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A regular lDeeting of tbe Board of Representatives of tbe City of Stamford, Conn. was 
held on W~dnesday, November 7, 1956 in the Cafeteria of the Walter Dolen Jr. High 
School, Tems Ro.,d, Glenbrook. The meeting was called to order by the President, 
Mr . George V. Connor", at 8:10 P. M. 

INVOCATION was given b~bbi Robert J. Marx, of Temple Sinai. 

ROLL CALL was taken by the~erk. Thare were 27 present and 13 absent. The absent 
~embers were: William Brett, Irving Snyder, Mary Bankowski, Vincent Vitti, Salvatore 
Giuliani, Robert Lewis, Eugene Barry, Edward Czupka, Helen Peatt, Charles Bradbury, 
John DeForest . John Lilliendahl and Rutherford Huizinga. 

ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES - Meeting of October I, 1956. 

MR. FREDERICKS called attention to page 1385, fourth line from bottom of page, on 
vote taken re Lakeview Drive and Brook Run Lane. He requested the vote on this be 
changed to raad: liRe-committed to coa:mittee by unanimous vote." 

MR. MACRIDES MOVED that the Minutes, as corrected, be approved. Seconded by Mr. 
Georgoulis and CARRIED unanimously. 

REPORTS OF COMMITI'Ei!S 

Steering Committee: 

Mr. Connors, Chairman, presented the following report of his ~ommictee: 

STEERING COMNITTEE REPORT 
Meeting beld October 22, 1956 

The Steering Commit t ee of the Bo~rd of Representatives met in the Mayor's office, 
City IIdl, at 8 P.l:!. The foll""ling members were present: Alanscn Fredericks, 
J08~ph Iacuvo. Norton Rhoades, Juseph Milano, John Macridc8 , Hulen Peatt, Rutherford 
Huizinga } Clement RDiteri, Jr., George Gecrg~ulis, William Kaminski and George 
Connors, Chairm3n. The absent members were: Stephen Kelly, Robert Lewis, Irving 
Snyder and Vincent Vi tti. Mr. Themas Topping acteu as replacement for Mr. Vitti, 
whc.: is ill. 

The fulluwing communic~tions were acted upon: 

(1) Letter dated October 19, 1956 from Mr . W~lter Wachter, Director, Pl ann i ng and 
Zoning Boards, regarding appeal from decision of ZONING BOARD on application 
of George Grunberger Holding Corp. 

Hef crr ed to t he Legislative & Rules end Pl anning" Zoning Committees . 

(2) Le t te r dnter! October 18, 1956 from Mr. John Hanrahan, Corporation Counsel, i n 
r eply to motion ~3de by Mr. Huizinga at the October 1st Bocrd meeting, (pas5~d 

by unp.nimous vot~ ) r equesting a reply adVising the Board that no bond wil l 
henceforth be is suud contra ry t o Ordinance i",o. 54 suppler.:.e"tal. Said letter 
enc los2s cop i es c f performance bonds us~d by the P!.anning Board. 

Copy ~ ent t o Hr. Huizinga ane lcttur to gu c n Agenda under CCCIIlunicll tions. 

(3) Garbon copy of lett~ r dated October 18, 1956 fron Maye r Q~iGley to a ll 
interested porties re t:lcl;tiu~ ~ ... ith St.:ltc W.l t l.. r C .... nrnission on Fridcy , Oc tober 
26th. Ordered filed. 
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(4) Carbon copy of letter dated October 12, 1956 from Board of Finance regarding 
reduction of requested appropriation for Veterans' Day Celebration to $2,750. 
which was passed at their meeting held October 11th. 

Referred t o Fiscol Ccmcittee. 

(5) Phot ostatic copy of letter doted September 25, 1956 from State Highway 
Commissioner in regard t o site for armory and release of State-owned land for 
that purpose. 

Ref erred to Pu1,lic Wor ks C01Illlittee, and filed. 

(6) Letter dated S"ptember 10, 1956 from Mr. Nosal, Vice President of the Stamford 
Historica l SocIety , asking for action by the Board of Representatives to enable 
them t o r ecei v" a requested grant of funds for inclusion in the 1956/1957 
Budget. 

The Secreta ry m' s requested to write, explaining that this is a private building 
problem and does not come within the jurisdiction of this Board. 

(7) Letter doted Sept~ber 25, 1956 from the Citizens COlIIllittee fer Improvement of 
Cove Pond rcqu"sUng certain improvements. 

Referred t o Public Works C01Illlittee. 

(8) Petition dated September 4 , 1956 from 84 residents of Cove Pond area requesting 
restoration of the existing dam. 

Referred t o Public Works Committee. 

(9) Letter dated October 4, 1956 from Joint Corneittee on Parks and Recreation 
regarding protection to Cove Island property. 

Referred to Public Works COlIIllittee. 

(10) Proposed amendment t o the Rules of Order of the Board of Representatives, 
presented by Mr. Fredericks in reBard to publication of information under 
consideration by comuittees prior t o their report to the Board. 

Referred t o Legislative & ~ules Committee . and ~rdered placed on Agenda. 

(11) Mimeographed letter of Se~tember 2B, 1956 from Board of Education in regard to 
school sites. 

Referred to Education, Welfare & Government COCIDittae. 

(12) Ditto copy of letter of August 28, 1956 from Citizen& Committee or. Scbool Sites. 

Referred to Education , Welfare & Government Committee. 

(13) Letter dated September 28, 1956 from Stamford COlIIllUnity Council, Inc. relative 
to copies of Minutes of Board of Representative •. 

Secretary directed to reply, stating that copies of the Minutes of the Board will 
be placed in the Ferguson Library for use by the various organizations throughout 
the city. 
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(14) Letter dnted September 26, 1956 from Clifford Waterbury, 4th District 
Representative regarding availability of pension funds contributed by police 
and fir~lcn resigning prior to retirement. 

Referred to Personnel Committee to take up with Personnel Commission and 
Commisaiclner of Finance. 

(15) Letter dl!ted September 28, 1.956 from Alonson Fredericka, 18th District 
Represcnt:ative, enclosing petition from residents of Crystal Lake Road, re
questing permission to change name of Road. 

Referred to Legislative & Rules Committee. 

All petitions for road acceptance were referred to the Planning & Zoning Committee. 

All requests for additional appropriations, necessitating the approval of another 
cOmQittee were referred to the various committees involved. 

There being nc further business to come before the Cocmittee, the meeting was 
adjourned. 

vf 

George V. Connors, 
Chairman 
Steering Committee 

MR. CONNORS announced that before the neltt order 
there had been a request to call on Mr. Raiteri. 
Raiteri to spe,k. 

of business wa. to be taken up, 
Permission wa. given for Mr. 

Re: Precinct No.2: 

MR. RAlTERI: "In conferring with the Minority Leader , I find that it will be 
necessary to re-8ubmit this at n later date." 

Fi9cal Committee: 

Mr . Kaminski, Chairman . presented the following report of hts committee: 

FISCAL COHHITTEB REPORT 

A meeting of the Fiscal Committee was held Monday, October 15th, 1956, at 8:00 P.M. 
in the Moyor's office. Members present: Mrs. Doris Zuckert , Messrs. Rutherford 
Huizinga, Edward Wynn, Jr., Charles Bradbury and Willirun C. Kaminski, Chairman. 
Absent member: Willirun Brett. 

Also pres ent were: Mr. Neuwien, Superintendent of School. snd Mr. Aaron Chase, 
Public Works Department. 

(1) Mayor.'s letter of October 11. 1956 

Resolution Authorizing $1,239,000.00 Bonds to Finance Capital Projects in 1956{ 
1957 Capital Budget. (Resolution attached) 

The Fiscnl Committee recommends approval of the bonding resolution, as forwarded 
in the Mayor's letter of Oct. II , 1956. 

(2) Mayor's letter of September 25, 1956 
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Re: 

The 

Nov<!lllbe~ 7. 1956 

AoIendment. to 1952/1953 CApital Budget end 1956{1957 Capital Budget 
• 

2lli! 
, 

recolIl1\ends approval of the following resolution: Fis cal COtIIIlittee 

BE IT RESOLVED: That the Board of Representatives hereby 
appro"es an amendment to the 1952/1953 Capital Projects Budget 
in order to change the designation of Item 7 On Page 10 there
of from the "Northwest Junior High" to item 3 on Page 19 of the 
1956/1957 Capital Projects .j!udget. known as "Northeast Area 
School Si t o" for site acquiBition and preliminary planning 
there fore . 

Schaol 

(3) Mayo,.' s letter of September 20. 1956 

Re: 5129.399 .70 to cover deficit which exists with respect . to Code GG 489. 
!:ontribut i ons t o Fairfield County. 

The Fiscal COlIIDit tee recolIIDends approllal of $29.399.70. Code GG 489. 

(4) Mayo~'s l e t t er of October 3. 1956 

Re: }2. 957.00 additional apPropriation for Public Works Department 

':ode 410.1 Salary. Telephone Operator (8 mos.) ..........•.... $1.976.00 
'Code 410.22 Equipment. Telephone iWl.tallation 

and service for 8 mqnths .•.. . , . . • • • • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . 981. 00 
$2.957.00 

The Fiscal Committee recolIIDends approval of these items. 

(5) Mayor's letter of September 26. 1956 . 

Re: hdditional appropriation of $2.750.00 - Code 486.70B. Veteran.' Day 
Celebration 

The Fiscal COlIIDittee recommends that we roscind bur action taken at the 
October 1st meeting on the total requestud appropriation of $3.500.00. 
as requested in letter dated September 25, 1956 from the General Chairman of 
the Veterans Day Celebration , .,i'ld' bpprove the seount of $2.750.00 as 
approved by the Board of Finance on October 11. 1956. 

(6) Maycr's letter of October 2. 1956 

Re: Acendment to Capitnl Budget of 1956/1957 in the amount of $13.500.00 
Stnmfa rd Muse~ and Nature Center 

The Fiscal Committee recolIIDends the approval of the following resolution: 

BE IT RESOLVED: That the Board of Representatives approve an 
amendrnenx to the 1956/1957 Capi~~l Projects Budget by the 
addition of an item to be known as ' "Stamford Museum and Nature 
Center, Improvement to Roads and Entrances", Bnd 

, . 
BE IT FURT~R RESOLVED, that the Board of Representatives 
approves an appropri~tion in the S~ of $13,500.00 to cOlier 
cost of such improv~ents. 
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(7) Corpcration Counsel's letter of July 31, 1956 attached to Mayor's letter of 
July 31st. 

Rc: ;'20,000.00 .. Pinns for Naw Inciner~tor 

This item was deferred at our October 1st meeting. The Fiscal Committee 
recacmends the approval of $20,000.00 Plans for New Incinerator and 
reconmends the adcption of the fcllowing resolution: 

BE IT RESOLVED: That the Board of Representatives approves an 
amendment to the 1956/1957 Capital Budget by the addition of 
an item known as "PInns for New Incinerator", cnd 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Board of Representatives approves 
en appropriation in the amount of $20,000.00 to cover cest of such 
plans. 

(8) Board "f Education letter dated June 29, 1956 

Re: Additional approprioticn of $10,000.00 for two speech and hearing 
tanchers, transpcrtnti~n, Equipment and supplies. 

This item was deferred at cur October 1st meeting. 

It i. the recommendation of the Fiscal Committee that the Board of Repres
entatives deny the Board of Education's request for an additional appro
priation uf $10,000.00, ccvering salary of twe speech and hearing teachers, 
their transportation, equipment and supplies. 

This decision was based un the. fact that the Bonrd of Representatives does 
oot have th~ power , r authority to reduce Bt nrd of Education avprupriations 
for sp~cific expenditures and therefore they cann0t grant additional 
appr:.printions f or a specific expenditure. 

At the beginning ,. f thL yenr , when your Fiscal Committee deliberated 
the ?ossibility of a further reduction in the Ikard of Educ:lUon budget, 
we were advised that the distribution of funds appropriated was solely 
within the jurisdiction of tho Board of Education and that the Board of 
Representativ~s hod no authority t o even suggest how the total appropri
atio n was to be spent. 

The :lecision of the Ilea .. ! of Education in NOT nllocaUng $10,000.00 out 
of t heir t " tal appropriation of over $5,000,000.00 for the employment of 
two speech and hC3ring teachers is a decision which many tnxpayers no 
dcubt will justifiably criticize, particularly when two-thirds of the 
ex?enditure would be refunded by the State. 

We d , not believe the uvnrd uf Education 1s justified in requesting an 
ndd i tion~l apprupriation f o r this specific item, because in so dOinS, it 
incorrectly cr~~tcs the impressi on in the minds o f the tnxpayc~ that the 
emp i Jycent ~f these two ndditionnl teachers is dependent upon the action 
of t his Il oard, where"s the =plcyr:lCnt of thes~ tenchers is dependent 
sc·lely on the decision of the OCo!ard l"" f Educatic n. 

It i. the sincere hope of this Committee that the Board of Education will 
rec~6ider the allocation of their expenditures, in order that these 
teac;ers may be employed immediately. 
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Therefore , Mr. President, it is the recommendation of this Committee that 
this additional appropriation of $10,000.00 be DENIED, and I SO MOVE. 

(9) Mayor's letter of September 5, 1956 

Re: Amendment to 1956/1957 Capital Budget - North Glenbrook Storm Drains 
$58,563.03 (This item was deferred at the October 1st meeting) 

The Fiscal Committee recommends the approval of the following resolution: 

BE IT RESOLVED: Thet the Board of Reprcsentatives hereby 
approves an amendment to the 1956/1957 Capitnl Budget by 
th o " ddition thereto of an item to be known as "North 
GJ 2:nbrook Storm Draina", and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Board of Representatives 
hereby approve. an appropriation of $58,563.03 for the 
"N'rth Glenbrook Storm Drains" which amount is to be 
tr,msferred from the Bond surplus in the "Bedford Street
Si:<th Street to Urbnn Street, Storm Drain" in the 1954/ 
19:;5 Capital Projects Budget. 

WCK:vdf 
William C. Knminski, 
Chnirman, Fiscal Committee 

(1) Resolution authorizing $1,239,000.00 bonds to finance Capital Projects in 1956/ 
1957 Capital Budget. (Sec Mayor's letter of October 11, 1956) 

Mr. Macrides !laid the Education . Welfare & Government Committee concurred in the 
recoumendatiotl for approval. 

MR. KAMINSKI !~VED for approval of the following resolution. Seconded by Mr. 
Topping and ~,RRIED by unanimous vote of 27 in favor. 

Resolution N~ . 241 
Re,olution Authorizing $1,239,000.00 Bonds to Finance Capital 
Prcjects in 1956/1957 Capital Budget 

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 c f Finance, to authorize bonds to finnnce all of the Capital Pro
jects contained in the Capital Budget for the current fiscal year, except 
such projects as are to be paid f or with funds raised by current taxation 
or from other designated sources and except bonds to finance the Bell 
Street Parking project. 

NOW THEREFOrJl DE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

1. There be and hereby is authorized, under and pursuant to the 
Charter of the City of Stamford and any other general or special statute 
thereto ennbling, the issue and sale from time tu time of general obli
gation, coupon serial bonds of the City of Stamford in an aggregate prin
cipal amount c f One Million 'l'wu Hundred Thirty Nine Thou.and ($1,239,000.00) 
Dollars fo1' the purpose of paying for capital projects, consisting of the 
several public improvements or other municipal works of a permanent 
character, all as hereinafter more fully described. Each of said capital 
projects i. included in the duly adopted capital budget for the current 
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fiscal year ~nd reference 18 hereby made to scid capital budget for a more 
comp l ete description of the particular projects hereinafter designated. 
The said capital projects Bnd the extent to which they are to be financed 
with the proceeds of the bonds herein authorized are a6 follows: 

Department of Public Works 

S~nitnry Sewer Constructicn 
West Beach Area 
DcPinedo, Acosta & Nobile Streets 

Sto~ Drains Ccnstructi~n 
Springdale 
North Glenbrook 
Fl ood Control - Rivers & Small Streams 
McMullen, James & Owen Street6 
Cove Road, Givens & Pnlmer Avenues 
Turn o f ~iver RQac 
Black Swamp - Pipe 
Eighth Street 
Forest Lawn Avenue 
Hoover Avenue 
Downs Avenue 
Ocean Drive East 
Stillwater - Hubbard Heights 
Cold Spring Hood - Old Darn Road 
Durwood AVl2nua 
CW1IIIings Park 
Whitmore Lane 
Virgil Street 
Woodled!!e Road 
KOxDury Road 
Webb Av~nuc, Houston Terrace, Waterbury 

Avenue, Home Court and llirch Street 

School Construction 
Ryle School Addition 

Ooard of Education 

Land Acquisition Sita for West Hill, 
Stillwater, h~xbury Scheol 

Land Acquisition Site for Northeast 
Araa School 

Board of H~alth 

Health Duil~ing 

Ferguson Library 

Construction of Addition (Plcns and 
Specifications) 

Welfare Department 

Construction of Sunset Home (Pions and 
Specifications) 

~.,f i: ' ~ ; TOTAL 

300,000.00 
75,000.00 

50,000.00 
50,000.00 
50,000 . 00 
10,000 . 00 
10,000.00 
15,000.00 

5,OOO . UD 
8,OUO.CO 
5,000.00 
4,000.00 
5,000 . 00 
7,000 . 00 
7,000.00 
4,000.00 
5,000. 00 

25,OOO . OU 
8,000.aO 

IO,OOO.uO 
8, )JO.00 

Iv, OUO. U,' 

15, OOU. ,j0 

200,000.00 

75, 0JO.OD 

165,UuO.,C 

20, JG J. uJ 

18,000.00 
$1,239,000.00 

o 
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2. Said bonda shall be issued in the name of and upon the full 
fai t h and credit of the City of Stamford and shall be issued as two or 
mor e separate bond issues and in the manner and in the principal amount 
that the Board of Finance may determine from time to time, including 
without limitat i on the determination of the form, date, date of payments 
of principal and i nterest, manner of issuing, by whom signed and all 
other part iculars and said Doard of Finance or, if auth~ rized by the 
noard of Finance, the Finance Commissioner , may determi~~ the rate of 
interes t to be pa id on said bends, provided, however , that the bonds to 
finance the sewer projects Ahall be as follows: one issue in the amount 
oC $375 , 000. for sanitary sewers; one issue in the amount of $311, 000 . 
for storm sewers . 

3. Each of the capital projects hereinbefore described and con
tained in the capital budget for the current fiscal year is heruby con
firmed as n duly authorized capital project of the City of Stamford. 

FURTHER RESOLVED: 

That with respect to any issuo of bonds hereinbefore authori&ed, 
there be and hereby is authorized, under and pursuant to Section 365d of 
the 1955 Supplement to the Connecticut General Statutes, the city charter 
and any other authority thereto enabling, but within euch limitations, 
if any, as may be imposed by resolution of the Doard of Finance, the 
making of a temporary loan or loans by the issue and sale from time to 
time, as funds may be required, of a temporary note or notes of the City 
of Stamford in anticipation of the money to be received from the sale of 
each such bond issue and the renewal of the same by the iS8ue and aale 
of a temporary renewal note or notes, provided , however, that the 
aggregate principal amount of temporary notes or renewal notes at any 
one time outstanding shall never exceed the principal amount of the 
bond iS8ue in anticipation of which such notes were issued and provided, 
further, that the dat~, maturity, rate of interest or discount. the form, 
manner of sale and other particulars of .uch temporary notes or renewal 
notes shall, within such limitations as may be imposed by law or by 
resolution of the Doard of Finance, be determined by the Commie.iener of 
Finance with the approval of the Mayor. 

(2) Amendments to 1952/1953 Copitnl DudBet and 1956/1957 Copital Dudget, School 
Sites (See Mayor's letter of Sept . 25, 1956 and letter of Oct . II, 1956) 

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED fo~ appr0val of the following resolution. Seconded by Mr . Nolan. 

Mr. Mecrides said the Education, Welfare & Government Committee also recommended 
approval. CARI,IED by unanimous vote of 27 in favor. 

RESOLUTION NO. 242 

DE IT RESOLVED: That the Deard of Representatives 
hereby approves an amendment to the 1952/1953 Capital 
Projects Dudget in order to change the designation of 
Item 7 on Page 10 thereof from the "Northwest Junior 
High" to Item 3 on Page 19 of the 1956/1957 Capital 
Projects Dudset, known as "Northeast Area School Site" 
for site 3cquisition and preliminary planning therefore. 

(3) $29,399 . 70 to cover deficit which exists with respect to Code GG 489, Contri
butions to Fairfield County. (See Mayor's letter of Sept . 2~ , 1956) 
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MR. TOPPING: "I would like to ask Mr. Kaminski and Mr. Macrides why this cannot be 
kept in c01IlI1ittee for further study,lI 

MR. KAMINSKI: "It has already been deferred once, as it come up at the October 1st 
Board meeting. As a m8tter of fact I, myself, took no particular stand on this 
recommendation that the request be denied and if you asked me personally how I feel 
about it I would say 'Yes l but some of the other committee members felt we should 
take a stand because of the recommendations we made at the time of the adoption of 
the budget." 

MR. TOPPING: "Perhaps the coamittee could get more information if this was deferred," 

MR. KAMINSKI: "At the time of our meeting. Mr. Neuwien was present and we got all 
the information we needed then.1I 

MR. MACRIDES: "This was referred back to committee once and it is my feeling that we 
should vote down the cOOIDittee recommendation at this time and thun make another 
recOlllncndetiun for the approval of this appropriation." 

HR. MURPHY: "I om in accord with the COOlDittee on Educlltion. 1I 

MR. FREDERICKS MOVED the question. 

VOTE taken on denying the request of the Board of Education for $10,000.00 for two 
speech and hearing teachers. Result: 10 in favor and 16 opposed. (One member had 
stepped out for a moment and was not present at the voting) MOTION LOST. 

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED for approval of the request. Seconded by Mr. iolich. 

MR. MACRIDES spoke in favor of the motion. He said: "We have gone on record as 
shOWing some concern about the Board of Education seeking additional funds after the 
budget has been approved. But, I am sure we all feel tho request is a worthy one 
and should be granted." 

MR. KAMINSKI: "The members of the Fiscal Committee should be commended for their 
conSistency. in view t,) f their remarks when the Budget was passed." 

MR. GEORGOULIS: "Does the Rehabilitation Center have a speech and hearing teacher?" 

MR. MACRIDES: 'I haven't made an investigation. but I have spoken to a number of 
individual s in regard to this and I do not believe there is ~nything offered." 

MR. KAMINSKI: "I think there is a definite need for this type of instruction." 

MRS. ZUC'.<EI<T: "ThE only reason for the Fiscal COlIJIlittee going on record a. denying 
this request was ~e wanted to bring to the attention of the Board of Education that 
we are not allowec to pass op specific items for the Bonrd of Education Bnd were 
informed by them at Budget time that we could only pass on their entire budget - not 
on any specific item, and now they are asking for an additional appropriation for a 
specific item. If we can only pass on their entire budget request and not on any 
spccl.fic amount, why is it proper now when it wasn't before?1I 

VOTE taken on motion to approve item No. 8 and CARRIED, 26 in favor and une opposed. 

(9) Amendment to 1156/1957 Capital Budget - North Glenbrook Storm Drains - $58,563.03. 
(See Mayor's l'tter of Sept. 5, 1956) (Deferred at Oct 1st meet>ng) 

MR. KAMINSKI MOVED for approval of the follOWing resolution. Seconded by Mr. Hearing 
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and CARRIED by unanicous vote of 27 in fAvor. Mr. Tapping said the Public Works 
Committee recommend~J approval. 

RESOLUTION NO. 245 

B:;; IT RESOLVED: Th"t the Board of Representatives hereby 
approves an amendment to the 1956/1957 Capital Budget 
by the addition thereto of an item to be known a5 "North 
Glenbrook Storm Drains" . ,:md 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Board of Representatives 
hereby approves an appropriation of $58,563.03 for the 
"North Glenbrook Storm Drains" which amount is to be 
transferred from the bond surplus ill the "Bedford Street
Sixth Street to Urban Street, Storm Drain" in the 1954/ 
1955 Capital Projects Budget. 

Legislative & Rules Committee: 

Mr. Raited, Chairman, presented the following committ-2e report: 

REPORT OF MEETING OF LEGISlATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

A olceting of the Legislative and Rules Commiltlae. was held at Avignone ' s 
Restaurant. Wednesday evening, October 24, 1956. Tho meeting convened 
at 8:30 P.M. with Chairman Raiteri presiding. Hessrs. Nolan, Russell, 
Baker and NcLaughlin ""re pNsent. Nr. Plotkin was absent. 

The following subjects were considered and a~ti(n tnkcn as indicated: 

1. Request for change in u.:!me of a pert ion of Crystnl Lake Read 

(References: A. Il. Fredericks' letter of September 28th with 
attached petition - App. 1) 

The Committee requests that this mstter be recommitted for further 
discussion with the Corpcration Counsel. 

2. Request for change in name of Daycroft Road to one of the 
several clptions 

(Reference: Petition signed by Hall H. nnd Josephine K. Doming, 
with supporting letter from Doard of Trustees of Daycrvft School
App. 2) 

The Committee recc-llJJlends that the request be denied on the basis 
that the alleged confusion can be eliminated through installation 
of an appropriate sign at th~ intersection of Daycroft and Dlschley 
Roads, indicating direction to Daycroft School. In view of this 
opinion, the Committee feels thn many channes invclved in City 
and postnl records would nvt be warr~nt~d. 

3. Proposed aeendment to Doard Rules by the addition of a new Rule 
No. 14 (copy attached hereto as App. 3) 

The COlllllJittee recollJllends rejection of the proposed aml'l)dr.mrit on 
the grounds that the present practice: ' 
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<e> Helpa Board members to formulate opinion, 
(b) Is in keeping with State Lesialature custom, 
(c) Ia consistent with principles of representative 

sovernment, and 

that the proposed rules would not be enforceable. 

APPROVED: 

C. L. Reiteri, Jr. 
Chairman 

Respectfully submitted, 

Bll1a B. Baker, Clerk 

1409 

(1) P~tition from residents of Crystal Lake Road to chanae name to Sherry Lane 
Hr. Reiteri explained that an investigation had been made of the road in 
question and it was found that a barrier had ,been erected across - the road 
to prevent anyone from having access to a continuation of this same road 
on the other side of the barrier - that this barrier was man made and 
not a natural one and perhaps if the barrier were removed the cause of 
most of the annoyance to the residents would be eliminated - that of cars 
turning into this road and when confronted by the barrier, having to 
turn around and 80 back and find another road having access to the con
tinuation of Crystal Lake Road. 

HR. FREDERICKS: "Can you force people to make it a public street?" 

HR. MURPHY: "I am familiar with the road in question and the barrier is definitely 
a man made one and not a natural barrier. 11 

Hr. Topping remarked that the same condition also existed on Headow Park North. 

HR. GEORGOULIS MOVED this be recommitted to Committee. Seconded by Hr. Topping and 
CARRIED unanimously. 

(2) Request for change in name of Daycroft Roed to one of several options. 

Hr. Reiteri read frem the Committee report of this request (see above) 
and HOVED that this request be denied for the reaSODS given in the report. 
Seconded by Hr. Baker and CARRIED by unanimous vote. 

(3) Proposed amendment to Beard of Representatives' rules: 

To amend the rules under the heading of "Committees" by the 
addition of a new Rule No. 14: 

14. No Committee, nor any mecber thereof, shall release for 
publication any inforcation concerning matters considered 
by such Committee, including the actions taken by the 
Committee, until the Committee ahall have presented its 
f ormal committee report to a meeting of the Boord of 
Representatives. 

Hr. Reiteri read from the Committee report on this (See item 13 in report of 
Committee above) snd said the Committee recommends rejection of the proposed 
addition to the rules. 

o 

o 

o 
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MIl. IlAIDRI IIlVIIt th1e aU88ueed '~nI.lh4l!!t -t~ -tlie -liui'es 'of the Board of' Represen-
tative. ba rejected. - ., I ;': ,- ; 

, 
MR. rRBDBRICKS sdd that although he had sponsored; this contemplated change to the 
rul .. , he hoped thet various comadtt~es would be more circumspect iq the future and 
he therefore seconded the motion. CAR1UBD unanimously. 

(4) Blimination of Precinct No.2 ' 

MR. HAlTERl !l>VBD this be recommitted to Coamittee for further study. Seconded by 
Hr. Rhoades and CARRlBD unanimously. 

MR. IIAlTlRl: "Perhaps a' meeting could be arranged between the people in the District 
affected end Chief of Pot ice Kinsella,. After all, we now have ,consolidation end they 
all COllIS unde!:. the ' 8ame pro_tection 'n!1llo I' ' .' (5) Re.olution rasarding Police protection in the City of Stamford 

j. I ~ ~.~ ..... : 

11K. RAl1ZRl ' lCIVJD for sU8p_ioDl'of the rules i ,1I order to take up this question. 
Seconded by several voice. l!!nd CARRIBD unanimously. 

HR. BAl!BRl HOV8D for adoption of the following resolution. Seconded by Hr. Hilano 
and CABRIBD nDenimusl,.. 

.. 

RESOLllTlOli NO. 246 
( .,; • 4 .J 

HA!IPOW!R REgUlRBHIINTS FOR POLICE DEPARTMENT , . 
BB IT RESOLVED, and it is hereby 

l IiBBOLVED':' That th~ Board of RepresentativeS calls ' upon 
the lfayar and the Board of Public Safety to make a 
cOmplete and-detaHed review of the menpower require
-ments of the POlice Department, and to present to the 
Boerd of, Finance and Board of Representatives e full 
repOrt, together vito 'appropriate recommendations con
cerning the authorization of such additional men as may 
be indicated. 

fublic Works Committee: 

Hr. Topping, Chairman, presented the following committee report: 

',)()" '1 
f'l... 'tt..) 

PUBLIC WORBS CCHII'l'T/!B REPORT 

Meeting held on October 29, 1956 at 28 Lenox Avenue. Kembel'S present 
were.: Alan Ketcham_ and .'l'IImIIis Toppiiig .' Anthony, Kolich could not 
attend because of- a ,bus1nalls engagement. 

The follCJVi.DS -fiscal matte" vere discussed and voted to be 
approved: ., j "" 

(1) $2.957.00 - Public Works Dept. ' (Heyar's letter Oct. 3, 1956) 

Telephone Operator--------------------$l,976.00 
Telephone Switchboard----------------- 981.00 

$2,957.00 

--- ----------------
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(2) $13,500.00 - St!l'ford Mwleum & Bature Center, Bridge, parIdDg 
and road (~yor a letter Oct. 2, 1956) 

(3) $29.000.00 - Plana for New Incinerato! (Kayar'. letter July 31, 
1956, 8O£108ing Corpo~t!g! ~lID8elis lett~r aame ~t~) 

Recommended. by thia Comm4t~ee in April of 1954. 

(4) $58.563.03 - North Glenbrook Storm Draine (HaY9r'. letter 
Sept. 5, 1956) 

This will allow partial completion of t~ia 2reje~t and allow 
the .aaoitary 8~r~ to be extended at t~-Iame- ttma< 

I •• 

(5) Petition, Hrs. John BUl'ke, 1'8 lfarlon and B1i!abgth"Streeta, 
deferl'ed from the Oct. ls~ ~~ting ~8 furth~r inve~tigated, 
and as far as the COmmittee cOllldl di.cove~, the ~§£~. al'e, 
that although Marion Street appeal's on old maps of the 
Town al'ea, it ha!, never beeQ ,laid out .a8 to pd ... flDd dl'ainage. 
M~. Ourke apparently u8ed the grade as it ~ vhagi~e bu
proved the road. There ia no record in the City Bogineer's 
office of an applic~tion. to ha~e the grad~ .and ,dra~ge 
established. An applicatioo would have to "be IIII!da;Jand the 
road built to the grade set, before the City could assume 
any responlibility cqnce~ng this street. (Hr. Ketcham 
will present a minority report on this.) 

J ,,"'. 

(6) Re dredging of Cove Pood, dam, etc. 

On the Cove Pood item in question, it is still very much 
alive. This ~ttee baa tv9 'petitiona.!ega,rding the 
dispOSition of the dam and the event~l .dredsina of the 
Pond. Also, several letters f~ interested taxpayers 

and l'esidenU of the area. The firlt one; From the 
,Citiz,ens tCOmmit~ea for, illiprovemmi,, ' of Cove .Pond, dated 
Sept. 25, 1956 as foll~: 

CITIZENS C<HIln'KB FOR DlPBOvmmHT or COVE POND 
Stamford, Connecticut 

Chairman: Hrl. Robert Greenwood 
219 Weed Avenue 

September 25, 1956 

Messrs. T. P. J. Quigley, Mayor 
and George ConnorB, PreB., Board of Bapresentetivea 

City of Stamford, Conn. 

Slrs: 

In re, Contract for Cove dredging entered 
into by the City of Stamford and 
DeLeo Bres., Inc., under bid of 
June 27, 1956 

The subscribers whoBe names are written underneath, being owners of property 

o 

o 

o 
--------------~ .. ==--.-.~-----------------.-.-
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directly affected, relpectfully petition you and the local Board of Reprea
antative. for a certain local improvement, to wit: 

-04 H1 • 1). l _ .... 

1. Dredgo the million yards of "material" referred to in 
above mentioned contract from Cove Pond, which urgently 
requir .. cleaning and dredging, in aucb 1IIIIIlIler that there 
be no lpot dredging or .tockpiling ao thet said Pond viII 
be aafely ueable for boating end other aquatic sports. 

~ 

lAo Or, failing thet, we petition you aa the representatives 
of the City of Stamford, present owner of CoVe IslaDd and 
Cove PoDd ~, to take tbe necessary' steps for rehabilitating 
tbe 1IeIIl, which was erected in 1792 b1lfeaars. Fitch IIIId IIolly 
under authority granted in 1791 by Stamford (Darien than being 
a Pariah of StlllDford and ....... ly bec_ug the presint Town of 
Darien in 1820) and maintained until tbe tidsl wave of 1938. 

2. Repair and/or rebuild the Weed Avenue sGa wall as a flood 
protection measure. ' 

3. Correct and/or improve the present inadequate atorm drainage 
syatem along Weed Avenue 'and surrounding area • 

• ,' 1 ... 

4. Build two pierI on Cove Pond HevinS ecceis"fiom' Weed Avenue, 
one at a point in the vicinity of Birch Street, and 'one near 
e point oppoaite a lane fronting on Weed Avenue leading to 
the Hbnjo property, suitable for fisbing and mooring of small 
boaU. 

t' ~ .. ,J. • t ,Jl .. ... 1-: ~ji IV 

5. 'Clen '8DcP mprova"appaanncA" of ' tiny end all City-Owed Weed 
.. AVeDai ]rr6;ertrr ~r.~'" of • I. 1 ,,.., 

......' ~rt .rY. 

And, we hereby req\ia.t ·that ;;06 piOmptlY IlUblilit tbis petition to the aaid 
8oard, and do all" luclr other acta-e'8laii'y tie requireC!-of ,mI by lew in order 
that the above deacribed local improvement may be accomplished. 

(SIGNBD BY 79 ' PsTITIOHBRS) 
'.. ','., 

Refer to item 11 in above letter: 
,,' 

Drecltling of thl IllilUon cubic yarda of material from the Pond va. conSidered too 
expeaaive. While the Army Enginears are tbe government agency that would be axpect~ 
to do tbe dredgina of the, 'Pond, it haa been our expedance that tbe City i8 expected 
to pay one-helf of tbe coat c;f any dredging. 

" a 
At present, the ~rmy Engineers are drecltling tbe channel into tbe lagoon at CUmmings 
Park. The City 1s paying one-half of the cost, or $32,000.00. 

'J ~ 

Refer to item 1m in ebove letter: 

Thia Committee ~commends that tbe dam be rebuilt to retain enough water in the Pond 
to cover the mud flets at low water and the satee be replaced. This item to be re
ferred to the City Sngiueer and tbe Planning Boerd for possible inclusion in tbis 
years capital Budget. 

Refer to item. 12 , in aboVe letter: 
~()(~ ~j 

• J .. 
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Referred to Flood Control and Brosion Committee for Study and Correction. 

Refer to it!! #3 in above letter: 

Refer to Public WOrks Dapartment for iotalration ;into the 1957 StOnD Drain program. 

Refer to Item #4 in above letter: 

Refer to the Fark Commission. 

Refer to item #S in above letter: 

Refer to Public Works Department for action. 

The second petition on this subject . dated September 4. 1956 on Cove Fond was also 
referred to this committee and read. as follows: 

Mr. George Connors, President 
Board of Representatives 
City lieU 

September 4. 1956 

St8lllford. Conn. Ra: Cove Pond 

We, the undersigned. as residents of the Cove area. do hereby petition 
that restoration of tho existing dam be made et Cove Pond. This. or 
some other means by which water will remain in Cove Fond 'would not 
only enhance the beauty of the community. but will also provide much 
needed recreational facilities. To allow this to remain a mud flat, 
vould. in our opinion. be a tremendous v~8te of what could be a 
useful and beautiful site. and vould likewise tend to decrease the 
present property values. 

(SIGNBD BY 84 l'BTITUlIIBRS) 

The above potition vas referred to the City Engineer and the Planning Board . 

Re: Letter dated October 8, 1956 from Mrs. Wm. B. Barry. Weed Circle, in support of 
Item LA in previous letter from 'Citizens Committee for Improvement of Cove Pond. 

Referred to City Bngineer and Planning Board. 

Re: Letter doted October 3. 1956 from Citi&ens Committee for Improvement of Cove 
Pond: 

"Members of the Bocrd of Representatives 
City of Stamford 
St8lllford, Connecticut 

Gent18Clllll: 

Because tbe .object t. of such City-wide interest. va 
o~e attaching for your information copy of petition which was 
referred to the Steering Committae at your m8attng Monday night 
without being read because of the lateness of the hour. (Wa vere 
there, ourselves. until 1:00 AM). 

o 

D 

o 
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Coamitt ... are suggesting that the City apend $1,600,000 
to improve Cove leland Park -- commendable, but costly. It i8 our 
opinion thet too little attention i8 being given once beautiful 
Cova Pon~ that i. now rapidly wasting away. Proper dredging of 
the PODd. under the exiating dredging contract will not cost the 
City or the taxpayer. a CaBt. And, wa.n't there an appropriation 
of $70,0(0 made .ome year. 480 to r .. tore tbe Dam? 

W. take this opportunity to commend you for the manner 
in which you conduct your meetings and the praiseworthy efforts 
each of ,au expends in the interests of the City of Stamford and 
i U taxpa;vars. 

Very truly yours. 

M. Barry, Secretary 
CITIZBIIS ClHlITTEE FOR IMPROVBMBIIT OF COVE POIID" 

The following letter was referred to the City Engineer and the Planning Board: This , 
also wae from the lame Committee: 

Hr. Thoma. J. Topping, Chainllln 
Public Works Committee 
Board of Repreaentativea 
28 Lenox Avenue, Gl~rook 
Stamford. Conn. 

November I, 1956 

Dear Hr. Topping: Subject: Cove Pond - Cove Dam 
State Water Policy Commission 
Hearing, October 26. 1956 

It ia the desire of the majority of our members who attended the 
above mentioned hearing that Cove Pond be tborousbly d.edged for 
lanitary reasons and for the purpose of providing a small boat 
basin. 

However, in tbe event there is no tmmediate prospect of complete 
and proper dredging, we request thst the now partially destroyed 
dam be modified and repaired, aa outlined in the propo.al of Hr. 
A. C. Wall of the Noroton Hanor Property OWners Association, pro
vided said plan is found to be practicable --such repaired dam to 
serve to retain some water in the Pond at all times to overcome 
present downgrading of area properties. due to prevsiling un
sightly mud flats and until such time as complete and proper 
dredging of the Pond can be arranged. We wish to express our 
utmost thanks for the time and attention you have devoted to 
this matter. 

Very truly yours. 

K. Barry. Secretary 
CITIZENS COHHlTTEE FOR lHPRO~NT OF COVE POND 

Re: letter from the Joint Committee un Parke and Recreation dated October 4, 1956 
was also read and contents noted: 
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Hr. Georg .. V. CoIlllOr8, President 
The Board of lepr .. entativea 
The City of Sta.ford 
St_tolA!. Comr. 

Our Hr. Couora: 
• 

The Joilnt CoaIIIIittee on Parke and Becnation DOte. with approval 
the UDanimoU8 action taken by the Board of Representatives at 
its moating on !Ionday eveniag, ~tober let, ralative to the 
dradglng which hi. been done in areas adjacent to Stamford's 
Cove Ialand property. 

The Joint Committee commends the Board of Rapreaentatives and 
it's Public Work. Committee, Hr. Thoma. Topping. Chairman. for 
their leadership in requesting thlt steps be taken by the Ad
ministration to fully protect the interest. of Sta.ford citizens 
in C0V9 Island property. 

Certainly, with Stamford'. very limited beach ereas, every effort 
should be made to prevent any reduction in area, either by the 
forces of nature or by any other mean •• 

The Juint Committee feel. thlt auch steps ahould be taken prior 
to tho potenti .. l and/or actual damege being done to Stamford's 
beachas. To "eplace loat or dameged beach .. 1a an expeneive 
charge which ia added to the tax bill .11 citizenl pay in 
form cr another, directly or indirectly. 

ie: Noreton Property OWners Association: 

Yours very t'rUly, 

Robert O. Stevena, Chairman 
The Joint Committee on 
Pa"ks and Recreation 

73 property owners are in favor of restoring the dam. 

Re: Resolution 1240 (Sce Page 1383 of Oct. 1. 1956 Hinutes) Removal from Cove 
Island of Gravel Beloaging to City of Stamford, Conn. 

(1) Letter from Hayor Quigley dated Oct. 8. 1956, to Hr. Fogarty, Corps of 
EDgineera, USA and Hr. Wm. S. Wise, State Water Commisaioner. 

(2) Reply to above letter dated October 22, 1956 from Hiles L. Wschendorf, 
Corps of Engineera, USA. 

(3) Letter from Hayor Quigley dated November 5, 1956, to President of the Board 
of Repreaentatives. encloBiag copies of above letters. (See: "Coamunication8 
from the Hayor" for above letter.) 

As you will notice, Hr. Wise stated thlt Darien had taken 43,000 cubic yard8 aa per 
the permit issued. 

This was a group composed of Hayor Quigley, Hr. Wise, Hr. Kerrigan 811d myself. I 
answered thet I would reat on the 43.000 cubic yards, and requeated Hr. Wise to con

koj firm this statement in writing. To date. no .confirming letter hea arrived from 

-------

o 

o 

o 
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Mr. Wise. 

As you can understand from Col. Wackendorf's letter, the Army Bngineers are only 
concerned with matters regarding navigation, and not with where material is taken 
orvh3t is donn witb it, as long as the taking does not create a menace to navigation, 

Obvioully, the taking of this material will hOVQ no adverse effect on navigation, 
Tharefore, tbu, Corps of Bngineer. will take no action, Hr. Wise' statement to tbe 
effect that 43,pOO cubic yards of material were taken ~n conformance witb the re
quirements of tbe permit, would seem to peg tbe -quantity taken at tbe 43,000 mark, 
but it does not indicate where it was teken from. 

Whetber or not any investigation has been made to determine if any of tbis material 
wes taken froc the taxable waters of Stamford, I do not know., It doe. seem to me 
that this Board should be entitled to any answer to that part of tbe resolution 
before further dredging is started, ' 

Kayor Quigley has stated in bis letter of Novamber 5, 1956, that Darien paid 
$23,OOO.oo-to have 43,000 cubic yards dredged and placed on tbeir beach, This would 
make tbe cost about 50C per cubic yard on the beach. Trucking and handling costs 
would be extra, 

Using tbese figures, Mayor Quigley's plan to remove the spit end dredge 400,000 
cubic yards from Cove Harbor vould cost for dredging alone - $200,000.00, plus 
trucking and hCDdling~ That would be. it leems to me, quite a 'drain on the budget 
of tbe Public Works Department. ·-As I~understand, tbe Mayor plana to use the Public 
Works men and equipment to do tbi. Work: 

Respectfully submitted, 
I ! t 

Thomas J. Topping 
Chairman, Public Works Committee 

(1) He petition from Mra. John Burke, Harion and Elizabeth Streets 

MR. KETCHAM said tbat about 3/4 of the streets· in tPB city bave never been accepted 
and that be d~sagreed with tbe arguments of the City Engineer and thougbt they vere 
not valid in thi. case. 

MR. 'lOPPING: '":The grade would have to be set by the City Bngineer." In answer to 
the question .s to whether he had checked with the Corporation Counsel on this 
matter, be stoted that he had not done so. 

Mr. Chase being present, was asked to speak in regard to this problem. He said that 
tbes. are old developments upwards of 50 years. He said it is so mucb lower than 
St. Charles A'~nue that th~re is about a six foot drop, He said he would advise 
that be contact tbe City Engineer and fix it so the roads will not be flooded out. 

HR. MURPHY said he agreed with Mr. Topping's report. '. 
MR. CHASB: "This never was a road originally - the name was used for tax purpoaes 
only - you ha,,,, several of them right now oil' your hands." 

HR. RUS8BLL: nWhere does the problem fest - on the 'CIty or on the owner of the pro-
perty?" 

There was a g"eat deal bf discussion at 
- the City or tbe developer. 

'/1),- --J 1'0- # .. . 

, 

this paint 88 to Who was the responsible one . 
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MR. TOPPIIIG MOVED that Hr. Burke should be informed by this Board that he should 
make appl£cation to the City Engineer to settle the whole difficulty. , Seconded by 
Hr. Baker and CARRIBD unanimously. 

(2) ~ter dated September 25, 1956 from Citizens Committee for Improvement of 
Cove Pond 

Hr. Topping read from his COIIIDittee report on this lett!'r. !p"regard t _o paragraph 
(1) he stilted that the City should have to pay for one-half of the cost of this 
dredging lind the committee considers this too expensive to un4ertake. 

Regarding the other items considered in this letter, the recommendation. of the com
mittee liS given, in the. cOlllDitte.e. report were reite.rllted by. Hr. Toppil'g'. 

MR. TOPPIIIG MOVED that the Public Works Committee report be approved. 

There ensued considerable discussion as to the recOlllDendations of the CDlllDittee. 
Hr. Topping said he did not believe this Board should recommend to any other City 
Board just: what they should Jo, but just refer the question to them to decige. 

MR. WATEWIURY MOVED the Public Works Committee report be approved. Seconded by Hr. 
Ketcham and CARRIED unanimous ly. 

MR. RAITEIlI MOVED that this Board send a letter to the Mayor calling his attention 
to the lallt paragraph in Resolution No. 240 which was adol'ted at the, October 1, 1956 
Board meet:1ng (See page 1383 of the Hinutes). Seconded by Hr. Baker and<~D 
unanimous l y. 

MR. IACOVO requested that Hr. Topping put on his agenda for his COIIIDittee to take 
up the quustion of the City streets end their cleanliness. 

Planning lmd Zoning Committee: 

Hr. Murphlr, Chairman, presented the following committee report: 
1 ~ 

We recommend acceptance of the follOWing roads as public highway.: ,,', J 

BOUTON STI~ET WEST, extending northerly and easterly from Weed Hill Avenue a dis
tance of "pproximately 950 feet to the previously accepted portion ofi. louton Street 
West. 

MR. HURPHlI MOVED for acceptance of the above road. 
CARRIED unanimously. 

I 
Seconded by Hr. Kelly and 

I 

BOUTON CIIlCLE, extending westerly from Bouton Street West for a distance of approxi
mately 170 feet. 

MR. HURPHlI MOVED for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by Hr. Kelly and 
CARRIED unanimously. 

SUNSET STlffiET, extending westerly from Bouton Straet, West, approximately llfr feet. 

MR. HURPSZC. MOVED for acceptance of the~bove ,street. Seconded by Hr. Holan and 
CARRIED urranimously. 

GAYHOOR DIlIVE, extending easterly from Bouton Street West, to the already accepted 
portion. 

k;! ) 

. 

o 

o 

o 
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MR. MURPHY HOY!D for acceptance of the above road. "ISeconded by Mr. Nolan. 
(f ,I..i .,. 

Mr. au.sell called attention to a drainage p,roblem ~nd said there _~as a flooding con
dition. 

VOTE taken on acceptance of GAYMPOR DRIVE and:~IED by a vote of 26 in favor ,and 
one opposed. 

GAYHOOR CIRCLE, extending northerly 'from Gaympor ,Drive for a distance of 222 feet. , 

MR. MURPHY said all of the above' roads are shown on Map 15364 and Map' 15557 whi~h 
are filed in the Town Clerk's office and have been certified by the City Engineer . .. 
MR. MURPHY MOVED for 'acceptaD"" of :GAYMOOR CIRCLE. Seconded by, Mr. Kelly and 
CARRIED by unanimous vote. 

LARKSPUR ROAD, extending southerly and westerly from Sky Meadow Drive for a distance 
of approximately 2300 feet. 

MR. MURPHY HOVED for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by .Hr. Topping and 
CARRIED unanimously. 

HANNAH'S ROAD, extending southerly from Scofieldtown Road for a distance q~ approxi
mately 2100 feet. 

MR. MURPHY HOVED for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by Mr. Topping and , 
CARRIED unanimously. 

COUSINS ROAD, extending easterly from Larkspur Road for a distance of 275 feet. 

HR. MURPHY MOVED for acceptanca of the abdve road. Seconded by Hr. Topping and 
CARRIEI unanimously. 

VERY HSRRY ROAD, extending westerly from Larkspur Road for a dis'tance of 750 feet. 

Hr. Murphy said all of the above roads have been certified and are shown on Map 
#5452, uhich is . filed in the Town Clerk's office. 

MR. MURPHY tIlVED· for acceptance of VERY HSllRY ROAD. SecondEd by Mr,. Nolan and 
CARRIED unanimous 1 y. 

HALVEIlN ROAD, extending northerly from Vine Road for a distance of approximately 
980 feet. 1his road is shown on a map filed in the Town Clerk's office as Map 
#4991 and has been certified by the City Engineer. 

MR. MURPHY MOVED fo~ acceptance of tbe above road. Seconded by Hr. Nolan. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN objected to the acceptance of this road. He stated that it was in 
very poor 'co:ndition, full' of bOles and that he bad been on it many times recently 
and did not ~hink it should be accepted, considering the condition of the road. 

VOTE 'taken on acceptance of HALVERN' IlOAD and CARRIED by unanimous vote. 

LINWOOD LANE _ extending southeasterly and southwesterly from Wire Mill Road for a 
distance of "pproxiIIll!tely 800 feet and certified by the City Engineer and shown on 
Map #5159 filed in t he Town Clerk's effice. 

There was son2 discussion about this r oad, Mr. Russell stating that he had 
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personally measured this road and found it to be only 19 fee~ in ~~4~~_and nqt up 
to the usUal standard of width and vas not in too good a 'condition. 

HR. MURPHY HOVID that acceptance of thia road be DBNIBD for 
the Plaaning Board and City Bngineer should be so notified. 
vote to DKNY acceptance of LINWOOD LANK. 

ALBIN ROAD: 

thase r~son. and that 
CAIIiIED by UD8n1llloul 

Mr. Murphy said at last month'a meeting when a portion of this road va. accepted, 
there was a mistaken impression that the alder part of the ~treet wa. a public 
higbway, Since then, the discovery was mada1that DO part of Albin Road wa. ,accepted. 
He said that as this road has bean certified by the Ci~y Bngineer in ,its entirety 
and is sewered, resurfaced and maintained by the City, it was his recommendation 
that the entire length of ALBIN ROAD, from Cove Road to Nepanait ' !ltreet be aC!lepted 
as a public highway and sO KDVBD. Seconded by Mr. Kelly and CARRIBD unanimou81y. 

I.AKEVIEW DRIVB, from the accepted portion to Brook Run Lane, .. shawn on Kep '#5143 
in City Clerk's office. 

HR. MURPHY HOVBD for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by Mr. Nolan and 
CARRIED unanimously. 

BROOK RUN LANE, extending northerly and southerly from Lakeview Drive for a distance 
of 918 feet, as shoun on Map 15143 filed in the Town Clerk's office. 

MR. MURPHY KDVBD for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by Mr. Nolan and 
CARRIED unanimously . 

MR. MURPHY said there was some question about the date for final acceptance of peti' 
tions for acceptance of roads and a.ked that this matter be clarified by the Legisla' 
tive and Rules Commuttee. 

MRS. ZUCKERr spoke in regard to road acceptances. She said in accepting these roads 
we are obligating the City to the expense of their upkeep. Then, the Planning 
Board comes along acd requests storm aewers for prope~drainage of the roads ,and we 
do not have the mon~y and tben a requeat~is put through ,for additional sums necessary 
to install various storm. sewers and drains and the requeat ia denied. Then, the 
Board 1s flooded with petitions for the ,installation of drains, etc. for these roads 
that we have so quickly accepted as city roads. She said it' was a vicious circle. 

There was some discussion at this point as to how these matters could be handled. 

MR. RHOADES: "It may be that we need to clarify the city's position on acceptance 
of roads that have never been accepted as pub lic higbways." 

WOODRIDGI! DRIVE: 

There was some discussion about this road. Mr. Murphy explained that the City 
Engineer has not certified this road for acceptance. 

MR. MILANO MOVED that this Board should notify the City Engineer to hold up release 
of the bond on this road until it ia brought up t o acceptable condition. Seconded 
by Mr. Russell and CARRIED by unanimoua vote. 

Education, Welfare & Government Committee 

Mr. HBcridea, Chairman, presented the following report of his committee: 

o 

o 

o 
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The CoaDitte. Oft Education, Welfare and Government met at tbe offices of 
Kacrides, Zeaima & Schwartz at 7:00 P.M. on Tuesday, October 30. 1956. Hr. 
Gilbert and Hr. Kacrides were present. 

The ComMittee studied tbe resolution autborizing bonda to finance capital 
projects in tbe 1956-1957 Capital Budget and approved same in accord witb 
tbe Kayor's letter of October II, 1956. 

The request in tbe Kayar'. letters of September 25, 1936 and October II, 
1956. insofar as tbey have been approved by tbe Planning Board and the 
Board of Pinance by tbe appropriation of fund. for the amendment of the 
Capital Budget to permit /the purchase of the Ippolito property for a 
school aite. was 'a180 sppioved b; the Committee. 

Tbe contributions to Pairfield County, Code GG-489, in the amount of 
$29',399'.70 ·wa. also approved. 

Tb8 Committee strongly urged referral . to · ite minutes presented at the 
last meeting of the Board of RaprB8entaUve., wherein it approved the 
$10,000.00 emergency appropriation to tbe Beard of Education for the 
hiring of speech and hea~Dg teachers. 

Respectfully submitted, 
, ' . 

John C. Kacrides, Chairmen 

Hr. Lonso, Chairman, pr.sented tbe following committee report: 

HOIlSINO CQIflftB! IIBPORT 
Keeting beld Oct. 18, 1956 

The Boutin8 Committee met October 18. 1956 in the City Court room at 
8. P.M. Members preseat .were! Anthony ·Kolich. Jr., Gereld Rybnick . 
Kra.- Doria Zuckart and It. Hr. Snyder 'vas ab.ant. Invited Illest 
present were: Hr, Richard Jcrile, 'PrB8idant ' of Stamford Good Govem
IIISIit, Hre. Kary B. Kallny, Stamford Red Cross. Hr •• Dwisbt Karshall , 
StamfoN Camomley .cduncil and Hr. Charles Mitcbell, Stamford branch 
of tbe !letional Aasocietion', for ·the AdvaDcement of Colored People. 

I outlilled the won of the Ronaing CoIIIIIittee and the status of the 
Rousing program in our city to the membera of these civic organi
zations. We diacussed outside business interests to enter the Stam
ford bausins con.truction program. Also, the possibility of low 
interest home owner.bip -- 40mething like the Bowes type we had a 
few yea%. ago. Also, the possibility of cooper ntive housing, which 
many cities have tried and has been n success. 

Tbe housing and civics group thousht it would be a good idee to hold 
a meeting witb architects and representatives of agencies who are 
interested in bouaing. 

We will hold A meeting again witb nny civics group interested 1n tbis 
housing progrllQ. 

Frank Longo, Chairmen 
HousinS Committee 
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HR. LONGO HOVED for acceptance of the above report. Seconded by Hr. Topping and 
CARRUD unanimoualy. 

CCHlUNICIlTIOliS FRI»! TIlE MAYOR: 

CITY OF STlIHFORD, COIINECTICUT 

Hr. George V. Connors, President 
Board of Representatives 

November 5, 1956 

Re: Removal from Cove Island 'of Gravel 
Belonging to City of Stamford 

Dear Mr. Connors: 

Replying to the request of your Boord, dated October 8th, 
pertaining to the above subject, I wish to submit herewith a copy of 
t~ letter sent to the u.s. Arm¥ Corps of Engineer., also to the 
St,.te Water Commission (copy of which vaa sent to Selecl:lDlln Kerrigan 
of Darien). 

You will note the report of the U.S. Army Engineer., where 
THEY TAKE NO ADVERSE POSITIOII to the work being done by Darien in 
vf,ew of navigation problema which come within their juri.diction. 

On Friday, October 26th, the public hearing was held at the 
K. T. Murphy School, wherein which the State Water Commission appeared 
with its membership, 8S well as its executive director, William Wise. 

Hr. Wise publicly stated at the hearing, to your Chairman of 
PUblic Work., that their finding. were to the effect that approximately 
43,000 yarda of gravel were 21!1DOVed by the Town of Darien under a 
permit granted for this work. 

My conversation with Hr. KerrigaD, of Darien, alao proved that 
their work was dODe under an appropriation by the Town of Darien, 
wherein they paid a contractor $23,000 to do this work. 

Accordingly, in view of the self-explanatory letter of the u.S. 
Engineers, together with th~ fo~l~-up evidence personally given by 
Hr. Wise of the State Water Commission, and the facts given to me by 
Hr. Kerrigan substantiating the ramovol of 43,000 yards, there does 
net appear to have been any violation of Stamford's rights. 

rP"JQ/et 
En.cs 

Hr. Fogerty 
;C{ J:)I-#- Cc·rps of Engineers, U.S.II. 

Very truly yours, 

Thomas F. J. Quigley 
Hayor 

October S, 1956 

o 
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150 ~.u.eway St. 
Boston, Ma .. 

Mr. ~illiam S. Wise 
State Water Commissioner 
State Office Bldg 
Hartford, Conn 

Gentlemen: 

November 7, 1956 

Following my note to you of October 3rd, regarding thc 
request for an alternste plan, together with the request made 
by our Commissioner of Pcblic Works for copies of plans and 
.pecific~tton., and in view of the attached letter whe~ein tbe 
Bo~rd of Representatives of the City of St~ford ask that I 
inveetiga .. e and check all necessary steps to protect the interest 
of the City, may I make tho follOWing request: , 

That You dispatch immediately a represent~tive of your office 
to investigate whether or not the Town of Darien fully carried out 
the requirecents contained in their permit, and whether or not 
they trespassed in doing so, and if any damage has been caused by 
the removal of gravel from the_ C10ve ~rbor. 

Also, whether or not they have s.tayed within the bound. of 
the ~ermits granted by your office. 

Appreciating your immediate attention to this matter, I am 

TFJQ,!et 

Very truly yours, 

Th0lll88 F. J. Quigley 
Mayor 

cc:Selcctman T. Kerrigan, Darien 

Addre~s Rep~y ~o : 

DIVISION ENGINEE& 

Refer to File No. 
NEDNP 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS, U. S. ARMY 
OFFICE -OF T!~ DIVISioN E~GINEER 

mJ ENGLAND DIVISION 
150 causeway Streot 

Boston 14, Mass. 

22 October 1956 

Honorable Tb"mas F. J. Quigl ey 
~ycr cf the City of StaQford 
City Hell 
Stemcord . Connecticut 

j)ear Hayor Quigley: 

~.-:' J~::> . 
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fbi. is in referemce to your letter of OCtober 8 , 1956, re
questing that tbis office make an investigation to det,~ne •• 
whetber or not tbe Town of Darien has perfomed tbe dredSi!18 in 
Cove Hubor in conformance witb tbe pIau approved by Federal 
permit issued 25 Marcb 1955, to tbe Derien Park Commission, It 
is tbe opinion of tbi. office that, since tbe . que8ti~ ~once~s 
tbe po.aib1lity of encroachment on 8ubmerged land ~ed by §he 
City of Stamford, sucb an invest1setion is not requited by tbi~ 
Department under tbe Federal laws governing the issuance of 
permit •• 

There is a note on tbe permit fODD whicb 8l11l111Brize. tbe extent 
of tbe interest of tbe Federal Government in tbe work autborized. 
It sta-tes that tbe permit does not give any property rigbts eitber 
in real estate or material or any exclu.ive privileges; and that it 
does not autbor1ze any injury .~o private property or invasion of 
private rights, or an,~~r~~t of Federal, gtate, or local 
laws or regulations, nor does it obviate tbe necessity of obtaining 
State assent to tbe work autboriKed. It merely expre8ses tbe 
assent ~f tbe Pederal Government so far sa concerns tbe public 
~ights of DSvisetion. 

In view of tbe above it ia ap'psrent that no sction can be 
token by tbe Department for a. dataDDination as to whetber or not 
the dredging performed by tbe Town of Darien i8 in conformance 
witb the permit plans, since the dredging will have po advar8e 
effect on nDv1setion. Whether or not tbl! dredged area extends 
beyoed tbe Darien town line is a matter for determination by local 
and/or State sutborities. 

This office has been informed that a bearing will be held on 
the matter by tbe Connecticut Plood Control and Water Policy 
Commis~ion at 2:00 P.H., on Priday 26 October 1956. Arrangements 
are being made to bave a representative of tbis office in attend
ance. 

POR THE DIVISION ENGINEBR: 
Sincerely yours, 

lsI Hiles L. Wocbendorf 

HIlBg L. WACIIBNDOIiP 
Lt. Colonel : .Corps of Engineers 
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Assistant Division Engineer for Civil Works 

COMMIJIIlCATIONS PROM OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUALS 

(1) Letter from Corporation Counsel, answering request mode Dt Oct. I, 1956 Board 
meating for a written report on procedure for bond release. (See page 1386, 4tb 
parograph from top) 

Board of Representatives 
City H.a11 
Stamfonl, Connecticut 

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONN. 

October 18, 1956 

------- - ----.-------~--

o 

o 

o 



o 

o 

o 

1424 November 7, 1956 

Gentlemen: 

Enclos&d herewith are copies of the present form of performance 
bonds used by the Planning Board of the City of Stamford. 

You will note that the ~bligation is based on performance in 
accordance with the "specifications and rules of the City En
gineer and the terms and provisions of the ordinances of the 
City of Stamford and the statutes of the State governing the 
construction of highways and their accept .. nce." 

I trust tha t this information answers your inquiry of October 
16th. 

JMII:A 
Enels. 

Very truly yours, 

John M. Hanrahan 
Corporation Counsel 

Firat enclosure: 

DRAFT OF PERFORKA!lCB BOND 

KNIJI ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, Tbat,-:-:_-,-==_..-;====:::--:-: __ 
of the City of Stamford, County of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, as 
PRINCIPAL , and of said Stamford, as SURETY, are 
holden and stand firmly bound, jointly and aeverally, unto the City of 
Stamford, a municipal corporation of the State of Connecticut, located in 
Fairfield County in said State, in the penal sum of,~~~c-~~~~~~~~ __ 
Dollars, to be paid to laid City of Stamford, to the which payment well and 
truly to be made , we, the said obligators, do bind ourselves and our resp3c
tiva heirs, executors and administrators and each and every of them, for 
an in the whole sum aforesaid, firmly by these presents. 

Signed with our hands and sealed with our seals this ____________ ~day 
of _____ 19 __ • 

THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS BUCH , That whereas (Principal) has 
entered into an agreement with the City of Stamford for the grading and con
struction of higbways, installing of storm sewers and setting of street 11 .... 
monuments at locations indicated by the City Engineer of said City of Stamford 
and all in accordance with the specific3tions at,d rules of said City Engineer, 
and the terms and proviaions of the ordinances of the City of Stamford and the 
statutes of the State governing the construction of highways and their accep-
tance, on a project known as and shown on a certain 
map entitled " ", which map is to be 
filed in the office of the Town Clerk of said City of Stamford. 

The estiQate of the required drainage is based on the information sub
mitted by the applicant to date. If , in the course of development of this 
tract for building purposes , a physica l inspect i on of the pr~ises indicates 
the presence of additional drainage and water conditions which effect the 
subdivision, than in that event such conditions cust be r~edied to the full 
satisfaction of the City Bngineer of Stacfor d . 

This Bond submitted in connection with this original applic~tion 
, I 1,' is to be regarded as covering such additional drainage work. 
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HOW THBRIFORE, if aaid (Principal) .hall aatiafactorily complete the 
making and grading of the above described and the 
installation of the storm SBW9ra aforesaid, within (Maximum time - two years) 
years from the date hereof, subject to the approval of the City of Stamford, 
then this obligation to be void and of no effect, otherwise to remain in 
full force, power and virtue. 

(SIGN, WITNESS AND NOtARIZE) 

Second Enclosure: 

A Connecticut corporation located in the County of Fairfield, State of 
Connecticut, has applied to the Planning Board of the City of Stamford, a 
municipal corporation of the State of Connecticut, for approval of a sub-
division of land in the manner set forth on a certain map antitled: ____ __ 

WHEREAS the Planning Board of the City of Stamford haa approved aaid 
subdivision of land upon condition that the highwaY5 as shown on said map 
will be graded and constructed and storm aewers installed and .treet line 
monuments located in accordance with the specifications of the City of 
Stamford's Engineer, a. aet out in hia estimate dated, __ ~ __ ~ __ ~ ______ _ 
and the profile and con.truction plans approved by the City Engineer. 

WHEREAS the estimate of the requiE9d drainage is based on the informa
tion submitted by the applicant to date, ao that if in the course of develop
ment of this tract for building purpoae., a physical inspection of the pre
mises indicate. the pre>ence of additional drainage and water conditions 
which effect the subdivision, then, in that event such condition. matt be 
remedied to the full satisfaction of tho City of Stamford, and the bond 
submitted in connection with this original application is t o be reaarded 
as covering auch additional drainage work. 

NOW THEREFORE the parties hereto agree as follows: 

Said agrees t o satisfactorily complete 
the highways, storm SBWers and street line monuments in accordance with the 
aforesaid specificationa of the City Engineer and in accordance with the 
terms of the ordinances of the City and the Statutes of the State govarniqg 
the construction and acceptance of highways, within a period of two year. from 
the date of the bond: and further agrees to execute and deliver a bond in the 
amount of 
wi th a su::r::e:-::t~y~au=thLo"'r"'i"z~e::d:-:t::o-::t~r""a""D8""a""c"'t'-a"'u-r'"e-:t-y....,.b-u-.-:-i-n-e-.. --i:-n-,t:;:h-e-=S"'t-a7t-e--o ... f-,CO=-nn--e-c""t-:i--
cut conditioned upon the performance of said work; and in conaideration thereof 
the City of Stamford, acting herein by it. Planning Board, hereby agrees that 
if said work shall bs satisfactorily completed within a period of two years 
and approved by the Engineer of the City of Stamford, that the obligation of 
.aid bond ahall be discharged. 

In witness hereby the parties have hereunto Bet their handa and .eal 
this day of 19 __ . 

~nmss. ______________________ __ By:, ________________________ _ 

o 

o 

o 
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WITNESS: _______ _ 

CITY OF STAlIFORD, by ita Plaoning 
Board, acting berein 

By ___________ ___ 

~-----------------------------------------------------.-- ----------------~ 

AMBRICAN MACHINE & FOUNDRY CClHPANY 
261 ,Madison Avenue 
New York 16, N. Y. 

Mr. George V. Connors, President 
Board of Representatives 
City of Stamford, Connecticut ., 
Dear Mr. Connors: 

November I, 1956 

" 

Your exprudon and that of tbe ' Board of Representatives' of 
October 5th is most gratifying to me. With some of ' American 
Macbine & Foundry Company's chemical and engineering activities 
occupying over 77,000 8. ft. , in Stamford, I fael t6at our con
dderation ' to movil"ourreliearch atta' development Oiork to 'Htgh ' 
Ridge Road ' is tbe'lSest end\>r._nt' an American inclusi:~. could 

'1II8ke of "JOur fine ' C~it;: -<..!, no" _ 1 , • 

'The atmosphere of coopera~ion that pervades Stamford is moot" 
conducive to ' our buUding a campUs-type ' laboratory of- such 
uniqueness that it will be a landmark of which we '~y all be 
proud. I look forward with great anticipation to op~ing this 
new modem Research Center. • . . I 

.. Sincerely yours, 

Morehead Patterson, 
Cbaixman " 

(3) Commiaaiooer of Finance - Answer to COCJDents made by Auditors llidfield, 
Rothwell, Soule & Coatae in thair report for fiscal year ending June 30, 1956 

i {i • 

OFFICI. OF T\IB ,.CCIIMlSSIONBR OP ·l'INANCB ~ . , 

n 

November 2 , 1956 
'T 

\'0 : 
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The Honorable Thomas F. J. Quigley 
The Honorable Members of the Board cf Finance 
The Honorable Members of the Board cf Represontntives 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

I run enclosing a copy of a press relense which 
reflects my sentiments of the city audit recently 
filed by Hadfield. Rothwell, Soule & Coates. 

I intend to make a detailed study not only of the 
comments but also of the exhibits and schedules, at 
the conclusion of which I shell Illllke a further state
Clent. 

TMJr/g 
Encl. 

Very trul.y yours, 

Thoens Morrissey. Jr. 
Corneissioner of Finnnce 

November 2, 1956 
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I received the report of the city auditors yesterdBY and in the short period 
that I have had to analyze it, I am appalled by the amount of space and attention 
they devoted to criticizing minor items in the city's records. 

At the outset I want to state that there is nothing in the audit that in any 
way reflects upon the honesty of any member or employee of the Department of Finance 
or any of the other city departments or upon their ability to perform their duties. 
In fact, if anything, it would seem to indicate that the city's employees were over
zealous in being more interested in the substance of the city's business affairs 
than in the form. 

It must be ramembered that the Finance Dcpnrtmcnt in psrticular. and most of 
the other departments concerned in this audit, are operating the increased affairs 
of the city with 3 very limited personnel. Despite the rapid growth of the city 
over the l3st several years. it will be found that d~p3rtments are functioning with 
the SAme number of employees handling a much greater volune of business. This is 
particularly true ~f th~ Finance Departoent. 

In my department thera are only t~o executive ~ployees, myself and the Con
troller. The remainder ~f the personnel consist cf boc,kkeeping machine operators 
and clerks. The pcsition of accountant, which w"s established at my request to 
safeguard against some of the very criticisms thet ~re being made, became vacant at 
the beginning of the fisc"l year under review. The duties of the accc,untant are t .., 
inspect the various dep~rtments and render an internal aucit. The Personnel Depart
ment has been trying tv fill the vacancy in the office of accountant for almost a 
year and to date no one has been certified to me by the Personnel Department as 
qualified. One difficulty in fUlin::: the positi .• n appears to be the problem of 
securing a pcrs~n of cocpetcnce and experience within the salary range. This sit
uation has finclly been clarified by the! Porsonnl.!l Cct:..L.lission and an examination is 
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to be held in the immediate future. It would appear from information available to 
me that qualified individuals have applied for the position. 

The Commissicner of Finance and the Controller aloce cannot perform all of the 
detailed duties and discharge all the rssponsibilitie. of the Finacce Department as 
outlined by the Charter without such an employee. 

l'~ . .' ; 1. , 
The sU88eat1on in the audit that·_t~ • . coadiUOllI criticised would not have 

existed if I had bean prelent eve~siagie 'mtftUte of D workiag day failed to take 
into account the vacancy ia the position of accountant. When one stop. to think of 
the nUlllber of departments, boarda end agencies ia the City of Si:lIIDford, it is read
i ly apparent that the Commissioner of Finance can merely supervise their activities 
rather than operate p~ch one of them. It must be remembered that sinc~ I took office 
the original departmants and agencies in the city have been expanded by the ad
dition of new boards, such as the addition of a Sewer Commission, Parking Authority 
and Urban Redevelopment Commission. 

It must be further borne out that when I took this office, I pointed out to the 
responsible city boarda that I could .not be expected to devote all of my time in 
view of the salary and the absence of job teaure and that I agreed , to' devOte eub
atantially all of my time, which I have done, to the operations of the PiOBnce 
Department. This representation wal reiterated to the appointments committee of the 
Board of Representatives in connection with my laat appointment a year ago when the 
subject of devoting full time to the office was raised. 

I should like to aSlure the people of Stamford that the auditor's comment. that 
the books and records are in a poor condition il a statement incon.istent with the 
facts. The records of the City are being conducted in much the .eme manner as they 
bave been in the pC8t five year8, during whicb time other auditl have been made by 
reputable auditing firm! •. none of which contained th~ comm(~t. or recommendations 
comparable t o thesc contained in tbe current report. 

, ' 
It would appear t o me that the emphasis upon the time I spend on city bUliness 

i8 attributable in part t o differences of ~pinion that erose during the course of 
this audit between Hr. Charles CoatGS, a pBr~ner in the auditiog~rm. and members 
cf hie staff IIDd myself anel other city depsrtmeo; headl. Thia au<1it,,~ you will 
remember, was begun late because tbe auditing firm was not engaged by the Board of 
Finance until after the period preacribed by statute8, ccnsequently the auditors 
did not arrive until practically the beginning of the new fiscal year, a time when 
the city's various departments were QDgaged in closiog out the records of the fiscal 
year 1955-56 and opening their accounts for the fiscal year 1956-57. You can 
appreciate that the Pinance Department and the other city departments , with tbeir 
limited peraoonel, were rec~ptive to bar8s.~nt by the auditors. It has' been re
ported to me that in epite of provocation , all of tbe department heads and their 
employees endeavored to their utcost to give ful l c~operation to the examination as 
they have in past years. 

However, because I interceded for these over-burdened department heads and 
employees, it would appear that the auditors are taking out their annoyance on me 
by a thinly disgni~d personal attack upon the performance of my duties under the 
guise of ccnments 10 connection with an audit. Thia aeeca evident when one 8lUIII1ines 
the time they devote to the fect tb&t taxpayers received their tax bills leveral 
d~ys prior to July 1. Whet they did not take into account was the fact that our 
fiscal year begins on July 1 and ~t uolels we have tax receipts available to meet 
current city expenaes as of that date, we would be goiOS back to the old system of 
pledging our tex money in the f orm of tax enticipaticn notes to pay current bills. 

The comment concerning the Tax Collector having en over~ge of $3.00 which WBS 

:,:-1 I~ I 
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not promptly deposited, without bringing cut the fact that t ax collections of 
approximately ten million dollars made by the Col lector during the course of the 
year, vera promptly deposited, was obviously a gross exaggeration and misrepresen
tation of the actual fscta concerning the conduct of office by the TB~ Collector. 

The problem concerning the collections on parking tickets is not solely within 
the eontrol of .the Finanee Department. The Finance Department receives promptly any 
money eolleeted on luch ticket. but if people fail to pay the tieket. wben issued or 
the City Court aubsequent to the issuance of the tickets orders no payment should be 
made becaU8e of no violation of parking regulations was established, the Finance 
Department eannot take any action. 

When one remember. that the establishment of a Pa~king Authority was requested 
by the City for the purpo.e of removing the necessity of appropriating tax revenues 
to the operations of that Authority, then cne can appreciate that the criticism of 
the fact that ne fermal budget Bnd request f or funds f or tha operation of the Park
ing Authority was submitted was not merited. Financial reports of the operation of 
the Parking Authority showing ite receipts and expenditures were annually submitted 
by me to the Hayor and Boards of Finance and Representatives but since no city funds 
vere reque.ted to operate this agency, such a report was not included in the budget 
itself. I submit that shOUld it be done, it would amount t :> a mere bookl,eeping 
operation. 

In conclusion, I wish to assure the people of Stamford that no charBe of cor
ruption has been made against any city employee. Furthermore , I wish to state at 
tbi. tiMe that I have every confidance in the ability and devotion to duty of Mr8. 
Ague. S. Convery, the City Controller, and I think, in tbe lisht of the burdens of 
her office and the liMited personnel available t o her, she has per forced excellently 
and I might edd that this opinion is shered by every responsible officiol of the 
City. 

NEW BUSINESS 

·Re: Report of Auditors Hadfield, Rothwell, Soule & Coates for City ~f Stamford for 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1956 

MR. FREDBRICKS: "There has been considerable alarm and ccncern in the City as a 
result of the audit report which appeared in the Stamford Advccate. The question 
as to how much tiMe the Finance Commissioner should spend in the service of the city 
came up. The question of emergency appro?riations are alweys befor~us. We, as the 
representatives of the citizens of Stamford, have the obligation to 10uk into the 
report very carefully. A special committee ef this Board should go ever the auditor's 
report," 

MR. FREDERICKS MOVED thet a six man bi-partisan committee be appointed to review the 
auditor's report and report to this Bo"rd and make rec=cndath.ns in connection 
with the audit report recently completed. Seconded by Mr. Waterbury and CARRIED by 
unantmous vote of the 27 members present. 

There being no further business to cace before the Board, Mr. Fredericks MOVED fer 
adjournceet at 10:30 P.M. Seconded by several voices nnd CARRIED unanimously. 

Respectfully submittad, 

/~f ) , {-/ C ; w)U"'-<' 
( .. (_ "" L!l. 1 1:,P 

"' George v. Ccnnors, President 
Board of keprcs~ntativc9 
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