove. 

Recommend this be approved. 

2. *2,610 - To cover aa1ary increases, Code ~!3.1 Bureau of 
Par.ka: 

CoGe 413D.l Bureau of Tt'r.ca • 

Recommend that these be def~rred until the Park Commission 
has the opportunlty to make its rocommendation. 

Code 416.1 Du!ldlng Bureau 

Recomnend that this be approved. 

4. $12,000 - Code 441.12 - Inata11ation, repair and care of Fire 
Hydrants. 

Recommend that this be approved. 

9. ~-',500 - Code 441.12 Hydrants, new and replacemente, Diet. 1. 

Recommend thnt thi8 be approved. 

Respectfully submitted, 

THOMAS J. TOPPING, Chairman 
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ALAN H. !ETCHAM 
ANTHONY \tOLICH 

Health II: Protection Committ~e: 

MR. HlLANO, Chairman, read the following 
MOVED that it be referred to the Mayor. 

report of his Committoe and 
Seconded by Mr. Longo and 

CARRIED unan1mously: 

RE: BOAT D/.SIN, DYKE PARlC - Intter datpd 11/14/55 

The Health and Protection Committee met at the Safety Cen
ter on Wednesday, December 21, 1955, in reference to a lett~r re
ceivnd from Mrs. Katherine Kaminski Sliwonik to the Boar~ of 
Representattvee and this Committee on the dan~erous conditions 
that oxist at the Boat Basin at Dyke Park. This Committee feels 
that this matter should be brouGht to the attention of the Mayor 
and the Public Works Department. 

JOSEPH P. HILAriO, chairman 
FRilNK JONGO 
THO~lJ\S KILLF.EN 
ROBERT ImIIS 

RE: POLICE DEPT., "CCIDENT SQUAD - Letter c.Illted 11/14/55 

The health and Protection Committee met at the Safety 
Center on Wednesday, December 21, 1955, with Chief Kinoella, of 
the Polic~ Department, in reference to a letter recelved from Mrs. 
Katherine F~minski Sliwonik to the Board of Representatives and 
this Committee. 

Chief Kinsella assured us that all the men assigned to the 
Accident Squad are capable and traln~d men in aJministcring 
First A1d. 

Reference to letter dated 
November 14, 1955 

Planning II: Zon1ng Committee I 

JOSEPH P. MILANO, Chairman 
FRANK LONGO 
THOMAS KILIBEN 
ROBERT LEWIS 

Mr. Czupka spoke briefly and said' the report of his Committee had 
been offered previously under a combined repnrt of the joint meeting 
of the IP.zislative II: Rules Committee and Planr.ing and Zoning Com
m1ttee, neld December 29, 1955. (For rsport sec Leg1alatlve II: Rules 
Committee) , 

Pub11c Welfare II: Recreation Committee I 

Mr. Kelly, Chairman, presented the following report: 

[ 
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The Welfare and Recrr'r,tt on Committee met on Tuesday evening, 
D~cp.mber 20, 1955, in the Law Library of the Town Clerk's oCfice 
at B:oo P.M. All me~bero being prUDent, with the exc~ption of 
l~r. Jack McLaughlin, who waF confined to hiH home with a cold. 

The letter' concerning the dangerous c;ondition existing at the Dyke 
Park Eont ba~in. which was referred to the Committee for a report 
on the action that should be taken to oliminate said condition, 
was discusscd. Your Chairman v1sited tho Dyke Park and reported 
that definite a~tion should be taken to eliminate this hazardoul 
condition. 

Tole Committee fee:s that the Public Works Department should be 
notified of the many complaints poming into the Board, requesting 
that the City make the area safe for cars to park and safe for 
the boat owners to use and w~uld like to ask that our Secretary 
notify the Mayor and Mr. Scarella to request that 8om~thing be 
done about it as soon as possible, and I so MOVE. 

STEPHEN E. KELLY, Cha1rman 

r1r. Kelly's motion WIlS seconded by Mr. Wynn and CARRIED unanimously. 

RE: Letter dated Dec. 12 1 from Mr. John L. DeForest reoented 
:a~t~t~e~*c*c~en~c~r~~~~1ff.~m~c~tin6 of the Board 0 ReprosentatiVos see 

".' Ninutes) (Referred to Rea k 0 ec on 
~~Tr~~~=.rTT~~o~r~s~C~ommlttec and Public Welfare & Recreation 

Mr. Kelly aske~ for p~rmisoion to present a report of his Committee 
on this matter at a later date and MOVED that it be re-committed to 
Committee. Seoonded ~y Mr. Huizin~a and CARRIED unanimously. 

Board of Education Committee: 

MR. MACRIDES, Chairman, presented a verbal report. He said his Com
mittee had m~t on December 17, 1955. ~ith the following members pre
sent: John C. Macrideo, William J. Brett, Edward C. Czupka, Charles A. 
Gilbert, Dr. John R. Lilliendahl being absent. 

He stated that the future meetings of the Committee would be held at 
7 P.M. on the last Tuesday before the regular meeting of the Board of 
Repreoentat1ves. 

The meet inC was an organization meeting. to decide on what procedure 
would be follow~d in the future. He stated they decided they would 
act as liaison between our Board and the Board of Education. Mr. 
Macrides was in9truc~ed to contact Mr. Henry F. Nolan, Chairman of the 
Board of Education and arrange to have him attend their next meeting, 
with the ide>\ or having him go over last year's audit 1n order to get an 
idee of :. '''' the appropriations which wcre made for tile Bo>ard of 
Educat10n compared with the actual expenditures. 

He aleo stated they intended to get in touch with the heads of various 
City departments and find out if there 1s anything in the line of 
education that at:fecta their depar'tments. 

MR. KAMnlSKI requested that the Committee tackle the Board oC Edu
II;: ' .. ,,, 
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ca~10n budget with tho Fiecnl Comm~ttee. 

Mr. Macrides ft~id they would be glad to do 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE M.WOR: 

The following letters were prenented: '. 

so. 

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONN. 

Mr. Oeorge V. Connors, President 
Board of Rcpresentntiv~B 

Dear Mr. Connorsl 

I would ~ ike to submit the name of 

~'r. John Hognn 
Den Road 
Stamford, Conn. 

Jan. 3, 1956 

I . 

• 

to your Doard of Represcntat1vca for appointment to the 
ZONING BOARD, term to expire December 1, 1959. 

Mr. Hogan is a member of the Dcmocr~t1c Party. 

Very truly yours, 

THOMAS F. J. QUIGLEY, Mayor 

The letter was referred to the ApPointments Comm1tteo for attent1on. 

CITY OF STIIMFORD, CONN. 

Mr. Oeorge V. Connors 
Board of Representatives 

Dear Mr. Connors: 

Jan. 3, 1956 

Attached herewith please find copy of a letter 
addressed to you, through my of rice, from Mr. 
Eastburn, Assistant to the Pres1dent of the New 
York A1rways. 

Enclosure 

NEW YORK IIIRWAYS, INC. , , .' ' " 

Yours very truly, 

THOMAS P. J. QUIO LEY, Mayor 

I 
December 30, 1955 

o 

o 



o 

o 

L 
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The Hon. Thomas F. J. Q'j1g1ey, Mayor 
The /lon. Benjam1n CO'l' Ol'S, Chmn., Bd. of Representatives 
The Board of Represantat 1vcs 
The Board of F1nenc( 
The Plann1ng Board 

C1t:' of Stamfor-d 

Dcar Sir: 

New York Airways will be glad to have you as their guest on 
helicopter demonstration flights between 2 and 4 P.M. on 
Sunday, January 15th. 

Toese flights wi!l take place from the Stamford Heliport. Six 
can be accof'lmodated upon each flight over the city. 

We will be pleased to know the approximate number who wo~ld 
like t o tak~ su~h ~ flight. 

Should the weather be unfavorable, January 22nd will be the 
Altern3te date. 

I would suggest that the Stamford Police Department be the 
in!'ormation center should the weather be ,narg1nal, and we 
\'1111 contact them should weather interfere with the proposed 
flights. 

Sincerely yours, 

aLEll B. EASTBURN 
Assistant to the President 

COM~1UNICATIONS FRO~1 OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUt.IS: 

The following letter was presented: 

THE CITY COURT OF STAMFORD, CONN. 

December 30, 1955 

Mr. John C. 14acride8 
Clerk, Board of Representatives 
255 Bedford Street 
'Stamford, Conn. 

Dear John: 

Through inadvertence, I did not answer an earlier letter from the 
Doard of Representatives rcquest~ng an opinion from me on how legis
lation regarding the st oppage of traffic f or school buses arc con
cerned, !\lth0ugh this question is not otrict!y I(ithin my province, I 
shall be :',.ppy to give you the results of my pxamination of the facts 
and of the law., 

The 1955 Public Acts, Chapter 322, 
bus painted, constructed, equipped 
vidcd, which io regularly used for 
from school and school activities" 

i ' ;. ' f I 

defines school bus as "any motor 
and registered as thereinafter pro
transporting school cnildren to and 

It further provides that "no 



1059 Janu:!ry 3. 1956 

vehicle sh:!ll be re(;ister' .c as a 3ch<>01 bus unless it complie s with 
all rnnu::rements of this act as to color, markillgs. equipment and in
spect ion". Thto" require."~nts provide for an ol'ange color and certajn 
'1Iarkin[;s and oi;;ns giving war:-ln:. to operators of other vehlcles. 1'he 
~ct stat~s t~,at tht:' l'r Clvlslons requirinG other vehicles to stop at the 

5 1;n31 of an operator of a rnGistcred school bus shall not apply to 
the s lenal by the operator of any v£hicle not registered as a 5chool 
tuo and not havinG the color. etc . , identifications. 

Wl.th r~spect to the buses used by The Connecticut Company for trans
pert1ng sch?ol children. I am informed that the Board of Education 
docs not contract with ',he Connecticut Company for the usc of specific 
bus.~s. but instead has an arrangement whereby bus tickets are sold 
directly to the school children or are pm'chased by the 8ch;)01s and 
Jlstributcd to school children, which tickets entitle school children 
io ride any bU3 of The Connccticut Comp:!ny until 4:00 P.M •• as well 
as durinG church and Sunday S<:hool hours. Thc buses on which the 
8c •• 001 children ridc carry the dcsignation, "Rogers School". etc., 
but they arc al~o uGed by adults . 

It would appear to me that the buses used by The Connectlcut Company 
do not fall within the definltlon of "School bus" In the Public Acts 
and. therefore, are not requlred to be registered. painted, etc. 
Such being the case. the provisions reqUiring other vehicles to stop 
will not apply to a siGnal t .; operators of Tht:' Connecticut Company 
buses. and the Police Depar',:nent haa no way of enforcing such pro
vis ions. 

The Public Acts further provide that any motor vehicle . other than a 
regist('red scho.,l bUD. when used Cor the tran3portation of school 
children. may display signe of a size approved by the Commissioner of 
Mntor Vehicle s on the front and rear of such vehicle exhibited with 
the words "school bUs"; but they cannot use the words "stop" or "stop 
or. signa)". 

I'; would appear to me that the pl'oblcr:t must be approacrcd either by a 
~han£!e in legislation or by the Board of Education- confining its pro
visions for transportation of school children to contract buses reg
istered as Buch. 

Very trUly yours. 

JOSEPH J. ZONE 
Prosecuting [,ttern"y 
City Court of Stamford 

MR. PLOTKllI: "I MOVE t.hat the Committee on Education take this under 
advioement to sec what the cost would be to transport all school child
:'en by contract buses." Seconded by Mrs. Bankowski and CARRIED unani
mously. 

BUS llIESS ON THE CA IENDAR : " 

l<!r. C<lnnors gave the following chnnges in the membership of Committees I 

LEGISIATIVE £< RUlES: 

I Mr. Stephen kelly to replnce Mr. Thomas M. Killeen , .: ', , 

o 

D 

D 



o 

,. 
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pu.NNnl~ '" ZONING: 

M:-s. Helen Peatt to :'aplacQ Hr. Thomas J. Topping 

S'rEERllIO COl~NlTTEE: 

To be increased by thl addition of two members: Hrs. Helen Peatt 
and Hr. Vincent Vitti. 

BOARD OF APPEALS: 

~;r. Vincent Vitt i to replac(! ~lr. Eue; (m~ F. Bar.'y. 

Nr. Fredericks pc>intad out that a change In the mcmbership of tha 
Board of Appe:.l~ would require election by the entire Board. 

MR. NOUIN HOVED t:lat this be TABLED unt 11 the next meet ine; of the 
Ho' .rd. Seconded by f.1r. G~ orGoul1B and CARRIED unanimously. t..1 

There being no further buaine9s to come before the Board, Mr. Fred
ericks 140VED fDr ADJOURNHENT At 11:30 P.N. Senonded by ~lr. Oeor6oul1s 
and Cf.RR lED unanimous ly. 

J I.: '.! 

Reapectfully submittad, 

John C. Macrides, Clerk, 
Board of Representatives 


