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A regular meeting of the Board of Representatives was held nn Monday, March 7, 1960
in the Cafeteria of the Delan Jr. High School, Toms Road.

The meeting was called to order by the President, John R. Nolan, at B:12 P.M. (The
meeting being broadcast over Stamford Radio Station WSTC)

INVOCATION was given by Rev. George Poulos, Church of the Archangels.

ROLL CALL was taken by the Clerk. There were 32 prescnt and 8 absent at the calling
of tne roll., Mr. Kulish and Mr. Dombroski{ arrived shortly thercafter; also a re-
placement was named for the vacancy in the lst District, changing the final roll
call to 35 present and 5 absent. Absent were Messra: Georgoulis, Shapero, Mazea,
Murphy and Wynn.

RESOLUTION OF CONDOLENCE - Re death of Thomas P. Cassidy, (Democrat) Representative
from lst District

The members observed 2 momeut of silence in tribute to thw memory of the late member
from the First District, Thomas P. Cassidy.

MR. SILEO presented the followlng resolution and MOVED that the resolution and a
formal letter from the Board be sent to the family of the dececased. Seconded and
CARRIED unanimously:

MESOLUTION Ko, 316

BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Representatives of the City of
Stamford extend Lts condolences and express f{ts sympathy to the
family of the late Thomas P. Caseidy, Representative from the

e First Districe.

A dedicated public servant, Mr. Cassidy carncd the respect and
esteem of his fellow membhers on the Board hy virtue of his
devotion to principle, his intelligent approach to the problems
facing the Board, and his unsel{ish service to his District and
the City of Stamford.

This Board and the City of Stamford shares the loss with
Tom Cassidy's famlly, and joins {n its sorrow.

The President informed the members that under the provisions of the Charter any
vacancy occurring must be filled at the next Board meeting by someone residing in
the same District and of the same political faith.

Replacement for Vacancy Created in First District:

MR. SILEO, Firat District Representative, presented the name of EDMIN W. COLE,

Democrat, 24 Mohegan Avenue, from the First District, to fill the vacancy created
by the untimely death of Mr. Cassidy.

MR. SILEO: " 'r. Cole has resided in the First District fur the past ten years and is
a reglstered Democrot. He has the endorsement of the Committee members from the
District. It is their desire that Mr. Cole he elected Representative for the lst
District, and I so MOVE." Mr. O'Connell seconded the motion.

There being no further nominations, the President declared Edwin W. Cole elected
a8 a member of the Board of Hepresentatives from the First District.
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Mr. Cole asaumed his seat on the Board, after being sworn into office by Mr. Daniel
Baker.

ACCEPTANCE QF MINUTES - Meeting of February 1, 1960

There being no additions or corrections, the Minutes of the above meeting were
accepted.

COMMITTEE REPORTS:
MR. NOLAN, Chairman, presented the following report of the Steering Coomittee:

STEERING COMMITTEE REPORT
Mceting held Feb. 23, 1960

A meeting of the Steering Committee was held Tuemday, February 23, 1960 in the
Mayor's Office, Cit; Hall.

The meeting was called to order by the Chalrman, John R. Nolan, at 8:00 P.M.

The following were present: John R. Kolan, Chairman; Clyde O'Connell, John DeForest,
Peter Sileo, James Carey (Chairman of Urban Redevelopment Committee); Steve Kelly,
Henry Nolan, Daniel Baker, Williem Ivler, George Ruaacl), George Connors, Rutherford
Huizinga and Bernard Geronimo.

Absent were: Daniel Reback (on vacation); Martin Pompadur, Paul Shapero and William
Murphy.

Copies of the Planning Board's recommended Capital Projects Budget for 1960-61
were handed out to all those present.

Re: Death of Thomns P. Cassldy, lat District Representative (On Feb. 22, 1960)

With reference to the above, Peter Sileo, lst District Representative and Mr,
Cansidy's running mate in the November 1959 election, was designated as the one to
present a resclution of condolence at the March 7th Board meeting. Thie wan ordered
placed on the agenda Iimmediately after the roll call in order to comply with pro=
visions outlined in Sec. 201 of the Charter and with past custom.

The President informed the members that flowers and a letter of condolence have
been sent to the family of the deceased,

Re: Copies of correspondence for Board files

The Chairman called attention to the fact that many Rosrd memhers are carrying on
correspondence with various City officials and departments without the knowledge
of Board officers and without furnishing the office of the Board with coples of
correspondence. He pointed out that this might cause mome confuaton and prevent
efficient liaison in the event a member should reaign, or he ahsent, and some
other member have to carry an in his place. Iie requented that all members in the
future kindly furniash copien of any correspondence they may have on matteres cone
cerning his District or the Board, to the Bosrd's office, in order to obtain
better coordination and avold mimunderstandings.

FPiscal Committee=-

All appropriationa approved by the Board of Finance were vefeyred to the ahove

1 & B, —
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Committee. 1Items over $2,000 (with the exception of pensions) were also referred
to other committees concerned,

Public Works Com=zittee =~

(1) Necessity for sidewalks on Hiph Ridge Rond = This was brought up by Mr. Henry
Nolan, who asked that this be referred to the above Committee. This was done.

(2) Street Signs - Mr. O'Connell brought up the question concerning necessity for
replacement of street signs when they are removed by contractors., Referred to
above Committee.

Planning & Zoning Committee -

The following matters were referred to above Committee:

(1) Matters held in Committee ordered placed on Agenda.

(2) Letter dated 2/15/60 from City Engincer, requesting clarlfication of Ordinance
No. 89 re change of name of portion of Old Logging Road to GARY ROAD, (Sce
page 2759 of Minutes of 2/1/60)

(3) Finel adoption of pruopused Ordinance to change nume of Stanwich Road to TACONIC
ROAD. (Adopted for pubaication at 2/1/60 meeting)

Parks & Recreation Comalttec -

A petition from The Central Veterana' Association, requesting permission to hold a
parade on Merorial Day, Minday, May 30, 1960, was referred to above committee and
ordered placed on agenda under “Petitions”.

Urban Redeveloprient Committee =

Re: Mayor's letter of 2/11/60 requesting appropriation of $184,832 for the East
Meadow URC Project, plus contracts, exhibi{ts and various maps and schedules

Because of the complicated noture of the ahove matter, it wns decided to refer it
to both the Urban Redevelopment Cormittee and the Fiscal Cormittee, The portion
concerning the approprintion was teferred to the Flacal Cormlttee, namely "Schedule
C". The restL of the papers were referred to the Urban Redevelopment Committee for
study and recormendations.

For the reason that this haws not yet been approved by the Board of Finance, but
noting the necessity for prior study, it was rceferred to Lthe Committecs concerned
and ordered piaced on the Apenda, pending action by the Board of Finance in order
to avoid the neceassity for bringing {t up under suspension of the rules at the

next meeting, as the Board of Finance is expected to act upon thié matter before
the March 7th meeting of this Board.

The following were ordered placed on the agenda under “Corvunicatfons:

(1) City District boundaries - Letter of 1/28/60 from Town and City Clerk.

It was noted that this would have to be held until the appointment of a Charter
Revision Committee and referred at that time for thelr consideration.
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(2) Concerning members aopearing before Planning & Zoning Boards =~ Letter from
Corporal ion Counsel dated 2/19/60,

The above letter being In answer to a motion made by Mr. Baker at the February
mecting. requescing clarifizatlon and an opinion from the Corporation Counsel to
guide Board members in the [iture,

(3) Acquistizion of park land - Reply dated 2/10/60 from Planning & Zoning
Director. (See page 2760, Minutes of 2/1/60)

(4) Circuit Court YHorse - Letter [rom Mayor Kennedy re declsion not to include a
pelice garage in basement of new Court House because of bad water conditions,
Ordered filled,

{5) The Citlzens' School League - Letter dated 2/6/60 concerning Capital
Projects Budget - toefurred to Filscal Committee for informatieon

There being no further business to come before the Committee, the mecting ad journed
at 9:15 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

John R. Nelan, Chalrman
v STEERING COMMITIEE

FISCAL COMMITIEF

MR. REBACK, Chairman. nresented his Committee report. He sald a meeting was held
on February 29, 1960 and all members were present.

(1) $1,640.12 - Lepgal Fees for Special Policeman A. McKelthen (As per Moyor's
letrer of 11/6/59)

(clferred at Feh, 1, 1960 Board meeting)

MR. REBACK: "This fahove) request was tabled, due to additional LInformation re-
quested by the Committes. ™

(2) 538,000 - Welfare Depariment (Reduced by Board of Finance) (As per Mayor's
letter of 2/15/60)

Code 460-81 Cash Relief~-rr--cncececcccuna- £23,000
Code 461-A  General logpltalae~esecccacaues 15,000
§38,000

MR. REBACK MOVED for approval of the above appropriations. Seconded by Mr. Ivler,
who said lL had alsc bren referred to the Education, Welfare & Government Com-
mittee, who concurred in approval of the request. CARRIED unanimously.

(3) $8,910.07 - Salaricva. Incincrator Code 414B,1 - Public Works Department (As

per Mayor's letter of
2/15/60)
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J Equipment Operntors TIL - 13 wecks @ $94.73 $3,824 47

2 Incincra‘or Opberators " " @ 87.60 2,277.60
J Laborers " " @ 7200 2,808 00
$8,910.07

MR. REBACK MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded by Mr. Rybnick. Mr.
Henry Nolan, Chairman of the Puhlic Works Committee, said his Committee concurred
in the recommendation for appreval of this request.

MR. SCARELLA inquired 1f these were additional personne!. Mr. Reback replied the
personnel would be requafted to operate the new lucinetator.

VOTE taken on above requeost. CARRIED unanimously

MR. REBACK MOVED for approval of the above request © Seconded by Mr. Henry Nolanm,
who sald the Public Works Committee concurred in the recormendation for approval of
this item

MR NOLAN: "I would like to point out at this time that the question was asked
about why the Public Works Department necded new radio equipment. The particular
set - the crystal fs svt to on: wave length  The one which they were using on the
pelice wave length would not be able to be used on the new wave length which s
being assigned. That 's why the new one had to be purchased."

VOTE taken on above item A5 and CARRIED unanimously

(5) $10,000 - For_studv of Pensfon Plan (As per Mayor's letrer 3/19/59)

MR. REBACK MOVED for spproval of the above item. The Chalrman of the Personnel
Committee, to whom this had alusn heen referred, coacurred in the recommendation
for approval. Seconded by Mr Milreed and CARRIED mnantosusaly

(6) $800 00 - Planning Board - Cude 520 11 - For maps and prints
(As requested in Mayor's letter of 1/25/60)

MR. REBACK MOVED for approval of the above request  Scconded by Mr. Kelly

MR. RUSSELL, Chairman of the Planning & Zoning Committee, urged the approval of
this request.

VOIE taken on item #6 above and CARRIED unanimously.

(7) $184,8132 00 - Urban Redevelopuent Commisslon - (As per Mayor's letter of
2/11/60, later amplified by letter of 2/25/60)<=-- Resclution
amending the Capital Projects Budget for 1959-1960 by including
an ftem to be known as “STREET IMPROVEMENTS, EAST MEADOW

REDEVE] OPMENT PROJECT" and appropriation of §184,832 for said
project (Al referred to Speclal Urban Redevelopment Committee)

The President said: "Prior to the passage of this ftem, we must first have a re-
port from our Special Urban Redevelopment Committee."

MR HUIZINGA: "1 take 1t that this §{s for the appropriation of fundu?"

et o e L
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MR. NOLAN (President) "No it is not, Mr. Huizinga."

There being no objection to h=aring from the Urban Redevelopment Committee first,
Mr. Reback yielded the floor to Mr. Carey.

MR. CARFY presented the report of the Urban Redevelopment Committee. He sofid a
meeting had been held Feb, 29 1960, with all members present, with the exception of
Mr. Murphy and Mr. Longo. Also present ot this meeting were Mra. Marshull and Mr.
Greenbaum, from the Urban Redevelopmen. Commission and Mr. Salem Shapiro, Director
of the Commission.

MR. CAREY - "Our mocting was called in order to discuss an amended plan for the East
Mcadow arca, as nuzlined in the Mayor's letter of 2/11/60.

“This amended plan has been approved by the Planning Beard and the Board of Fénance,
After mich discussion, the Cemmittee voted unapimously to favorably recomnend the
amended plan to this Board and a resolution covering same will be offered shortly.
However, first §* ts felt that a bricf explanation of the changes in the plan be
made.

"As you know, the first redevelooment plan for East Mcadow was adopted in 1953,
Although the 15 artea of land have been clearcd and ready to sell for some time, an
unfortunate experience with a prospective purchaser resulted in the belicef that the
soil condittons were fon poer 'o support a building or bulldinps without expensive
foundation wark  [ast Fall the URD wias able to get the reperr of the nine test
borings made hy thia preospecrive purchaser. Using this und an earlicr report of four
bori{ngs taken by tte Commission the englneersing flrm of Werner-Jensenk Korst was
employed to analyze these rerorts,

"Their analysis indicated thar the sojl condttions woule support bulldings through-
out the area, ex:ept for one acve above the inlet, The Commission circulated this
information and has recetved many Inquirles about purchase of the property. 1In
addition te thie analvsss, the URC undertook a study of the plan for redevelopment
of the arera and felt that certain chanyes in the plan were desirable, {rom a
financial and salvs viewpoint, In the original plan, Mcadow Strect ran from
Jefferson Street diagonally across the area to Harbor View Avenue. The Commission
felt there was no nced for the vhole lengrh of the proposed street and recommends
that it be dcad-e¢nded 1n a rurnaround, thus reducing the improvements to Mcadow
Strect by the cost of paving 400 feet, The remalning porcion of Meadow Street
will permit access re the properties which need it and the City will have an
additional .6 of an acre for sale.

"A second change s concorned with reduclng the 40 year period of Federal restrictions
to a minimum of 20 vears, of which & years hove already elapaed. At the end of the 20
years, the testrictions continue, unless and until. changed by this Board. All
potential purchasers felt that a 40 year period of Federal vestrictions was too

long and they desired local (ontiol sooner than this. 1f thias Board terminates
Federal controls at the end of 29 vears, the property then comes uunder the Lhen
existing zoning ordinanc-4 and will, of course, at that time be subject to local
control.

YA third change prrmits the vse ol metal and frame in bullding construction, In
addition to mascon:y constriuction already included. Since the adoption of the
original plan, metal construction has gained gencral acceptance and use in all types
of building. However, all proposed bulldings must still be approved bv the URC.
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“Another change extends the permitted uscs to those described by the Stamford Zoning
Ordinance. Formerly, such uses as manufacture of clothing, sporting goods, photo
engraving, wholesale palnts were cxacluded. This change also permits limited out-
door storage where accessory to a permitted use, The outdoor storage may not exceed
the floor areca of buildings on Lhe slte. The IIRC may grant an exception when the
storage {8 associated with ar existing use, The Plan excludes certain specific

uses as obnoxious, hazardous or constituting a nulsance. These include explosives
manufacture, auto wrecking, gas manufacture or storage and junk dealers.

"The instaliatlon ¢t an industrial rall lead track through the East Meadow ares is
considered a good investiwnt and is {nciuded in the amended plan. Prospective
purchasers have indicated intercet in connecting to this lead track. The lead
track will be avatlable for the use of all purchasers.

"Typographical errors and the correction of minor errors in land surveys aie also
corrected in the wnended plan.

"The URC believes the amended plan is a realistic approach in overcoming the pro-
blems which previously preveated the sale of propertles in the East Meadow Project.

“Stamford has had the obligation to the Federal Government since 1954 to undertake
the street impruvements, etc. outlined In the original, and now, the amended plan,

"0f course, the Cuntract of Sale which each purchaser must si{gn cannot become
effective, or the purchaser take title until these improvements have been completed.
However, you will hear more about this when Mr. Reback completes his Fiscal Come
mittee report "

MR. CAREY presented a Reuanlutfon which follows and MOVED fur ite adoption .
Seconded by Mr. Mulreed

Considerable debate cnsued at this point. Mr, Scarella asked {f it would be papaible
to defer action unti]l coples are available for distributlon

The President replied: "Mr. Scarella, T think we are trying to satisfy the techni-
calities involved in this matter by oither having the reselution put in writing or
being read in full. However, coples of the Amended Redevelopment Plan for the
Eact Meadow Redevelopment Arca are available right here ond 1 can provide you with
a copy 1f you will come forward, Moat of Lhe menbers have one."

MR, HUIZINGA: "We all received copies, Mr. Presldent."

The President safd: "Anyone else who does not have thelr copy with them can get one
now L{f they wiah." Secveral members came forward and were given a copy of the
booklet

MR. IVLER spoke in repard to the amended plan, saylng he was oppnaed to the i(nstall=-
ation of the railroad spur, Lecause there is no assurance that this will necessarily
effectuate the sale ol the land,

MR. lMcLAUGHLIN said he agreed with Mr. Ivler.

MR. HENRY NOLAN spoke in favor of the resolution.
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Several members questioned Mr. Carey at great lemgth.

MR. O'CONNELL rcad a letter to the Mayor from the Chairman of the Urban Redevelopment
Comnission in which it listed $40,000 as the cost for the railroad lead line.

MR. MULREED said he agrees with Mr. Henry Nolan.

After further discussion. {t was agreced to ask Mr. Terhune from the URC, who was pre-
sent, tn answer some of the questions velng asked by various membevs.

Many of the members questioned Mr. Terhune at some length.

MR. WUIZINGA MOVED the question. Seconded by Mr, Macri and CARRIED.

A standing vote was taken on the [ollowing Resolution, as introduced and read by Mr.
Carey, and CARRIED bv a vote of 29 in favor, ) opposcd and Mr. Geronimo and Mr. Blois
merely answering '"Present™; with the President not voting (except {n the case of a

tie vote, when it Is necessary [or his vote).

RESOLUTION NO. 317

APPROVING AMEMDMENTS TO REDEVELOPMENT PLAN
FOR THE EAST MEADOW REDEVELOPMENT AREA

BE AND 1T HERERY 1S RESOLVED BY T![E RCARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
CITY OF STAMFORD THAT

The redevelopment plan for the East Mcadow Redevelopment Area dated
August 1, 1953 {8 hereby amended as follows:

SEC. |. REDEVELOPMENT AREA DEFINED
Revige paragraph | to read as follows:

The East Meadow Redevelopment arca (hecein called the "Redevelop-
ment arca) 15 bounded as shown Lo Map #5A "Amended Redevelopment Area®

Delete Paragraph 6 commencing "But excluding. . ." and
substcirtute therefor the followlng paragraph:

But excluding the property hounded as follows: Starting at the point
formed by the interscction of the north side of New St. with the
easterly property line of the property owned by The City Investment
Co., thence S, B8™ 51' 10" W. for a distance 203.10', thence on a
curve to the right having a rodius of 430.17' for a distance of
22.76", thence N. 19 38' 16" W. for a distance of 86.94°', thence

on & curve to the tight having a radius of 20.00' for a distance of
22 631", thence N 639 10" 30" E. for a distance of 137.86', thence
un a urve to the right having a radlus of 479 34" for a distancc of
92.63°, thence § 59 76" 50" E. for a distance of 90.66', thence S.
81° 13' 10" w. for a distance of 36.51', S, 69 18' 20" “E, for a
distance of 118 95' to the place of heginning;

In Pnragra;h 5 the last course should read as f{ollows:
“thence S5, 310 25° 0" W "

R T ST PR R
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SEC. & LAND USE AND BUILDING PLAN
Paragraph 2 revised to read as follows:

Under the Redevelopment Plan the Redevelopment Arca will be
used for gencral industrial uses, (See Map #1 A "Amended Redevelop=
ment Plan - Land Use"). Since the Redevelopment Area and all sur-
rounding property is now zoned as a peneral industrial district, no
change in roning within or around the Redevelopment Area fs required.

SEC. 5 ZONING AND BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS
This section is revised to read as follows:

The use of land and the construction, type, size, heigh:,
covesage, and location of buildings, and off~street parking and
loading requirements shall conform to the Zoning Regulations of the
City of Stamford as amended to December 28, 1959 and the Building
Code as amended to December 28, 1959.

SECTION 7 BUILDING CONSTRUCTION
Revised Lo read as follows:

All bhuildings s rected on the site shall be of masonry or
equival ent. coustiuction but metal, fram, and bulldings of
eimilar construction may be permitted upon approval by vhe Urban
Redevelopment (mmission. With respect to any building constructed
of light weight aggrepate, concrete blocks, tile block, or tile
brick, that poseion of such bullding which fronts on Jefferson Street
wust be finished with face brick, common brick painted, limestons or
their equivalent.

SEC 8 PERMITIED U'SES

All uses permitted in the General Indudtrial District as
described in the Cttv of Stamford Zoning Ordilnance as amended to
December 28, 1959 shall be permitted with the exception of uses
described or enumerated below.

Prohibited Usecws.

a. All restidentlal uses including hotels, boarding
housea, etc

b. All religous, educational, charitable, philan=-
thropic and social uses whether operated for
profit or not, whether public or private.

¢. All recreational or amusement uscs,

d. All rertatl uses and services and professional office
uses when not accessory to permitted uses,

¢, All uses that ave predominantly outdoor storage but
not excluding such outdoor storage use when accessory*
to a permitted use. Such accessory outdoor storage,
other than parked vehicles, shall not occupy a land
arca in excess of the floor area of buildings on tha
site.

An exception to this prohibition may be granted by the Urban
Redevelopment Commission when such outdoor storage use is
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SEC. 23} RaIL
Reviced to read as follows:

Upon a strip of land JO' wide (As shown on Map No. A "Redevelopment
Plan - Saattary and Storu Scwers and Rallroad”) extending f-om Jetferson
Street souch for any distance as rcquired as far as the extreme southern
boundary of the Redevelopment Arca, an easement shall be maintained for
industrial raflroad trackage for the purpose herein set forth in this
section. The uvity of Stamford, Will construct industrial rail trackage
from the property of the New York, New Haven, and Hartford Railroad on the
north side of Jefferson Street, crossing Jefferson Street, and continuing
within the above described strip.

Any land in the Redevelopment avea which bounds on the railroad
track to be installed upon this eascment, shall have the right, subject to
obtaining the approval of the Urban Redevelopment Commission to construct
a private spur track [rom such railroad trackage onto such property, and
shall have the right to use the trackage installed over the Redevelopment
Arca tn {ta connection with the track of the Hew York, New Haven and
Hartford Railroad.

The Agency will couse the New York, New Hoven, and Hartford Railroad
Company to construct industii:l railroad trackage on the railroad property
to connect to the trackage to be constructed by the Commission from the
property of the rallroad Company southerly across Jefferson St., snd on
the easement within the Redevelopment property as shown on "Map No JA,
Sanitary and Storm Sewcrs, and Railroad."

SEC. 28 RELATIONSHIP OF PROJECT AREA TO DEFINATE LOCAL OBJECTIVES

Paragraph 5 - subparagraph (2) first line. 't ghould read as follows:
"Additional land for expansion cr relocation of existing {ndustrial uses.”®

SEC. 30 LAND CLEARANCE

Line 4 - fnserr "low" between mean and tide to read “from 10 to 12
feet above mcan low tide."

SEC. 36 TERMINAIION

Delete the following wvorda "40 years commencing on the date of
approval of this plan." and substitute therefore: “20 years commencing on
the date of approval of the original plan."

SEC. 37 MAPS
Delete the words "Maps numbered 1 through 5" and substitute therefore
the words "Maps numbcred 1A through 5A" dated Dec. 1, 1959.
MR. NOLAN (President): "The next item on the agenda is item #7 under the Fiscal
Commictee for the appropriation of $184,832.00."
MR. REBACK: "The recquest of the Urban Redevelopment Commission for an appropriation

in the amount of $184,832.00 to cover costs of installing improvements in the Eaat
Meadow Redevelopment area Includes storm and sanitary acwers, water maias, railroad

e s
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lead line. etc. was approved by our Committee by a vote of 5 yes and 2 no, with

Mr. Ivler and Mr. Mclaughlin voting in the negative. Mr. Ivier requested and
received the approval of the Chalrman to submit a minority report at the Board meet-
ing. {tonight)"

MR. REBACK MOVED frr approval of the appropriation and prescated a resolution for
adoption whi:h was seconded by Mr. Mulveed. Mr. Carey sald the Urban Redevelopment
Committee approved rhis appropriation.

MR, HUIZINGA offered an amendment to the resolution which was accepted by Mr. Reback
and the seconder.

Mr. Truglia was excuserd at this time.

After considerable debate during vhich time Mr. Terhune vas recalled again for
further questiontag by the Board members as to whether the addition of a railroad
spur would help or hlnder the «ale of other parcels, Mr. Reback MOVED the question.
VOTE taken on the following renmolution as offered by Mr. Reback and amended by

Mr. Huizinga and CARRIED bv a vote of 30 in favor and ) opposed. (The President
not voting):

RESOLUTION NO. 318

AMENDING 1S _CAPITAL_PROJECTS BUDGET FOR
1959-1960 BY INCLUSION OF I1EM FOR STREFT
IMPROVFMENTS, EAST MEADOW REDEVELOPMENT
PROIECT_AND_APPROPRIATION OF $184,832.00

BE AND IT HEREAY [S RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives
of the City of Stamford that the 1959-1960 Capltal Projects
Budget be amnded by the incluslon of an item to be known

as "STREET YMPROVEMENTS AND ACCOMPANYING SERVICE PACILITIES
10 BE INS1ALLED ON THE EAST MEADOW REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT™
and the appropriation of the sum of $184,832.00 for said
project, and

BE 1T FLHRTMER RESOLVED that the aforesaid sum of
$184,812 00 be financed by the sale of bonds.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMIT1EE-

MR, HENRY NOLAN. "The Committee haa recommitted ftem #1 in regard to the necessity
for sidewalks on High Ridge Road. Jtem ¢#2 should read 18th District instead of
Bth District, as it appsars on our agenda.”

(1) Necessitv for sidewalks on High Ridge Road
{(2) Removal of street signs - 18th District

MR. NOLAN: "The problem was - the Deleo Brothers Construction Company while engaged
in widenin, High.Ridge Road accidentally kiocked down the signs on the side streets.
1 have spoken to the cnginrer on that Job and they will put chem back as soon as
they can. People are gerting lost up there trying tc find the side streets.”

PLANNING & ZONING_COMMLTTEE

MR, RUSSELL satd no formal meering was held by the Commlittee for the reason that they
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and also to the Board of Representatives. Now, we hope to be able to examine those
reports in order to revicw the whole thing.™

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUALS:

(1) Concerning boundarics of City Districts (Letter of 1/28/60 from Town and City
Clerk, Joseph Toner)

MR. NOLAN (President) remarked that tte above letter was being held for consideration
by the Charter Revisian Committee, when it is appointed shortly.

(2) Corporation Counsel's opinion (dated 2[19/60) Concerning Board members appearing

before Planning & Zening Boards.
{(Note: This ia answering request for opinion made by Mr. Baker at the
February Board mceting and approved by the Board at that time)

MR. BAKER: "1 don't have the Corporation Counscl's opinion before me but I think all
of us have received a copy of 1t. The language s clear and I think that there ias
no arca of umbiguity My understanding of it is that we, as members of the Board of
Representatives, are prohibited by the provisions of the Statutcs from appearing bee
fore Boards whose décisions will perhaps later be reviewed by us,

"I think that this applics to the Zorning Board and would also apply to the Planning
Board (but I'm not sure - there are certain areas with which 1 am not as familiar
as 1 should like to be in our Charter).

"There ia just no question as to the propricty of our appearing before Boards such
as the Planning Board and the Finance Board, In connection with appropriations. I
can see nothing in the Corporation Counsel's opinion which would, in any way ighibit
members of our Board from so doing.

“Here we act not as u review body, passing upon the propriety of actions of Boards
which come to us in regard to matters which they have acted upon. We act as a
Legislative Body in approving appropriations and I think that the Corporation
Counsel 's oplnion does not touch upon this aspect of the activities of the members of
this Board.

"I would say, i{n passing, that it Is my view that members of this Board have an
obligation to their constirtucnts to make krown their vicws on matters on interest
with which appropriations »re concerned. 1 have done this in the past and propose
to continue doing it fin the future, because 1 think that I have an obligation
wvhich I undertook in running for the office of a member of this Board.”

MR. NOLAN then read the above letter (which i{s entered in the record below) from the
Corporation Counsel:

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT

Februaxy 19, 1960
Board of Representatives
City Hall
Stamford, Connecticut

Dear Board Members:

This is in rcsponse to your letter of February 4, 1960

P s et
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requesting an opinion as 1o whether or not a member of the Board of Representative
car appear before the Planning and Zoning Boards withoutr disqual ifying himself
from acting on such ma‘ter 1n the event the same {3 referred to the Board of
Represcentatives. Ancther related question necessarily involved is whether or not
a member of the Board of Representatives may appear before the Planning or Zoning
Boards in the first instance,

Section B-11 of the Ceneral Statutes of Connecticut, Revision of 1958,
provides in part as follows: :

"No member of any zoning commission or Board aud no member
o: iny zoning hoard of appesls or of any municipal agency
exerclsing the pcvers of any zoning commission or board of
Appents, whether existing under che general statutes or
undeer any special act, shall appea:r for or represent any
person, firm. corporation or other entity in any matter
pending before the planning or zoning commission or board
or saild board of appeals or any apency exercising the
powers of any such comuisslon or board in the same
municipality whether or not he i{s a member of the board
ot commidsion hearing such matter. No member of any
zoning commisajon or board and no member of any zoning
beard of appeals shall participate 'n the hearing or
decision of the board or commission of wh.ch he Ls a
member upen any matter in which he ts directly or in-
directli aterest:d In a personal or financial
BONBP.. cevvcvnvecnsnnse

Section 8-21 contains the same provisions as to Planning Commissions.

These Statates apply to members of the Board of Representatives since,
when acting upon a referial from che Zoning or Planning Board, the Board of
Representatives 1s excercising powers of a Zoning or Planning Commlsaion.

See Mills . Town Plan & Zoning Commisslon of Windsor,

144 Conn. 493, 498 (1957)

It ls, inercfore, my opinion that members of the Board of Representatives
may not appear before the Zoning or Planning Board in behal f of or in opposition to
any matter pending before them. and in any case in wvhich & representative has so
appeared, he cannot participate in the hearing or decision of such matter by the
Board of Representativen -

Very truly youras,

1sadore M. Mackler
Corporation Counsel

MR. NOLAN called particular attention to the last paragraph of the above letter from
the Corporation Counscl

"IL 1% therefere my opinion that members of the Board of
Representat jves may not appear before the Zoning or Plan-
ning Board in behal{ of, or in oposition to any matter
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pending before them, and in any casce in which a Represcn-
tative has so appeared, he cannot participate in the hearing
or decision of such matter by the Board of Representatives."

MR. SCARELLA said he thought this Board was bound to abide by any ruling of the
Corporation Cnunsel, especially since the Board had asked for suchk a ruling.

The President said it was his opinion that this Board should go %y the expert counsel
of the Corporation Counsel’s office. He said: "However, there might be members who
disagree with the opinion of the Corporation Counsel. T think this might sometime
place them in a somewhat precarious position."

MR. BAKER said he would 1ike to ask a question and wondered what the implication was
in stressing the last paragraph of the Corporation Counsel's opinion., He asked {f
it was intended to raise the question as to the propriety of certain Board members
asppearing before the Planning Board in regard to the Capital Projects Budget public
hearing.

The President replied Lhat there was no implicatfon whatsoever.

MR. HENRY NOLAN: "1 have listened to the last apeeches on this question and it is
still not plain to me - when the last paragraph of that letter was read it mentioned
specifically the Planning Board."

PRESIDENT: "Mr. Nolan, in the Charter there are certain provisions providing, in the
case where resldents feel that the Zoning Board, or the Planning Board has not nade
a proper decision and they therefore appeal to the Board of Representatives from the
ruling of the Zoning Board. or the Planning Board, as the case may be. This is the
matter upon which we asked the Corporation Counsel to rule upon--=-----whether
possibly a metter could be brought before our Board -~ and {f it was all right for
a member of our hody ro appear before those Boards in opposition or in favor of any
matter being considered by those respective boards., He has ruled 'No' = that they
cannot appear if they are going to art on Lt at a later date,

“1f you, as an individual, would 1ike to go before the Zoning Board on a given

matter and testify at that time, it is quite all right., BUT, 1. at a later time it
comes before the Borrd of Representatives, you would then have to disquality yourself--
you could not then sit in as a judge in that particular matter before cvur Board."

MR. HENRY NOLAN: "That {s very plain to me. But, when appearing before the Planning
Board on a Capital Project Budget matter, it {s not then considered forbidden by the
Corporation Counsel's opinion, is ft7"

The President stated that this did not concern the same sitvation as mentioned in the
‘letter [rom the Corporatfon Counsel = that it (the letter) was only concerned with
the question of whether or not an appeal should be brought to the Board on Zoning or
Planning motters and 1f a member had appeared before either the Planning or Zoning
Boards in regard to any particular appeal that was later brought before the Board of
Representatives, he would nccessarily have to disquality himself from participating.

(3) Acquisition of park land - Letter dated 2/10/60 from Planning and Zoning Director

(Requested at 2/1/60 Board meeting - see page 2760 of Minutes of that date)

SESE— | e e s, ————
[T
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PLANNING BOARD
Feb. 10, 1960

To* Board of Representatives

Fiom Stamford Planning Board

Subject: Acquisition of pork land, in accordance wita
destgned 'and use by the Planning Board

-------- B T e P P P P P R P R L Y

At its meeting of Tucsday, February 9, 1960, the Planning Board
reviewed your memorandum regarding the above-captioned sub ject,

You will be pleased to note, in kecping with your recommendation,
the Planning Board {s recommending $50,000 in the 1960-61 Capital
Budgetr for the purpose of acquiring land for recreational use,

and also, the Planning Board has under atudy several poassibilities
leading to a fotmala to be applied in connection with setting aside
of open space In conjunction with subdivision procedure.

STAMFORD PLANNING BOARD

/Signed/ Walter A. MWachter
Planning & Zoning Director

(4) Notice of Public hearing from Planning Board for March I, 1960 in connection
with proposcd Capltal Projects Budget

{Note: All members were previously advised of above)

(5) Police Garage - Concerning eliminatfon from Circuit Court House plans
{Letter dated 2/11/60 from Mayor Kennedy)

To: Board of Representatives 2/11/60
Dear Board Members:

Upon furrther and detatled investigation of the Circuit Courzt House
plans, it now develops that {t is not feasible to include a police
garage in the basement of the Court House, as previously planned.
Becouse of water conditions, it is not possible for the architect
to provide proper overhead clearance necessary for the inclusion
of a police garage.

Therefore, please be advised that the sum of $250,000 previsouly
requested, will be sufficient for the plans and construction of
a new Circuit Courr House.

/8igned/ J. Walter Kennedy
Mayor

NEW BUSINESS.

PRESIDENT: "1 would like to notify the members tonight, that we have the Mayor's
proposed Operating Budger for 1960-61 here for distribution. Wil. you kindly pick
up your copy and sign for it. You must return it in order to get the Board of

Finance' figures back. You will be able to use this at the joint public hearing
on the Budget.™
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Somt:one asked when these Budgets must be returned and the President said a date for
tne joint public budget hearing of rhe Board of Finance and the Board of Represen-
tatives had bean tentatively sct for Friday, March 13th in the Auditorium of Dolan
Jr. High School. at EP M

Re: New Zoning Maps

New Zoning maps were 1lso distributed to the members present.

Appointment of Charter Revislon Committer: (Special Committee)

The Preaident announced the appointment of the following as members of tne Charter
Revision Committee: (6 members)

(D) Paul T. Callahan, Chairman
(D-J). Clvde 0'Connell

(D) Rcae ¢, Farina

(") Paul D. Shapero

iD) George V. Connora

(R} John L. DeForest

Re: Snow Removal:

MR. RUSSELL: "I wou!d like to hring to your attention a very important subject that
came up last week because of the severe snow storm. Apparently for some years back
tnere has been some laxity of enforcement regarding the clearance of snow from side-
walks after snow storms. Now, this may not be important in certatn arcas, but
certainly around school arcas and where there is heavy traffic, it is important.

"On Sunday 1 was called out to go to Newfield Avenue and Weed Hill area and there
were practically no cleared sidewalks anywhere in that arca. Now, there happens

to be a junction up there where children have to walk - there are three schools in-
volved. Two of the achools involve children who are only in the <~cond or third
grade - small youngsters Thase children were forced to go out awu walk on Weed
Hill, which ls a8 very dangercus place for rhem 1o walk {n the street, and vhere the
driving conditions were extremely hazardous cven up until yesterday (Sunday). 1
went up there around noon and found the arca still not cleared.

"Now, we have an Ordinance on our books, but unfortunately, like many of our other
Ordinances, these things are not enforced., Chapter 28, SecLions 2 and J avre veyy
clear about the respounsibility of the property ovner Lo remove snow from the side-
walks.

"1 understand that in a coupl§ of cascs, after telephone calls, the police were
asked to go up there and request the sncw be removed.

“The police took a verbal besting from sore of the residents and were almost told
that they would- 't clear the sidewalks. [ have had some conversations wich the-
Commissionctr of Public Works about this, and he feels that he (s willing to take
a part in seeing that In the future something is done about this."

MR. HUIZINGA suggestoed that this Board write a letter to the responsible departments
involved.

MR. RUSSELL MOVED that a letter be sent frz:is this Board to the Police Department
and to the City Engineering Department, requesting that Section 2 and Section 3 in
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Chapter 28 of the Code of General Ordinances be rigldly enforced inm the future,
particularly in areas where schoole are involved and where dangerous road con-
ditions might jecopardize the lives of children who must use the sidewalks. Seconded
by Mr. Huizinga.

MR. MACRI: "I don't thipk that this Board should act on telling the Police Department
that they are not doing their jobs well, without any investigation on our part. I
would hesitate to vote on such a motion."

MR. PUSSELL: "This was never intend=d to be considered as cricicism of our Police
Department. The [ect of the matter ia, the Police have been up in that ares
{Newfleld Avenue and Weed Hill). But, for some reason or other, we seem to have a
lack of being able to enforce our Ordinances. This has come up before many times.

"When we talk about conditfons where the lives of small children are involved, we
should not take anv chances. 1 just want us to take precautionery ateps tu make
sure that the safety of the lives of these small children is taken care of."

The President said he thought it better not to try and draft letters on the floor of
the Board and act hastily.

MR. MACRI: "It is my opinion that the last snow storm was the worst in recent years =
especialiy the main arteries of the City of Stamford. These have been kept open by
our Public Works Department headed by our Commissioner John Canavan. Therefore, I
would like to make a motion at this time that Commissioner Canavan and his Deplrtmnnt
be commended for a job well done.™ Eeconded,

Mr. Macri was reminded that his motion was out of order becsuse & motion was now on
tha floor which must be voted on first.

VOTE taken on Mr. Russell's motion,to send a letter to the Police Department and
the Enginecring Department. CARRIED,

The Secretary was asked to repeat Mr. Macri's motion, which was done.

MR. HUIZINGA MOVED for ad journment. The President reminded him there was a motion
on the floor and ordered a vote taken on the motion te adjourn. LOST.

VOTE taken on Mr. Macri's motion. CARRIED.

AD.JOURNMENT :

ggon motion of Mr, Huizings, duly seconded and CARRIED the meeting was adjourned at
55 P.M. -

Respectfully submitted,

__!)JJLh~a-:311ﬁb&Jb¢a(—-—'

" Velma Farrell
APPROVED: Administrazive Assistant

ﬁhn R. Nolnn,frres ident
rd of Representatives

S
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Note: The Minutes of Board of Representatives'
meetings are not transcribed verbatim. However,
Audograph recordings of all meetings are on

file in the Board office. Anv member wishing
to listen to the recordings mav do ar.

John R. Nolan, President




