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Brought Forward $1,162,500 $1,062,500 $ 100,000 

2. Park Commission 134,000 131,500 2,500 

3. Board of Public Safety 

(a) Police Department 75,000 75,000 

l·,. Board of Education 494,460 494,460 

" Hubbard Heights .. 
Commission 2,000 2,000 

6. Ferguson Library 10,000 10,000 

7. Welfare Commission 450,000 ---- 450,000 

8. Health Department 8,200 8,200 

9. Registrar of Votera 8,000 8,000 

Grand Total $2,344,160 $1,791,060 $ 552,500 

This budget will be financed by the sale of bonds in the 
amount of $1,407,360.00 and the balance of $384,300.00 by current 
taxation. 

0" January 10, 1957, the Commissioner of Finance reported to 
this Board the amount and nature of expenditures which, in his opiniol 
the ·.it)' could safely make for capit.al projects during the fiscal yea: 
1957/1958, which amount was stated to be $2,200,000.00. Thia Board 
subsequently certified to the Planning Board, pursuant to the Charter 
$2,200,000.00 could safely be expended for capital projects in that 
year. nte amount we have approved for such expenditures, in the pres. 
budget, is well within the ftgure so certified, viz.: $1,791,660.00. 
The requests before us exceeded the certified figure by $144,163.00. 
In approving, reducing or denying the requests set forth in the budgel 
we have been mindful of the need for economy in our city government, 
and we have likewise been mindful of the needs of our people for 
reasonable municipal services at. reasonable costs. With these thoughl 
in mind, we have carefully studied and examined each individual requel 
to determine the merits of the same and to justify their in 
the budget. We are also aware of possible requests to amend the budg. 
after its adoption and have, therefore, created a margin within which 
future amendments might be considered with safety to the financial 
structure of the city. 

Comments relative to various items above set forth in the 
budget are, as follows:-



Conv&lescent Home 

In eliminating the appropriation for the Convalescent Home 
from this year.'s capital projects program, by a vote of 5 to 1, Mr. 
Stashenko voting for the appropriation, your Board is acutely aware 
of the need for facilities to care for the chronically ill and to 
care for those convalescents who ~eed care outside their awn homes. 

However, the Board is not satisfied, nor does it sense that 
the community is satisfied, that the project has had the professional 
study required to define clearly the field within which the proposed 
Convalescent Home would operate, the type of staff required, or what 
agency should be responsible for its admissions policy, schedule of 
service charges, and day to day operations. As presented to us, its 
operation is not necessarily characteristic of the function of the 
Welfare Department except to the degree that an institution like 
Sunset Home has been responsible to the Welfare Commission. Many of 
the phases of this project's operation are quite dissimilar from the 
Sunset Home operation in that regular medical and nursing care is 
likely to be a normal rather than an unusual requirement. Despite 
the year which has elapsed since the appropriation for plans was author­
ized, fundamental problems do not seem to have been satisfactorily re­
solved. Your Board further was not satisfied that a structure built 
within the cost estimates submitted (basically $15.00 per square foot) 
would, at present construction costs, afford the services which would 
be expected of such a building, whether designed primarily for chronic 
invalidism or for convalescent patients. Until these questions have 
been satisfactorily r~solved, the Board feels it should not approve an 
appropriation for the project. 

Mr. Stashenko believes that Stamford is one of the large 
cities in the State which does not have a municipal nursing home and 
hospital, although surveys have been made for many years which in­
dicate that there is a definite need for one in Stamford. He further 
believes that since this Board bas appropriated funds for architects' 
fees and plans for this worthwhile community project, it ought not to 
be delayed, but should be built now. 

Heliport 

Thio request was denied until such time as the Board has re­
ceived further data as to anticipated revenues, operational expenses, 
cost of conotruction, leaoe arrangements, and such other information 
as may be necessary regarding capital expenditures by the City of 
Stacford in order to make this project reasonably functional. 
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Storm Draina 

The Board notes that aside from the Springdale and North 
Glenbrook section, all the other higi~ays marked for storm drain 
construction are located in an ares .)f more or less recent developmen 
No requests were submitted to this Board for storm drain construction 
in other areas of the city which are well populated and where the 
need for storm drains has long existed. It is to be noted that the 
request for the Eighth Street project has been denied by this Board 
for the reason that the cont~lated improvement runs through private 
property and would seem to be of more benefit to individual property 
owners than to the general public. We also feel that the amount of 
$6,500.00 is ample to take care of the High Clesr Drive project. 

In approving the requests for storm drains, the members of 
this Board feel that the work should have been done by the developers 
of the acreage involved. There are many areas in the older sections 
of the city that should have priority as to storm drains. lIowever, 
since the Planning Board and the Mayor felt that these areas needed 
immediate attention and have placed them in the capital budget, these 
requests were granted. 

Mr. Mackler does not subscribe fully to the views stated in 
the prior paragraphs as he believes that once a road is accepted, it 
becomes the city's responsibility to maintain the road and any drains 
required therefor, and that after acceptance it serves no purpose to 
say that the developer should have done the work since he can no long 
be required to do this. Therefore, since it is the responsibility of 
the city, he is of the opinion that the recommendations of t~e of­
ficials properly charged with the determination of the prlorVy 0;: 
these projects should be followed, provided the city is financially 
able to carry on thoRe recOlllllendatic;ns. !:Ir. Mackler agrees that the 
older sections which require rectification should be completed first, 
but only if the priority is determi~ed by need and not solely by time 

!!!.I?hways 

The $4,000.00 request for repairing the Turn-of-River bridge, 
which is no longer used, was denied. This bridge leads to private 
property . The Board members unanimously feel that the developer of 
this property should repair the bridge. 

The members of this Board voted 5 to 1 against appropriating 
funds for pedestrian shelters, Mr. Stashenko casting the dissenting 
vote. 

Sanitary Sewers 

TIle requests in the amount of $200,000.00 to complete the 
b<'.J..:.nce of the Center St reet- ScofieJ.d Avenue area and to construct a 

'.;' . ~ . , 



sanitary sewer in the northeast section -- weSI: of Hope Street -­
is in furtherance of the overall North Glenbrook-Springdale project. 
The construction of a sanitary sewer in the northeast section -­
west of Hope Street -- will eliminate a particularly unsanitary 
condition in this area and should put an end to a problem that has 
faced the residents of this area and the city for many years. 

Incinerator 

The construction of another incinerator is a necessary step 
toward providing adequate incineration for a steadily growing Stam­
ford. Our Board feels that this project must be furthered and is 
aware of the fact that an additional expense of $300,000.00 must be 
provided for in a future budget. The expenditure provided for re­
lates largely to the protection of health in our city, and we approve 
such expenditure as called for in the budget. 

Mr. Mackler voted against this proposal because he does not 
believe that appropr iations for projects of this kind should be made 
until the plans and specifications are completed, and is, therefore, 
of the opinion that the appropriation should have been limited to 
an amount sufficient to cover the costs of plans and specifications. 

Flood Control 

Our Board now feels that enough work has been done on flood 
control so that we are better able to evaluate the work that has been 
accomplished and to have some conception of what the ultimate amount 
required to eliminate flooding will be. Much of the work planned 
by the Army Engineers has been completed and the overall picture has 
been clarified as to the probable cost of the remaining work to be 
done. 

Park Commission 

All the requests made for the Park Commission are approved 
by this Board with two exceptions. We do not feel that there is 
any need for the further expenditure of funds for Liane Park in 
view of expenditures made for this Park in recent years, nor do we 
feel that an expenditure of $1,500.00 for grading and landscaping at 
Stark-Northrop is justified at this time as this work was done several 
years ago. We feel that th~ current provisions made for the Park 
Commission will enable the Commission to proceed with its plans and 
to advance further towards the ultimate complete development 0= our 
parks. 

* * * * * * * * 
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CONCLUSION 

Conscious of its obligations to all city employees and 
beneficiaries of the tax dollar, but not oblivious to the tax 
burden borne by numerous small home owners, as well as small busi­
Tlesses and our large industries, the Board members were forced to 
remind themselves of the "goose and the golden eggs," and that even 
Santa Claus, with all his ingenuity and largesoe, is unable to satis­
fy the needs of many, and, consequent ly, the wishes of others. 
Many suggestions of real merit and undoubted value to the community 
have to be refused on the simple grounds that their cost is beyond 
our means. We have to live within the limits of a sane and realistic 
budget as a municipality just as we do in individual and family life . 
This is an economic principle very easy to forget in these days of 
enortlous Bovernment spending, but Ne cannot forget this principle if 
we a r e to m3intain a sound and solvent fiscal system for our city. 

Isadore M. Mackler, Chairman 

John L. Cameron 

Nicholas J. Gorman, Jr. 

l'atrick J. Hogan 

Russell C. Roberts 

John Stashenko 
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