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Hlnutel of December S. 19bO 29S9 

HR. SHAPERO said he with Hr. Ca,l1a.han and think. the floor of thJ.a Board 
il not the time t" conlider ;he de Unite wording of tilt! amendment • 

• 
HR. RUSSELL Bald he thought there were many people highly qualified to •• rve on • 
Commhlion of thil kind nllght not necell.rily have a degree in Sanitary Enginf:erlng. 

HR. BAKER Bald he agreed with Hr. Shapero that tho Board .hould no. try to dr.ft 
this on the floor tonight, but propose to refer thi. to the State legis· 
lrture who "lll then draft. Btl :.. . Hp. "Jggelted thAt any ch"ngel that the Board 
might wlBh to Ircorporate In the Bill could be drafted b)' tho LoRlsl.tl.e .nd 
Rules Committee and forwarded to the Legillative Committee to whom the 
legillation had been given. 

HR. MEYERS lIked Q queltion, through tne Chalra.an: "Old the Cor.ununiry Councll 
draft the resolution?" 

HR. BAKER replied that it had been drafted by the Corp"rat Ion COllnsel 0. office" 
and thAt the Conrnunlty Couneil hAd recommendt-d thor G U".lth rorrmUllon 
be establllhed. 

After conliderable deba":e, 0 VOTE WA' taken on tb." amrndmrnt 'n l hI" re .01 ut ion .1 offered by Hr. Ivler. LOST. 

Upon request, Hr. Bake:.- wa. alked to read th" resolut ion (See Resolution NlJ. J411 
once again, which wal done at tllia time. He re .. stau.d hi. motion a. follow.' 

"1 HOVE the adoption of the followLng relolution, to be reft'rrt"d. after adoption, 
to the State Leghlaturd. U (To amend Chapt.r "2 of the Charter by adding on 
Section 420) 

HR. HUIZINGA Ipoke againlt the resolutlon and .aid he think. the Board .hould 
Itick with the Home Rule Act and work the aoendmentl Ollt themJelv"J. ratht'r than 
lending it to the Legi.iature and letting them do it. He urBed that Charter 
amendment. be done the .aate way. the lalt amendment. were palled - by ul1na lM 
power. given to the City through the Home Rull' Act. 

HR. BAKER .poke ln favor 0 f the r .. ol ut Ion . 
, 

HR. DEFOREST wanted to know why there wal luch a terrible hurry to get thl. up 
to the Lcgialature. He .aid "Either we do it here and f.lee O'lr r"lponllbilitie. 
or .end it to the Legillature". .ald it wal htl opinion thar the Board hed 
an obligation to perform to weight any changes In the City Chartt'r very carefully. 

THE PRESIDENT reUnquhhed the Chair to the Cluk, Peter Sileo, •• thla time. In 
order to apeak in fAvor of thi' going to the LPgitlature. 

THE PRESIDENT RESUMED the Chalr and Informed the member. that a two-third. vote 
would be neee.l.ry to pa.s. 

VOTE take . on R •• olutlon No, 341 and CARRIED by 32 In and 1 oppn.ed. 

(2) Unsanitary flood conditione in Newfield Court area to Health and 
Pro.ectlon Committe. at St.erlng Committee ..... Ing ho!d 9/26/60 .• 5 •• 
Item 17, page 2916, Hlnute. 10/3/60) 
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HR. BAKER reported Gn the above petition, concerning flood conditions. He said 
the Committee have held tJO meetings, the last onC! on December 1st and there 
will be a third mcet'.ng, which he hopeI will be a ftnol meeting. on Friday. Ik'c 
9th, at which tlr.1c they expect to mc-t with the re.ident •• the contractor about 
whom co:nplalntll were made, the Commta.toner of Public Work., and the HeAlth 
Commissioner. 80 they cGn finally come to • 101utlon '1 to whert the fault .1 .. 
and bring the matter to • conclulion. 

HR. SCARELLA left at thh tin, •• changing the roll call to 14 pr ... nt and 6 ablnt. 

HR. BAKER did not hand in • written report on the matter. Itll1 1n C~mmlttep, but 
lala there were several matter. which would be reported out of c~nnlttee at a 
later date. 

(3) Concerning powers and duties of Commt1stoner 21-ll~Qlth: 

Above matter still in committee. 

(4) Fluoridation of clty v3ter stlpply: 

MR. BAKER said the co~ittee propose, in the near futur~, to hold hearlnga Ln 
this matter. 

(5) S.ptlc tanks: 

HR. BAKER said the committee had been furnished with a survey on leptlc tank 
installations and they were In thr process of .tudying it. 

fte: Mattera still in committee: 

HR. BAKER assured the memberl that the committee had many thIngs that r~qu'rrd a 
great deal of study and they ~re moving .s fast al thry could to clear them all 
and come out with a report. 

(6) Report on dangerous traffle condit Ions on LENOX AVENt'E: 

MRS. Al'STIN, lubmltted the com:nlttee report on the above matter. Hr. 8akrr having 
disqualified himself in regard to it, for perianal r.~lonl. 

The following 11 the report: 

The probJem of Lenox Avenue wal acted on bj' the Fifth Board of Repre,en­
tatlves in the form of a resolution by Hr . Thomas Topping. who was at 
that time a Representative from the ISth DIstrict. (Reference: Hlnutel 
of November 9, 1959 .. page 2714)_ The res?lutlon was adopted by a un.nl ­
DeUS vote, but the previous administration took no action. (Note: The 
meeting of November 9. 1959 ~&I the laat-meeting of the 5:h Boa.d) 

Hr. William lvler, 15th District R~present.tlve, referred the Lenox Avenu~ 
proble~ to the Health and Protection Committee. 

Our Committee .scertained the (ollowlng information: 
.. ,.;' 

Lenox Avenue is in a ~ 7~ relldrntlal dlltrlct. It runs from Courtland 
Avenue to the Noroton River. There Ls a bridgr at the end nt thll street 
which l •• dl to a gravel pit. The pit being located In Darien. 

____ .. -.J ......... . __ - • 
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The Co~lttcc mel with the relident. and an owner and a t~n.nt of the StAm­
ford Sand and Stone Company. 

Ti-e resident. clalr.l that 08 mo o}' al 70 trucks A day have palled to and from 
the gravel pit. They claim the pit 1. nearly exhau.te~ and now . · proce~slng 
p1cmt 111 in ore .. atlon. Boulder. are transportl"d Into the pit. procrlued 
and taken OUL. Knny DC t',e trucks come from out-of-town. The trucits art' 
overloaded Dnd d,rlve at excessive rates DC .pet"d. 

The residents further claim t.hat t~ey cannot open their wlndows,tn th~ 
I~mmer because of the dust thil traffic causcl. 

One father of small children purchased hls home after l"lpectlng It • frw 
timell in the evening_ If he had been aware of the danger htl children 
would be exposed to, hn would not have purchased h1l proptOrty. 

The sand pit owners claim th~ y are land-locked. and the TGwn of Dart~n to 
which they pay taY-es (th'J:Y pay none to Stact(ord) \llli not grant thcr.1 G 

right-of-way and have been refused. rhl. has be.n .ub.tanttated by th~ 
Highway De?artmcnt. The requests were verbal. 

The Health and Protection Committee ha. lat .1x ttmel on this matter In 
order to determine a ju .. : aclution which they could rcconr.lCl1d to t~" Board. 

We have met at different time. with the City £nglneer, Comrnl'l!oner of pobltc 
Work. Cano"an, and the Town official. IIf D4rt~n. 

On thursday, December 1st we held what WI! hoped to be the (lna1 meeting . 
We then received word that the Corporation Counlcl would lend u. an opinion 
which he had in work'ng proc.' ••• We decldf'd to watt, out of courtelY. for 
this opinion, and let the final meeting for thl. evening at 7: 30 P.H. 

The Corporation Counsel'. opinion arrived at 7· 10 P.H. 
i, very lengthy and ve vere not able to gtve it prop' 
the .hort period of time before the Board meeting. 

th .. evening. It 
can. ide ration In 

Respectfully .ubmitted, 

Other member. of the CoaaUtee 
Ilre : 

Ge rAl d Rybn iok 
Carmine Longo 
Alvin PhUpott. 

Eleanor Au.tin, Acting Chairman 

HR. IVLER MOVED fo< approval of the follOWing! 

"That the Police Department, ltmedlately upon approval of thi. 
resolution by the Hayor, erect a vehicle barrier at the £ •• t 
end of Lenox Avenue at the City llne. n 

The above motion val .econded by Hr. Ceronimo. 

HR. IVLER spoke on this matter, explaining tho hi.tory or the gravel pit and the 
growth of traffic after they atarted proce •• ing rock. 
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HR. DEFOREST alked Hr. Ivler the Intent of hi. motion -

HR. IVLER .ald It WAS hi. belief that thl. could be handled under Section 640 of 
the Charter. 

HR. DEFOREST .ald he thought lomothlng .hould be done about the traffic problem 
on Lenox Avenue and "'Quid go along with the motion. 

HR. CONNORS .agreed that it val a very dangerous condition. 
. I 

HR. RUSSELL .ald he thought If there wa. a pos81ble way to handle the clo.lng of 
this road to prevent accidenta, he wall in favor DC It. However, he pointed out 
that the Board may find It.~lf in an embarr411'ng pOlition, conllderlng the 
opinion of the Corporation Coun.el, which. In t •• ence .ay. that thl. brllge can­
not be legally clo.ed to traffic, and If the bridge 11 cl08~d 10 .plte of M. 
opinion and advice to the contrary, he viii be the one who hal to defend the 
City against .ult. 

The follOWing I, the Corp"ratloll Counsel', opinion: 

Hr. John Nolan, President 
Board of Repre.entatlve. 
City Hall 
Stamford, Connecticut 

Dear Hr. Nolan: 

November 30, 1960 

This letter 11 In response to • requelt Cor an opinion made by Hr. 
William lvler, a member of the Board of Reprelentative., at a meeting of the 
Board held on September 15, 1960. Each of the que.tlon. lubmlttcd will be 
anlwered in the order in which they appear in a letter to me dated September 
24, 1960 .Igned by Velma Farr-II, admlnl.tratlve a.alstant. 

a) May the Board of Representativel pasl an ordinance or take 
any other action to regulate the lize and type of vehiclel 
using a specific city Itreet where the Board oC Rcprelen'"' 
tativel ha., in itl opinion, found that a dangeroul condition 
existl by a certain ulAge thereof? 

Generally Ipeaking, a municipal corporation can regulAte Itreet 
traffic and adopt and enforce lafety ordinance., reaulation. and requirement. 
governing such traffic conilitent with and not prohibited by Itate law. 
7 HcQulllln, Hunicipal Corporatlonl, Section 24.610. Ordlnanc •• limiting the 
lize and weight of motor vehicle. will ulually be valid at lealt where the 
ordinances afe conliltent with state legillation or there Ls no .tnte legll­
latlon on the sublect. 7 HcQuUl1n, ,upra, Section 2f. . 626. (under-
.corlng adaed). 

Section 7-148 of the General Statute., Revl.lon of 1958, provide. 
that any town, city or borough, in addition to luch pow~r. al it hal under 
the provisions of the Itatutel or by Ipecial act, may by ordinnncr • • • • • 
make fulel relating to the regulation of traffic •••••• However, thil 
does not mean that municipality hal unlimited powerl to regulate traffic or 
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t~ control motor vehicles because the state lestelature haa enacted other 
Itatute. which hAve bern con.true d by the court. to limit the power. DC • 
munlcipD.l1ty 1n t.hese arca. of regulation. \ 
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Chapter 248 of the General Statute. contalna mAny provisions for the 
regulation and control of motor vehicle. by atate authoritiel. Section 14-262 
limit. the width and length DC vehicles operated on highway. or bridge.; S~ctlon 
14-264 li~lt. the height of vehicle.; Section. 14-267, 268, 269 .nd 270 re&ullt. 
tl"c weight .. of cDm:::Icrclal vchlclt:s. Thele are only a few of the many atatutel 
dealing with rC@'Jlatlon of motor vehicles and the apparatul and equipment con­
tained therein-.nd it 1. unnecessary for purpOJCI of this opinIon to go Into 
all of these .tatut~., In detail. 

However, 8S previoully Itated, thil area of regulation i. under Itate 
control. The next que.tion to determine 11 whether or not the local gov..!'rnmcnt. 
have any Juri.dict~on In thl. field of re~ul.tlo~ or whether It I. limited to 
.tate action. Section 14-162 providel that no town, city or borough, nor any 
board or officer thereof, shall make any ordinance respectinR the rCKulatlon. 
ule, l.lghting or other eq. tlpme nt of motor vchlc1u. or respectlnR the ule of 
eqUipme nt or accellorlol upon tho I.m~. Thl1 Itatuto 1. quite clear and it 
remove I the regulation cC the lizc and type DC motor vehicle. from local govern­
ments. 

In Adl .. Exp: e •• Co. v. Town of Dnrlc n, l2S Conn., ~Ol (1939) It waa 
held that the atatute authorLzL:.g towns to make rulel relating to the regulation 
of traffLc and the It4tute prohibiting townl from enacting ordinancel rClpect­
ing the speed ~C motor vehicler or respecting the regulatton, Ule, lighting or 
other eqUipment thereof delegAt. to munlclpalltle. tho power to ~Ake trlfflc 
rule. applying to all vehicle •• Iike but retain In the Itlte tho Ipeclal power 
to rcgulate motor vehicles, thul a dlltLnctLon L. mad~ betveen the pover to 
regulate tr6ffic Mnd the power to regulate motor vehicles and the latter 
regulation il retained by the state. 

the anlwer, therefore, to the flrlt que.tlon i. no. MOreover, even 
. if the anawer were yel, 1 would be of the further opinlof1 th"t if the regulation 
or ordinance applied to •• pecif~c street and not uniformly ~ limilar condition. 
in other Itreetl, It would be coni ide ted discriminatory and arbitrary and would 
not be upheld by the court.. Dilcri~in.tion in an ordinance &g.lnlt tho •• of 
the lame clal. will vitiate the ordinance although 4n ordinance which operAte. 
upon III within the ell" equally will not b. ~pen to thl. chlrge. 
State v. Col1u~. 110 (~nn., 291 (1929). . 

b) Hoy the Board of Rcprclentative. pa •• an ordinG-nce regulntlng 
the ule of •• treet by dcclftrLng It Q dead end Itreet, where 
the end of laid .treet i. at the city line a~~ connect. with. 
prl':ate rOAd or brldgo Ind not with I publlc highway of Inoth •• 
municipality where the B~.rd of Representative. can. ideI'. such 
uI.se • dansaroul condition! 

\n examin.~ion of tho Connecticut Statute. aid other lAW reveal. 
nothing on the .ubject of the creation of dead end .treetl. Nor have I been 
able to find anything apeclflc in the treat i.e. or aeneral texbookl. 

Generally speaking, however, a municipality may enact realonable 
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regulations pertaining to Itrect traCflc .lthou~h Itl power t. limited In thle 
area. Section :-148 provides that cny town, city or borough, 1n addition to 
such powers 01 it hal under the provision. of the statute. or by apeclal act, 
may, by ordlnan~ e ••••• moke r~lel relating to the regulation of lTaCflc. 
Chapter 24~ of the General Statute. provldea for uniform trafrlc control and 
highway .~fety. Section 14-298 provldea thnt t~e atate traffic com~l'llon _ 
shall make regulations in cooperutlon with local traffic authorities rcareetlng 
the ule by throu~h truck traffic of .treet. and highway. within thp limit. of 
.nd under the jurisdiction of any clly, town or borough for the protection and 
lafety of the ~ublic. 

From the foregotns. it t. obvious that local traffic authority hal. 
limited power to control through truck traCClc on city .tre~tl and that the 
regulntory pow~r. are divided between the .tat~ and local authorltl~. . Sr~ 
Adley £xprcs& Co. v. TaJn of D3rlcn, .upra, where the court hrld lnvat :d an 
~rdinance prohLb~ting through trucks Cram ulins any town road f~rbtddrn by rbP 
police commi.slon efter due inve.tigation. 

In view of th~. limited power to control through tra!Cle . it I. 
doubtful that the Board of Representativel could accomplish thil objective by 
declaring a Itre~t to be a dead end street when in Cact it does n?t come to a 
phYSical tcr~inDtion but continuel palt Cit, line and connectl to a privatp 
road or bridsc and not with. public highw~y of anoth.r municipality. 

the queltion propoullded by Hr. Ivlcr Indicatrl that the problem II 
one which i, more than a tralfic regulatory lI1atter. It concerns the quest ton 
of control of hilJhways and Itreeta and relate. to questlonl of the rightl of 
user',of a h1IJhway, the power of munlclpalitlel over public highways and other 
intricate questionl. Viewing the queltion In thil light, 1 cannot I~~ ~v th~ 

Bo.rd of Reprer;entative. can make a I'treet • dead end .trr ... t wht'n it I. not In 
fa:t a dead end street. The real queltton io whether the Board of Reprel~nt.tlvel 
can prevent the owner of the property in the other muniCipality from acc~11 to 

Stamford highway. 

This pre'cntl .. linU.r queltlon to onc prcvloully railed by Hr. tvll'r 
early thil year in connect ton with a lituatlon on Lenox A~ ~ue . I do not know 
Cor certain whether the current que.tion relatel to that Ipeclrtc Iltuatlon. If 
it doea, 1 am attaching hereto a copy of • letter dated February 29, 19&0 whtch 
letl fnrth my viewl on that lubject. 

I would like to call your attention to the Beneral rule of lav thlt 
accell to and from a public highway 11 one of the Incldentl of owner.hlp or 
occupancy'of land abutting thereon. Such a right II appurtenant to the land .nd 
extlt. when the fce title to the way 11 In t~ public a. v~11 .1 when It t. In 
private owner,hlp. It I, • property right of which the owner cannot b~ drprlved 
without just compen,.tion. Park City Yncht Club v. City or Brldgrport, 8S Conn . 
366. In Tress v. Plvorotto, 104 Conn. 389 (192&) it wa. held that the vacation 
or obstruction of a part of a hi~hvay which deltroy. all aLeI'll to hlg~way. by 
or Cram land abutting on the remaining part, thus putting the ownt'r In a cui 
de 'ac, il an injury peculiar to the owner of luch \lnd diltingulshed from the 
right. coonon to the pUblic generally and for which the individual owner il eo­
titled to maintain In let! on. 

lC t~ i. propoled to declare luch a Itreet a dead end Itreet In order 
to cut off the ris','t or Ieee •• o! the owner of the proprrty In t~ othrr 
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municipal it)', 1 am of the 'opinion that thh cannot be done for the realonl 
stated above. 
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Moreover, 1 kn?v of no authority whereby. municipality CAn prevent 
resid~nts of another municlpalit)' Crom using it. roads. The gen~ral public has i 
the right to usc all public rOAds and there Is no limitation to resident. of any' 
munic ipa.l tty. Whatever "'Jthorlty a municipality may enjoy or possell p~rt.inin81 
to Its streets and hiRhways mUlt be lerived Crom the legislative assembly • 
through its franchl.e or charter or unter general laws and luch a corporation 
~cts. if at all. through a 'deleKated power e.nanating from the initial lource. 
25 Am ,Jur. lIlst-ways. Section 255. 1 de not construe the previlionl oC the c:harter 
relative to the powerl of the municipality to regulate and control t~ usc. for 
whatever purposes. of the atreets, sidewalkl and other public placel and the 
power to regulate structures in the Itreet, to meAn ~hat the municlpallty can pre­
vent a property owner 'I accesl to a public highway. 

There il one other (acet to the queltlon propoundp.d and that il the 
question of a dangerous usage and the regulation thereof. I do not wish to imply 

_ that a dangeroul condition cannot be the aubject of regulation by legi.lation 
ainee thil is a common I~bje'ct of leghlativo action. However, legislation 
ahould not be directed to a Ipecific atreet or 11tuatlon or discrimination between 
individuall or cl.slel. Any -balis oC clalliCication mUlt be re.lonable. Since 
the nature of the dangeroul condition val not mentioned. 1 cannot comment upon it. 
Needlell, to '.Y. IUch determination mUlt be re.lonablo and net arbitrary. More­
over, 1f the danEero~1 condition or uI.ga relatel to matter. within the juril­
diction oC the Itate .uthorit!.~I. then of courle thl;! Board of Reprelentativel 
cannot control it. 

c) Hal the Board oC Reprelentativel any power to remove or cauae 
to be removed a private .tructure which il located on city 
property without the city'l .J.pre.1 permllaionl 

The Bilard of Pepre!"entativel ta a legislative body and al luch ha. no 
inherent pover to remove Itructurel located on city property. If there il an 
encroac~ent by a private Itructure on city property. thil il • matt~r Cor 
action by other departments of the city governlnent. 

There ia no doubt that the proper city official. may take action to 
remove an encroachment upon city property. In luch a calC, there is • likelihood 
that a court might balance equitiel And award d4magel instead of compelling the 
removal of the encroaching Itructure. It 11 difCicult to dilCUI. a lituation 
of thil kind al an abltract propolition without a complete I t atement of the ractl 
al to the nature, extent and location of the encroachment. 

I do not know. however. whether Hr. Ivler il referring to ~n .ncroarh­
ment upon a public highway .1 diatingutlhed from an encroachment on city owneJ 
property. Theae are not .imilar 11tuationl and the rightl oC the city ~ould, of 
courle. vary al to each. The following d1scullion appliel to the queltion of an 
encroachment In a public highway. 

~. 

Ordinarily, the public doe. not own tho fe, devoted to highway ·purpose. 
but hal merely an e.lement of pallage over it. • • • iC the public dO~1 not own 
the fr.e, the abutting owner. are ulually prelumed to own the fee of the loil ' 
under that half of the highway contiguoul to their landl. 8 Am Jur. Boundariel, 
Section 8. A highway 11 limply an ealement or lervitude conferring on the public 
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only the right of pasalng over the land on which it 'I laid our • • • •• lhr 
title of the owner of the land 1s not extingu ished but 18 .Implv so qualified 
that it con only be enjoyed subject to lhc easement. Town "r s Iffl~ld v. 1!4(hnwlJy". 
44 Con. 421, 526 (1877). In the absence of • Itatute f'Jtprcsslv provldtng for rhf' 
acquisition of the fee, or cf • deed from the owner (,JCprt'luly ccnvt'vl"g the f~ •• 
when & highway 1s establlshed by dedicatlon or prescriptlon by the direct action 
of the public 4uthorltlel, the publtc acqulrel ~ert'ly an easement of pa"eRt', 
the fee title remaining In the landowner. 2S ~1 Htghway,. S~ctlon ll2 . 

SInce the public merely acquireD an e4se~nt of p4s,a~~. tht, doel not 
prevent the owner of the fee from using the land or building on it pr~vid-d that 
he doci not impair the safety of traveler. or interfere wlth the usr ~f th~ highway 
by the public. ThuI, it Ir.Ust be detcnnint'd whether the private .trutt·Jr~ 1n 
question impairl the lafety of traveler, or 1nter(~rel with the ule of thL hlghwav 
by ~he public. Not every object in a hi~huoy cons:ltutes an chsrructlon. ~tep'. 
Itairl. carriage b10ckl and' It('pping Itont" art' eXAmpl •• or sornt!' p<'rmh.lble 
o~ltructions which do not lubstantially interfere wlth the public eG'~~nt. 

Whether a ~ut1ding or a pOlt on a highway II a nuhanee II a q'u'ltinn 
of fa~t. the question beL'8 whether th(' obstruct Ion has rendered the hl~hw4V 1"'1 
commodloul to the publlc. "Burnh . .. v. "~t<hk!.~, 14 Conn. liD (18\0). c.. no rail y 
Itructure. which contribute a nece.s~ry inc!dcnt to thr use or fhe hlghwav or the 
purposes authorired by law or whl~h are lntendpd for the protection or con­
venience of the general trav~link public do not conltitute a nul'anc~ and may be 
maintained or authoriEcd by tho controlllng authoritie •• 2) ~!. IItsh"'IlY', 
SectIon 286. 

Thu., tho .:ontrollinR qu~.tfon with rl'sard to • "r1letl.r .. In I htlthwlY 
il one of far.t linea not all Itructurel conltitute an oL.truction or an impatr~ 
ment of the ri&ht. of the traveling publiC. A brtdgl'. for I'xompll.', wo1.ld pro­
bably facilitate rather than ob.truct th~ ule of th~ hlghw.~ by the tr~veltnB 
publlc. 

d) Un~er what .ection of the Chorter. Ii any, may th .. Board of 
Representativel act to exer~i.c the powers .et OUt in Section 
40, lubdlvlllonl 3D, 31 and 32 of thr Charter? If thO Board of 

' Representativel does not havr luch power, what procrdure mult 
be followed to fegulate the use of •• treet, or In de.d~endln8 
same. where the uue thereol I. caullng • d.ng~rou. condition 
and where laid .treet ends in a drad end at th~ city Ilne but 
il being uled by perlon. al • through .treetl 

Subsection. JO. 31 and 32 are .ornr of the corporate po~r. IPt forth 
in Section 40. Hr. Ivler .Ikl how the Board ~f Rl.'prelrntativel mav ~.rrcl~e 
these powers. 

The corporate power. lilted in Iublectlon JO are amplified In Chaprer 
64 of the Charter. An outline of thi8 chApter and thr method of prccrrd!ng . 
thereunder ',aa previoully been prepared by thil oCUce u\ connection with the 
program for the layout of certain Itreet. in order to brl"a t~m ~~ to Ip~clf' ­
cationl for accepeancc as clty roadl. The Board of Repretentative. he. ju.t 
exerclaed ltl powerl thereunder in connection wUh the laVollt and Improvrm-nt of 
Pepper Ridgc Place and h.1 • program for .lmit.r actlon in conn~ctlon with other 
roadl of c9mparable .tatul. 

• 
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The corporate Fowerr lilted In subarctian. 31 and 32, like other cor­
porate power., may be exercised by action in accorda~ce with the provillon. of 
"cetlon 204 of the Cha,'ter which providea that the Board of Representatives 11 
authorized and empowered by ordinance or re.alution to regulate, amplify and 
deflne'the corporate powerl. The procedures to be followed In pa.,ing ordi­
nancel or resolution. are let forth In Chapter 20 of the Chnrter anJ need not 
be repel ted here linee your board I, weil experienced In p •• 41ng re.alutton. 
end ordinances. 

It 1. then .eked what procedure. mUlt be followed to rCRulate the ule 
of • street or in dead-ending the •• me where the ule thereof .1 • through 
Itreet il cauling a danseroul condition and where laid Itreet enda in a dead 
end at the city line but II being uled by perlone a. a through Itr~et. 

It appeara to me that thla queltion ia • rephras4l of the 14~e que.tlon 
asked In (b) above. I therefore refer you to thl! anlw~r to (b) Iinee there 11 
no need to repeat it a~ain. ASAin I would like to caution your honorable board 
that ttl powerl are limited and that it cannot exercile them In .uch manner a. 
to crnflict with .tate law. 

tkJreover, If b)' the exercise of luc:h power", your bOlrd cut. off the 
right of access of a property owner to • public highway, a~aln I c:autlon agalnlt 
luch .ction and refer you to the anlwer to queltlon (b). If your honorable board 
il considering the p •••• ge of legi,latlon direct~d at the Lenox Avenue ,ltuatlon 
and at that Iltuation alone, ; would again call you~ attention to the latter 
which 1 wrote on thtl matter on February 2~, 1960: My opinton on thtl lubJect 
hal not changed and I advtle you againlt palling any legtllatlon which would 
deprive a property owner of htl right of acc!s' to hll property from a highway 
unlel' the city I, prepared to compenlate him for any lOll :elulttnR from the 
deprlv~tlon of luch right. 

I would like to call your attention to a declllon handed down by 
Judge tim in Zonln8 co~t.ston of the Town of New CAnnon v., Cresc~nt Development 
Corporatlon et a1, docket nU,ither 102917. Superior Court for Fairfield County, 
where the Town o! New Canaan lought to enJoln the defendant from u,lns It. road • 

. for hauling fl11 (ro:n land .Ituated 1n Stamford. In thAt •• e there wa. no 
mean. of Ingre •• or esre •• to a publtc highway except over land Ittuated In New 
Canaan wht~h land wa. owned by the defendant. The defendant tranlported the 
fl11 from itl Starr.ford property aero •• It. New C"nA"n propert)' Cor a dilt.nce of 
1000 fe~t to • public highway in New Can.an. The Town of New C.n •• n lought • 
re.tra~nlng order to prevent the defendant the ule of the vay Cor tran.portlng 
filion it. public Itrect. In denying the temporary Injunction the court held: 

"At thh Itage of the proceeding_ a very lerlou. dou!lt arlle. 
a. to whether the pialntlff can by regulatlon_ prohibit the 
owner of a tract of land In Stamford from entering a public 
highway in New Canaan. there il no ~peciflc regulatlon of 
the zoning commi •• ion or ordinance of the town In existence 
prohibiting an own~r of property from Rainina acce.1 to a 
public highway. If. rcgulntion or ordina . .,ce were in exhtenc:e, 
th~ Town could not unrcAsonnbly withhold u,e of private pro­
perty Cor the purpose of g~ttln8 to a publl( highway." 
(underlcorins added). 

- j----
I 
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e) nas the Board of Rcprcsrntat tVl"S thc power to 1"l'QUt'U th" 
Corp::tratlon Counsel tn 'n!lt Ift-re .en act tt'n 'Ihcrc .. prlv.t~ 
structure 1I locat('d con ctty prC\pcrty wtrhnut the p"r ' 
mission of the clty: And if the Board ('If Rrprt'sl·nra't\· ... 
had such potll!r unlIt the Corporallon COtJn' f" l COmrl""nce .atd 
actlon upon .uch request? 

Hr. lvlcr ask. whl'thcr the Board ('I{ R<'prt'lI("nt4t Ive' has tht" po~r to 
institute An netlan where Q prlvot ... !llruellll"t' II loco,,·d en rl'y property with 
out the permission o[ thc ctt.y. Tilt' 40."'('1" to thts qur'lton Is yrs Thr 0('_1 
question a s ked 11 whether the Corporal Ion COlJn!'lf"l Q11l8' camn'nee laid Qt t tem 
upon Ruch requeat. Tht' anl"'er to this II no for tht" 1"('IUDOI h,.rrlnArrrr 'falr.d . 

The Corporation Counfle!'1 II R('n('rally 4 mllnlctpa.1 orflC't"r and h.a. the!' 
Authority ond duty to conduct lltl,.otton In which thl' DuntC'lpDI1'v " InvC'lvrtl . 
Ue represents the corporation as Q whole and not roc'rely the- tc'tillatlv(' hotly 
Gent:r4Ily, the governing body h:as the right to cant rol hu act Innt. In ("'rdtnary 
civil suitt. which ai(ect the corporation as 4n Individual ~r which rplaf~ to Its 
business affalrs but this right has bl'"n dcntrd wh"r" the Itt Igat Ion rrilit-' to 
matters of police frJ;ulations lind afft'cts rhl" public gt"nt>rallv. Sf'ctton 2106. CIS. 
Municipal Corporations, Page lO~1. 

Thl' opinion tun be,," l'Kprl'ssrd In An Illtnols ensf' Ih;u Ihl' rf"'l ltilon " 
ship between a elly attorney and t'~ city council 13 not thai of altotnt"V lI"d 
client; that he h the taw office of the cBy bllt la rot the st.'l"Vant of Ihe 
city councll; that he is required to follow the dtrl'ctlon of rht" etty counell In 
suus that concern the city lila an individual; but that In lnot1«-rs that conerrn 
the pUbllc h. 1. Independent DC the c tty coune II. J HeQu 111 In • ~I!!t 
Corporations, Section 12.~2 . 

The generAl Cunctlon of th~ corporat ton attorney 41 prescribed by 
statute cannot be varied not' can his authority bt" dlmlntsht"d bv chI' cortr.1On 
council by order. resolution or by-is,,_ He generally rcprt"srnt9 thlf' (Ont Irt" corp" 
oration and not ony particular offteer or board thcrrcf. Section 4692, Corpul 
Juris, Municipal COt'00ratlon8. 

• The above .tat(Omenta arr genpral stat CC\l'ntI of law all to tht" dut .... 
and powers of the Corporation Counlel. For a ap("ct ftc application to Stamford 
we ~It look to the Charter. The Corporation Counsel of St4~(ord i. thr Irs.' 
advisor of the municipality, the Jin)·or . the Board of R("pr(>I(,l1totlV"~ and all 
other officers. He is the head of thc dcpartmt'nt of law and appears (or thl' 
municipal tty In 011 actions and proc('('din~. brou~ht by or 4~ott\!U It I 11 I ,,{fterrl 
and boards. The C'lrpot'ation Counsc)'s relatton to tht' city. U. oUlc('rs and 
boards. 1s not the same." All thr u8ual clt('nt and affornt'v r('14tlont.hlp. lhr 
Corporation Counsel 11 an adcdnhtrattve!' ofClcer of thl' r,'v "prnin1f'd bv tnto 
H.1yor and approved by the Board of Repr(tu'ntattvt's. Sectlo'". 401 and "';0 of 'ht" 
Stamford Charter . Thu," he ill rcsponalble!' to the muntctp"! Ity Cor eh" ((,"duct of 
his duties and 1. not the arrvant or agent of any p3rtlcular board or any a'n&le 
officer of the city when he representD that board or offlccr In Iltlg~r.on. 
He 18 an official of the municipality chargrd with carrying Out hi. dUel"1 41 
act forth It. the charter. 

The Board of Repre.entatlve. is vr1trd With the legl.lattvl' pOWl'" 
Section 200 The conduct of the legal d('part~nt I. admln'atr.t'vl' and I. 
governed by Section. 400 and 4S0 DC tht' (hart~r . 

[ 
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The CorpClr4tio"" Counlel doel not perfon:. a mlnhtZ'rlal Cunct Ion. 111. 
dutle. require prnfel.io~al skill and dl.cretlon. AI a &en~~al rule, the 
cha.racter oC the dutlel pertaining to hil olUce arc such a. call (or the eJu:rcile 
of perianal Juds~nt baaed upon the fact. and circumstftncel lurrounding each 
purticular qucilaon. It i. my .lpinion, therefore. that tne Corpuration Counsel II 
not obligated to commence such an action if he ts oC the optn;~n that the pro!r-
cut Ion of such action f. not in the best interests of the city, or If he II of the 
optnion that the cit)' h4. no legal rIght to .eek the rei icC requclltt"d or .to enCorce 
.\.ch a remedy. In Corming hill opinion he h'lIa the duty to 4ct in goo" bUh Gnd to . 
e~ercl.e hi. Ikill and discretion Cor the be.t IntercBta DC the city. 

This 11 not to be construed a. meaning th4t the whhes of thr Board of 
Representative. should be ignored. To the contrafY, Lhey are to be respected 
and carried out, if pOI.iblc. However, the Board of Repreacntatlvea I',ould respect 
the veivs of the Corporation Counsel God iC he haa a.Jvhed that the city should rot 
cotlll'lCnce a suit. tllcn 8uch advice should be respl'cted and followed hy your honor­
able board. 

f) AS8uming the Loard of Rt'prc8entat lvel hal round A dllllj;erOUs con-
dition to exis, regarding the uae or a cl.ty atrret. what 
pO\lcr hoa it to stop and regulate such usnr.e and whAt procedure 
muat It follow. 

The Board of Represent.tives hOI the power to odopt ordinances and 
relolutionl pursuant to the pro~islonl oC Chnptcr 20 oC the Chnrter (or the pur· 
pose: of regulating, amplifying and defining the corporate powerl srt forth in 1 
Section 40 of the Charter. Your attentIon ts directed to the answers to the 
other questiona prcviou5ly prepoundcd for a dilcu.ston of the ltmitstton~ oC IUC~ 
power •• 

8) Whot powerl hal the Board of R~pr~.rntatlvcs to rrmove a 
private structure Cram cIty proprrty where some ~os 
built without a butlding permit and vtth~ut the per­
mi.aion of the city to usc laid property? 

The Board of Jtcprelcl'tativcM il a leghlat lYe body lor the molt parr 
and absent Gny provilionl in the Charter or the General Statutel, it ~.I no 
pover to remove .uch a structure. 1 Am unable to · anave~ 1n det.ll a queatlon a. 
general a. this .s regard. the right. of a municipality gcncr41ly to re~ve priv.t~ 
Itructurel erected wIthout a buIldIng permIt. DICCerrnt rul •• apply to dlCferent 
ractual lituationl. 

Relpectfully submitted. 

la8aure H. H-:kler 
Corporation Counlcl 

After considerable further debate. _ VOTe val talt",n on H,·. l\tlf'r's a.olion to 
erect a bw..:rier at the Ealt end.of Lenox Avenue. CARRU!D." ~ . t. Nf " .,-

PLANNING E. ZONINr. COl't'llTTEE: 

MR. RUSSELL, Chdrlll4n, pre.ented hh cooa:.I.t.e r.port or joint .... tlnll held with 
mcmbcr. of the LeSill.tive and Rula. Coaalttee on~oyember 22, 196u. Prelent at 
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s:tld mcl"tln& Wl'rr Stanll'Y Kullah. Patrick ScoTello . Allen Sh4n"n Dnd C('orEtl" 
Russell of the: Plon'ling & Zo'11ng Conr.r.lttCl' . 

(I) SALVATORE VAVALA APPEAL - Frol'll action of PLANNING BOARD on Appllcalloh HP-81 

HR .. RUSSELL reported thot the COl"llTlittt'l', .rr ... r I~Vl'r4t hour. ot dilell,slC"ln , votrd 
to reject t:l(' GIJpcal and thus uphold tht' acttt'ln or thr P1annLnb Board. by a votl" 
of three to onc. 

Th~ following reason Wl're given by thl" Commirtcr for thl"lr drctslon tl"l rl'Jl'ct 
the appeal , 

• L The use of thil area for c.c~rd41 pu rpol", would !lC"rto \. 1I1y Lnfrlng'" 
on the Adl~cent highly rcaldl'ntlnl tonl'd pTt'lrl'rt y . 

2. The afea size Dnd shape of thl" land Involved Trltrtets Ita UIl' for 
co~rc141 purpooci . 

J. The change 10108 vl"hrmcntly oPPo51"d, not onlv by I mm~dI4t~ rr,tdrnts 
and propert) owners In the viCinity. but .. lao by the Lc.-ng"(" of W:"mrn 
Voters, the lAkeview Owners Assoctatton . tht Firat MethodISt Ch'lrch 
the Stamford Goou Governme nt AS!lociat ion anu the Stamford CllIlmb ... r of 
Residences. 

4 The land Will purchilsed o' out Bl'vt'n years ar,o by tht' App(Ollant 4t 
re.ldential and al thoush the 19 fOOl front It r Ip taken by 'hr 5'.' r 
of Connecticut lomcwhat limits the property. the qU4rr~1 11 • (l"anc1sl 
one between Hr . Vavolo and the Stote. Thi. i. now In Ilttgatlon. 

5. The Park Commilsion oC the Ctty of Stamford t'.~r~.s~d thrtr f~~ltng 
that th1ll nrea ahouJd rCm4in reftldC'nttal and that this tract tn tlK" 
Cutun!'. ,,",uld be • 'lratq~tc aT". (or a "Spot or Grcco,," pll,.k at th e.­
gateway to StanaCocu, slmllar to Bt'dCord Strt'~t Park. Cnteo Park -l"ld 
others of similar nature . 

TOOle who voted tn Cavor of the nprea1 (1'1, that the!' USc." 'I • park WtlS not 
Clnnly in the inwnedlolr Cuture, at h oolt .1 fllr .1 act ton by tht" Park 
Commtaalon 111 concerned. ,\IRo. that cormrrclal growth .,a.1 alrrlldy n~arby 
and growing rapidly in thil dirrction . 

HR. RUSSELL laid in view of the V4Y the CormatU('(O f(Olt . they recocmtrndt'd that the­
decision of the Planning Board Yhould be aUlr.lned and th~r('for~ nfrprl no morln" 
to th~ Board, pursuant to procedure outlined tn Sec. S2Z.S and S29.1 of thr 
Charter. 

HR. RUSSELL explained tha.t becaule o( the way thr thlrtrr I. wrlttrn Ir .o~onP II 
in favor oC havlng the octlon of the Plonntng Boord rrunked. thrv (a" IMk~ ,1lch • 
move at thia time and ir:. wlll requlre 21 vort'S to carry. 

THE PRESIDENT 8aid he would recognize anyonr who vl.hed to Qf(er a ~ttnn at 
this time. 

Hearing no motion ; the PRESIDENT .tated that thrrt" WdB no motton befor~ thp &oard 
and declared th~ appeal LOST, thereby .u~ta'nlng the drcl'lon of thr Planning Board. 

(2) Re.olutlon for 
consoli:latton. 

finnl adoption. concernlns old (tty IIlrrctU'!.!!l.-P!!!l.!..!.2 
(Adopted for pub!lcatlon 11/1/60 - S~e pa8~. ZQ44 . Zq.S. 
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MR. R.USS£LL MOVED (or £ina 1 apv rovnl of the folloving rt"lolutton. a (row corrections 
hAving been 04dc 11nce Ita fir s t approval Cor publlcatlon. Seconded by Hr . 
McLaughlin nnd CARRI£D unanlmous1)': 

RESOLUTION NO. 142 

ACCFrT MIC r. OF STnFF.T~ l1 t:fJ!.IQ vrlll IT I.A.!! 
TRM t'lC I'KIOIt TO AI'KIL Ib, I 'I~O 

BE IT RESOLVED AND IT IS IIEREBY f(£~OLVED by the Board or Rcpr ... n­
tativcI of the City DC St~n!ord that Maid Board by itl proposcd and 
published resolution DC floverlber I, 1960, acccl-'tft tht" Collowlng 
nn~d streets and hi&hwny8 which were open to vehicular traffic 
prior to April 16, 1950 aa public .tr.ct. and hlghvay. ' 

B~ nnett Street 
Broad Street (Greyrock to Grove) 
Congress Street 
Culloden Road (Ely Place to Frankel Place) 
Intervale Road (Turn-of-River Roed, ealterly to interlectlon 

with Newrleld Drive 
Horrh Street 
Newfield Avelluc 
Northlll Street (Pol ... r to Hope) 
Old North St¥mford Road 
Rose Street 
50undvlew Avenue (Cov~r Road ealterly to Wal1.ckl Drlvr) 
w •• t Nerth Street (Hubbard Avenue E. to North Str.ct) 
Winthrop Place 

Rc: Soundview Avenue: 

MR. KELLY wanted to know why thl. 
been accepted 20 or 30 year. ago. 
he would 11ke an anlwer a. to '"hy 

str~et woe not .cceplrd. Hc aaid It lhould hav~ 
lie I&lld a iot of rumorl ","re 801n3, around and 

this streit war I~Ct out. 

HR~ RUSS£LL laid certain relldenta had Inquired .a to what their legal Itl!US 
would be 1n the Event thh remained a privot~ road. lie .ald a rumo! 80t around 
that they were 801ng to vlden the .tr~et and the relident8 went down to City 
noll and found out that there WR8 a posllbtlity of lhh belnlt done . Par thll 
realon, hI! said they queltloned the merits oC It betng acc~pted .1 a rlty Itre~t . 

,'II they deUnltely do not want widening Cor the rreaon that it II in • restdent 1.1 
~rea. They alia do not want .ldcw41k.~ 

() Acceptance of roa15 ns ctty strcrla: 

MR. RUSSELL tIl\'ED ror acceptanco of tho followlnr. .tr.ot.. lie .ald they wore 
certified for acceptance in the City Engln.er'. lett.r of Nov.mbor lO, 1960. 
All mapa ~'ntloned are on fll. In the office of the CllY Clerk; •• condod by Hr . 
HcLaughlin and ~I.RRI£D unanlmouoly: 

AUTUMN UJlE .- Extending northerly (rom Tom' Road to and Including a permanent 
turnaround. Length, approximately 915 ft., width )0 (t. HQp 
16840. 
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KLOllDlKE AVE~"uE -

Hlnu ••• of Doc.mh.r S, 1960 

Extendlhg northerly from Crt"atvlt'v Av(ln' l(~ to 
temporary turnaround. Lcn~th. Artprollttult('ly 
ft. HAp '6~26. 

Gnd Including a 
~6~ flo .. Idth 10 

COUNTRY CLUB ROhD - Extending from K.1ynpplc Road wl'stl'rly and nClrtht'r)v 10 and 
including" tcoporary turnaround . l.enl~th . .1prr :.u Qtn.tt .. lv 
1,950 ft" .. Id'h 27 fl. HAp. ,6j49 ' And '6q~1. 

COVENTRY ROAD - Extending from Country Club Read .... Ierly to • d.nd end , It'nght, 
appropl.xately 1.450 Ct .... 1.dth.21 ft, H.1P IbQSI. 

ROttING RIDGE ROAD - Extending from Country Club Ruad .... Irrly ~nd nor'hoTly 10 

Coventry Road , L.n~th, npproxlmal.ly 1.125 fl , . wld'h 27 ft. 
H.lp 16951 . 

BROOKDALE DRIVE Extending (ro~ Brookd41r. Ro~d southerly and ~~.t .. rlv to nnd 
lncludln& a temporary turnaround , l.«!ngth, appro1llm,,''')v 
1,100 ft., .. Id," 27 ft. HAp 166J2 

RUSSET ROAD - Extending (rom IUgh RtdJ;c Road w("!lt~rly And north ... rly tn H4V.lpplco 
Road , It'nsth, approdmat.ly I, SOO fl., .. Idth 21 ft. 'I.'P 'hQql 

ECIIO lULL DRIVE - Extending Cram 'Dng Rid~f" Rnad vCIll'rly to 4nd '" · ! ,.dl"'~~ II 

tcmporaty turnaround L(·ncth •• pproxltl'latrJv 1.200 ft . . width 
21 ft. (Note: Thl. road vnl constructed ,,1IOOllf 'hI" fll tnS of 
• Performance Bond: th~rpfore no ~p hAt ber.n f.l~d In thr 
office of the City Ctcork. lind "ont" "III bt" f'lpd 'tnt II Ihe 
tvo yeAr HAlntcnonce Bond hat been filed vtth the P1Anninc 
Board.) 

BRODWOOD DRIVE (EXTENSION) - Extending (rom the alreAdy 4cct"ptcd por'l~n northprlv 
to Cr("enlc4f Dr(v(". tcn,.,th. appro_IIMI"lv 1,700 ft . 
.. Idth 26 fl. ""po 'SIQ2. 16098 1621S, '6212. 

BUTT£RliUT LAN[ [xtendtn& from I.ons Ridge R04d wt".terly and It"Jthc.orly 1("1 and 
including 4 tcmpornry turnaround. Lrngth. approlCimatf'ly 
1,661) ft . , width 24 (t. HAp 'S9S4 . (Nol~ City (Inlohlng 
road - bond called on Ihl. ) 

Re: Thoro., Court HR. RUSSELL rrported ,h.1 Ihl. road hal br.n REJEC1ED by th-
City EnGineer b~C.U5C of unsatlsfoctory workmanship . 

PARKS 6 RECREATION COHHITTEE: 

Re: S3Jvatlon Army's regut'st rO~!!!I.lon to place Chrlst~~~~!l:s~~ 
City Str~ets - Petition 1212 

HR. KEt.tY rct'Orted thAt permisston had b,"~n Ittvron to the Salvat ton Armv by thr 
President, Majority and Hinority Lrad~rl or lhp Board. 10 placp 'h~tr Chrtstm31 
kettles on the streets, al In past year.. lip (''Cpllltncd Ihal thry hod not gotten 
their request tn time to pass it at the Noycmber meeting 10 it val don~ thl. WAy. 

HR. KELLY IIJVCD for approval of their rt"qut"u. Seconded by Hr. lIenrv Nol." and 
CARRIED, 

[ 
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EDUCATION. WELFARE (,. r.OVER1:~ ::r COII.'UTTEE' 

HR.. lVLER presented hill cOrrr."llttcc report at thi_ tfmc. tic laid 4 mert Ing ho3.U bren 
held on Novcnbcr 10, 1960 And prescnt were: Hl-I.rl. CArey. Ik-Forrlt. Trotti t. and 
tvler, with Mr . Palmer being .b.~nt. 

Increa s e In !l314ric9 Cor city afllellll." 

MR. lVLER reported thAt the Cor.Inlttcc had ,('cured Itat'sllcAl ,"rOrmAt Ion on 5414rl". 
pAid to other cHy executive. in the United Stoll'S 11(' Solid the on1y thlnR thol. 
could be done now would be to 8U(Utl'lt to the various dcparrmt'nt lwad, to" ft'qurBt : ." . •• 

increases 1n the budget for the nC!,:l {{!lca}, },car. lie •• td tnt' .'rr.cn'~lflcld\b."N' _c' .A: ·Wo# · R!;:"r · th~ .. t'h"'y" iii 'f not recJ,..'ony In«.4 •••• hould b. granted _ 
Ik It "are d=e, thrt It .hQuld be-rnad. In t~ 1961-&2 ~ud~.t to-Iok~ ,U.,t, 
Dc.c:.cmIte r 1; 19frt w it'h: a · new admh .. kf T'tU ton . 

- ' " I ' . ( . j , • • / "' # " r. ,~ .. ... / .. ,.1. ' " , ' I, t I . .. ... , " • ,. .. ' ... . , 

Concerning inclus ion in city contr~cts 4 prov181~n ior~d~l~d~~~cr. · 

MR. lVLER reported on a conference \lUh the Corpornt ion Counsrl .1 to how contract. 
could be atrcnghtcncd "y including thcrcdn provillon. Cor Hq"td4tt' d dnmolRcl. 
lie saId there appeared to be a little mllundcrltandlns AI to the elloct In£Orm4tlon 
this Boord desired. And the COI:l.':Iittcc wal informed thllt tht' ctty hB. lnc1u'~ed 
such provision 1n 801M contracts, but it could be Itrcngt!tc-nl'd tn 'varln 'n W:tYIL 
It wos decided that the cor;::oit .. ce would set forth 4 acr"~. DC quroilloni and thla 
informa.tion would be cmbud.l~d In an anawering letter from the Corpor.t'~n Cnunlcl. 

URBAN REDEVELOPHE NT COHHlTTEE: 

ConcC'rnfnc Holr by Urhnn Rcdevrtopnrnt COml illeion ~Lill!I!!.~ruat('ly to aerl"!, 
of clty-o\rmcd pro pe rty in EI1!1t Mcndow Rc dcvcl~!!.!..J:.ro leet. ''inyar'l letter 
d.t.~ 10/14/(0) ("pprovod by Board of Finance 1I/29/6D) 

tIR. CAREY prcnntcd hil coc:nlttcC! report on the!' .bov~ mOIlter. til! sOld tht" com~ 

mltlee hod met three times on thll mottl· r, but £lnal actton coulc nol bc takC!'n 
until after action by the Board of Finance . lie reportt"d tl"t the connlttc"t" 
(ovored the lole of this property by unanimous vote. 

MR. CAREY MOVED for approval of the folloving reololutton. which va. It"conded by 
Mr. Sh4vero and CARRIED, by • vote of 32 In favor, I opposed. 

RF.SOIJITION NO. ]4] 

APPROVAL OF SAIl' OF nTY ·OWI:E D !.AND IN URDAN 
REDZVELOPllEl:r cOI~nss 10:1 EAST MFAnOwsiiiEEY' 
PROJECT, TO TnE F'iRSTsi AiiroRD COE!:ORATTo!! 

BE AND IT nEREBY IS RESOLVED by the Board or Repreoentat Ive. or the City 
of Stamford that: 

We hereby approve agreement betwl"cn the City of Stamrord. acting by nnd 
through the Urban Redevf:lopClcnt Coarnll.lon oC the CHy of Stamford and 
The ·First Sta~ford Corporctton of the City or Stamford. conc~rnlng the 
sale by the Baid Urban Redevelopment CO~'1'1on tQ laid The First Stom­
Cord Corporation, of all ita right . tUle. lntt"r",', claim an.! dcznand 
whatsoever, which It, the aald P.el~a8or lUll or ought to have. In or to 

, , 
• 
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thot certaln piece. parcel or tract or land sltuQtrd t" th~ Ctfy of 
Stamford, County DC FnicCtrld. State DC Connecticut . b~lng ,hown and 
designated as: 

Thllt pnrt oC the project Drc~n shown o. Pored "Ft' and 
Parcel "G" on 4 ccrtal'! m.'p entitled "K.1p of proflrrtv 
on Harbor Vicw Avenue to be lold by the City of Stamrord. 
Conn. Urban Rcdcvclop~nt Commia.ton to the Firat Stamlord 
Corpttotion doted Oct. 16, 1960. Scole In . 50' It which 
map 1. now on ftle In the City and Tovn Clerk'. o[rler ~r 
the City of Stamford and therr.ln rcr~rr~d t~ 4S ~p No. 1004 . 

Parcel "F" contoin8 onl! and "Int" thousand. nlnc hundred and 
nineteen ten thou8ondtu (1.3~19) QCTeJ and Parer. fir;" con­
tains two thousand three hundred and fifty etght t~n thou­
.Andth. (O.1JSd) Acre., 

an~ to approve all of the conditions con[aJn~d theretn; and 

BE IT FURTIIER RESOLVED thAt tho ChAlrmnn (Or tho l'rhAn A.drv.lop ... nt Com · 
milsion and/or the Mayor of the Clty or Stamford arC' hl"rl'bv a tlthortted 
to execute the nccesaary dorumcnt. to ('((ccl uett' the tr.nlCrr of thr 
aforesaid property. 

HR . CAREY explained that tl.e above reBolut lor conct'rnrd th .. Fed"ra. ar"a , and 
the following resolution the etty area He MOVED Cor .~oPtlon of thl' r~llovtn8 
resolution which vas aeconded by Hr. Cole and CARRIED; by • vote of 12 tn ravor 
and 1 oppo.ed : 

RESOl.UTlON NO . 344 

APPROVAL or SAIlOr CITY awNED LAND IN tRRAN 
REDEVF.I.op HF.lrr CO~~lI S5 10N EAST hEAnrnI ST RE ET 
PROJECT, TO TilE FI RST STAMfORD COAPORATION 

BE AND IT IIEREBY IS RlSOLVZD by lh. Board of R.prr •• ntalln, of the City 
of Stamford that: 

We hereby .prrove agreement between the Clty of Si,~rord, dctln~ by and 
through the Urban Red('velop=cnt Connl •• ion of thl:" Cll'y of Stnmford and 
The First Stamford Corporation oC the ClLY of Stamford, concerning the 
laIc by the taid Urban RedcveloplDl' nt Coumlalfon to .4Jd lhr Flut 
Stamford Corporation, of 011 tta rlgl,t, tltl~, Intrrrlt, claim and 
dCm.3nd whatsocver, whir.h it, the adid retea.or hili or o tlght to havt'. In' 
or to that certain piece, parcel or tract of land aU u4trd In th .. City 
oC Stamford, County DC Fairfield, State of Connecttcur~ bplng thown end 
detignoted DS: 

. --- _. --

" That part or the project aree Ihown aa Parcel t~1I and Parc •• 
" H" on a certain map entitled "K.1p DC propf'rty on Harbor Vi"" 
Avenue to be lold by tho City DC Stamford, Conn. rrban R~drv~lop­
mcnt Coltrat •• lon to The: 'irlt Stamfor d Corvoratlon , d.rrd Oct . 16. 
19bO. Scale In • !»O· tI, whlcn tn.::ap I. nov on Clta if' • ., .. CUy and 
Town Clerk'. oCfice of the City of Stamford and th~rptn r .. r,.rr.d 
to •• Hop No, 7004, 

r 

.. 
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Parcel "FV' contnln. onc thousand rour huntlrt'd and r",rty (our 
ten thouR4ndtha (0.1444) aerra and p"1"c~l fill" conl41nl ICV"'" 
and Ill( thou.and nine hundred and eighty two ten thoulandtha 
(7.6982) Acr". 

and to approve .11 of the (ondltions contained therein; and 

BE IT FURTIIER RESOLVED th.t tho Cho1nnan d tho Urban Redevelop"",nl 
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COIlClI •• lon and/or th. l14yar d the City of Stamford are hereby ... tharl.l·d 
to execute the nece.sary document. to ~{fectuate the transCrr DC the .COft>-
84id property. 

OLD BUSINESS: 

(I) Ne., York Alrv. y. - nellrort: 
··.I ~ to 

IIR. itLOIS .dld that about three IIIOntha ago ho hod brought up the matter of the 
renewal of the lcase w1th the IIcllport. He: wantr.d to know If any Action had 
been ~4kcn on this matter. 

MR.. SJtAPERO. Chairman of the Lcglilatlve & Rulc" CommiUt'C!', lald he hod no 
knov1eds c of the lCGCC with the IIcllport beIng rcnc\l~d and that action would havr 
to be Initiated by the Hoyor. 

NEIl BU51h"ESS: 

(1) Conce rning re9u~ 8t rro~ reftid~ nt. or H~ rre ll Avcn~e ~part~ent. to hnvr a 
police ofri c~ r &tntlon~ d Dt the cornrr 01 H~ rrell nnd Stillwater Avenue 
during t he ti~ chiJt'rc n 4"rc solnS and cO r.'l lng "rom 8choc.l. (S('r letter to 
Pr •• ldcnt of Board dated 11/17/60 from HI •• Ro •• Farina. ~th Dl.trlct 
Repre.rntative) '. 

TIlE PRESIDENT read the above letter vhlch val rr(err~d to the St~~rln8 Conm1ttcp 
for referral to committee. 

(2) Swi~ Clubn nnd suggested Ordlnnncr : 

11R. REBACK brought thlo on the floor. lie .old th •• c club. "ere co .. pletely un­
regulated and it "La .ugge.ted at the In.t Board meeting that thll Board work 
out certAin Ordinance. or rule. and regulation. to r~gulatr the conduct of th~.f' 
clubl •• th~y become roore numeroul. lie presented the followtng .usseated Ordi­
nance, which val referred to the ~gt.IQt've and Rul •• Commlttr~' 

PROPOSED ORDINMICE TO ~£<!V/.Al! T.\!!. 
CONDUCT OF ~Hi cllIns IN TIlE C/lY. 

OF STAMFORD 

I. Any • .,1 .. club conducted In the City of Stamrord .hould be guided by 
the follOWing factore: " 

____ .. ~_n __ 

(a> Thcr~ should be a provSaton for a buffer atrlp around Lh~ Swtm 
Club area and betvc~n the "uled area" 'and n~arby rrltdrnc~. , 

(b) There .hould be a provl~ton Cor at leaet two ~ana of Sngr ••• 
and eare ••. 
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(8-1) Road standards (or ingrcss And l"'Rrrsl sho'll d l'mphol'ill' 
minLmum width, aJdl'wntks, IIdl'qontC" rraffte control •. "te. 

(.:) Tht"rc should be a prov!slon Cor a grrat"r p,lHk 10& arPQ 
than is usually nl'crasnr)" bt"CDUS(, or thl' hrQvy fraUte on 
weekends and holidays. 

(d) There should be a provlstoll (or spl'cfal pol iccrnl'n on 
holidays pod weekends . 

(e) There should be 4 provision for Itfl"'hU~rd9. 

(C) There should be 4 provision Cor matrons. 

(s) There shaull! be a provision (or 4 (bird .u~ )unl of acr". 
for i'Dch 50 Cnmlties so that thts .1rf04 should not be- r 
ov.~rcrowdcd Cor hl'nl th reasons A 5 1.r,~;(,Bt Ion might be 1 ac rcs 
for each 50 (6mHi .... , excluding parkins and buffl.'r arclI. 

Ordinance would affect swim clubs not in operat Ion by January I. 1961. 

(3) Concerning prl'vcnUon of locatto., of l~rs~~!.~Ll_~'.!U!:.!.!.-!.!'_dnn.it'~ 
proxinitv to school Ii C'r parks. (Proposl'd Qrdlnanc(' ,' 

HR. SILEO brought the 
be brought beCore the 
the Floper committee. 

above propos('d ordlnanc~ on tht' Cloor ond MOVED that It 
Steerin:~ CClttr.'littee ot thl" neJet mel"'t tng for ,·rCerr.l to 

Seconded by Mre. Au.t In and CARRIED. 

BE IT ORDAINED BY TilE CITY OF STAlIFORD ,hat ' 

1. There shall not br conducted In tht' City of Stamford ony retail 
business in connection with thl'" conduct of which rhrre h pravldt'd 
parking space for more th'in JS cars. wht'tht'r provided solely (or 
use of Baid busiotess or far Us usc In connon with othrrs if any 
part of the lot on which the building in which such bu'in~'. la 
conducted or upon which the parking i1l prOVided is situatpd ,"Uhln a 
distance of 300 feet from the neorest ~olnt oC any lot or parcrl 
of land upon which there I. located: 

(0) A public, private or parochial school, or 

(b) A public park whl'rei" there- or(' provided Iwlngs 
If other plllY equipment of ch(ldr~n 

In detennining the amount of parking "race prOVided In conn .. ctlon with 
the conduct of any Huch business, there Iholl bc (''(<<:Iud(ld th~ IIPAC(, 

provided in any municipally owned and apprated parking lot. 

2. The provisions of thlll !ub-sectlon shall not applY to ony luch bUllln(lls 
which was In operation prior to November 16. 1960. nor 'hall it apply 

---.. _-------

[ 

[ 

[ 



n 

. D 

!ii n u lt' f' • ;. ~,. .I , 1')tO 

to t'<:6trict the U!iC of .lny hullJin!; J ,·"1.~1wd to he u sed for Iuc h .1 
business if a bullJin~: pcn:dt I'old he.:n "'"ut'd for &.:onstructirn ot 
~~ id buildfng prl~r to lll~l Jale, and BULh buildi ng Ilad art~~llv 
been c~n5 tru=ted pr'o~ lo Gald dale . 
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J. Whencver on)' pL'rson, firn or c"rporation Vtol .. tl· '; lhl" p((HI5iI1IlS of 
l ills Ordina nce, t'w BulldtnJ.; In5 p~cto,:, Kh~lt t"tUI(" an onlt' r uire l; tln~ 

s uch pe rl on to &.:ea ~ L· .lOtl cl'!illiL frOlI! (urth!:'r VIt,1.ltiOIl I.li till' pro~ 
vlslunl'O of thin Ordln.1nc t.'. If s uC'h per 'inn. ijrC'l ur corpo rati on dlll.'! 
not cumply with such oro('r witldn a I,crtud oi one Wl.'l'''' from the datt' 
of receipt of fiuch noticl!, thl' Duil,Un.~ Inspt'rtor shalJ n ' q lll'!;t th(' 
Corporation Counsel of th~ City of Stunfortl . in the n,.,~L' oC tht.' 
Cluniclp.llit)'t to !nstltute before any court h3vtn~ }uriadlctlon, a 
ctvll .let ion prllyin~ for ell Injunctton n'litrdlllln~ nny suc h prrfi 'ln , 
finn or coq,oration from cOr~llli!lR or lOi1tll1tdn)~ s tu. h vtC'lntlon, 
lipan receipt of Jueh .1 rcquc:a from tIll' 8utllllnr. tnsf'<, c tor, ttk' 
Corporation Coulificl fohn) 1 forthwith lnslllutL' :.ut h nn Gclion 

MR. GERO:\UXl read n letter .It lhit; [i~' which ".Iotti ,ld~th· :.o 'i l'J to tl .... · l~ •• lru . .. ,. t1 
si s;ned by 16 pl.·tittullcrB conl,.crninh .1 5L'rloU5 safl,.,ty hol ~3rd on the "t'rl h .. iur 
of BritlJ;c Street, lllJjolcl~nt to propcrLy nccuplcd by till' Culi Oll Gar; Stat Ion. 

MR. GEROSHl> HlVED thUl this' lllcr hC' reh'rrl'd to lht' Stt..'(.'rln~ Cv:ra iu"I' lor 
proper I'('fcrroll ' to Commillee. Sccondl·.J by Hr. Colr.!), Dnd CAi\~I~ U. 

Sevt..'rnl dnnOUlu.;cmcnty we"! mALic at lhh lime \-ollt..l.'rn'n)~ rill e loll .. fl.llra to wll1d, 
Board n~ ' mhcr8 were lnvltcd • 

AD.lOU ~;Mf. NT: 

Up<lO ulOticn of Hr. Huizinga, tAuly ,,('conded and CARilIEU . l"lh' fIW,!,.t InK wa~ odlournrd 
at 12 : 40 A.H. 

v[ 

APPIUlVED: 

hn R. Nolon, l'rcslt.ll'nt 
nrd of Reprt.'sentntfvt.'s 

~L~/" _______ _ 
Velma .·drn'II 
Administrative AGuI8l~,'1 

:;OT.!, "ht' n-tnllfi' ''' of rltl' Illo' j'lll1fo;!J of tht..' 
Ra.Hd 01 H"1,rc!H'nC:lrlv j ' li art' nor tr.lnR-
c r Iht.'d Vt' rhat ~m. Ih,IoI("Vl' r. AlldClJ.;1 "ph r("-­
cordtn.~!1 of m!'l' l "~ .~ :t are on fll" in (he 
offi\-c of tin' Dn.Jrd, Anj' o ' Wt'r "'lnhln~ 
to ltat"n to Ihe fl' h ,rdlni:" t'"..1y 110 !iO. 
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