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(8) Use of salt on streets in snow removal operations - ORDERED ON AGENDA 
UNDER PUBLIC WORKS COHHITTEE (See Hinutes 2/4/(,3. page 3579; Minutes 
of 3/4/63. item f13 on page 3595 and item f/l on page 3598; Minutes of 
4/1/63, page 31130 under "Old Business") 

(9) 

( 10) 

( 11) 

Complaint from GLENBROOK nUSINESS ASSOCIATION (In letter of 4/1/63) re­
questing more police protection becauAe of vandalism (See Minutes of 

4/1/63, paRe 3628) • REFERRED TO IlEALTli & PROTECTION C(UIITTEE 

Letter hom Secretary of STAHFORD'S BIG FIVE VOLUNTEER FIRE COUPANIES, 
concerning statement recently made by a memher of the Stamford Fire Dept. 

REFERRED TO HEALTII & PROTECTION CotUHTTEE 

" 
Concerning news article Te Sanitarians in Health Department - REFERRED 

TO HEALTH & PROTECTION COHHITTEE (Letter from Mr. Kuczo. 10th Diltrict 
Representative, dated 4/22/63). (See Minutes of 4/1/63, page 3631) 

(12) Concerning change of name of Woodside Park to the "JOHN A. SCALZI. JR. 
PARK" contained In letter of 4/18/63 from Hichael F. Liane Memorial 
A.sociation, urging action be taken - REFERRED TO &; RECREATION 

CWIITTEE 

(13) Puhlic Welfare Department monthly report for (Noted and 
filed, with copy sent to Education, Welfare & Government Committee) 

(14) Board of Education financial statement for February 1963 (Noted and fUed, 
with copy sent to Education, Welfare & Government Committee) 

(15) Letter from Mrs. Cornelia Peterman (dated 4/ 1/63) Re: (1) Ambulances 
being housed where a doctor is available to go along, instead of 
allowing Firemen and Policemen to take ov!r the work of 8 doctor; and 
(2) Wrisht Technical School - Method of on-the-job training for 

Ina.much al the suhjects covered in Peterman's letter are not 
within the purview of the Board, the aaid he would snlwer 
the letter, conveying -this information, 

(16) Concerning proper of election of Officers, members of the Board of 
Repreaentatives, and other CIty officlol1 who have reliRned (See Minute. 

of 4/1/63, page 3631 

After conliderable discuSRion on the above matter, it was REFERRED TO THE 
LEGISLATIVE &; RULES COf'JHTTEE. to 1001: into thh; with the idea of clari­
fying the method of procedure in the future, 

(17) CotlMITTEE CHANGES. Fhcai Co ... lttee: · 

William Murphv, replacing Vincent Caporizzo 
Armando Gurllacci, replacing RORe Farina 

There being no further buainesft to come before the Committee, upon motion, 
duly .econded and CARRI ED, the was adjourned. 

vf 
PAUL D. SHAPERO. Chairman 
Steering Committee 
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APPOlHTSKEKTS CCHKITTEE: 

MRS. AUSTIN, Chairman, laid the committee va. in the proce •• of Intervieviol the 
Mayor'l appointeel and vould report at the out regular meeting of the Board. 

THE PRESIDENT informed all Board members that if they had Dot noticed the nevI 
articles printed in the Stamford Advocate reSlrdloa the Kayor'. appointeea, to 
pIe ••• check the Supplemental Asenda which va. dlaeributed to all member. this 
evening, which lilts all of them. 

FISCAL CCHKITTEE: 

MR. MEYERS, Chairman, lubmltted hi. committee report . He .aid hi. co~lttee met 
the evening of April 30. 1963 at 8 P.K. in the Mayor'. office and all as.embera 
were preaent. He .aid all It~ on the agenda under hi. committee vere .pproved. 

(1) $375 .00 • Kayor'. Office. Code 108.0501, Telephone (Kayor'. letter 4/4/63) 

MR. MEtERS MOVED for approval of the above requeat . Seconded by Hra. Auatin aDd 
CARRIED unanLmoualy . 

(2) $2,000.00 • Probate Court _ Code 188.1101. Record Book •• Hapa & Llbrary 
(Kayor'. letter 4/4/63) 

HR. MEYERS MOVED for approval of the above "reque.t . Mr • • Clarke, Chairman of 
Education, Welfare and Govera.ent Committee, aeconded the motion, .aying her 
committee concurred in approving this item. CARRIED unant.Qualy. 

(3) $1,489 .00 • Soa.et Home • Code 430 , 1501. Fuel Oll. Electric Liaht •• Propaae 
Gaa and Power (Kayor'. letter 4/4/63) 

HR. MEYERS KOVED for approval of the above requeat . Seconded by Hr. Curliacci 
and CARRIED unanimoualy. 

LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE: 

MR. BAKER, Chairman, presented hi. committee report at this t~. 

(1) 

MR. BAKER .aid hia committee recommend. the final adoption of thil ameadment to 
the Buildlag Code, and MOVED for approval of the following. Seconded by Mr. 
Mulreed and CARRIED uaanlmoualy: 

ORDINANCE NO . 80.5 SUPPLEKENTAL 

BE IT OIUlAINED BY TilE CITY OF STAKFORD THAT: 

The BulldLng Code, 1959, of the CLty of Stamford L. amended to read al follows: 
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A. S .• etian 105 . FIRE DISTRICTS 

Sub.leetionl 1 aad 2 are hereby repealed and the following enacted in 
their Itead: 

1. PlRE DISTRICT SUB-DIVISIONS 

To control types of construction baled on the inherent fire hazard of u.e 
groupa of buildings, the fire di.trlct Limite are hereby elt.btl.hed to 
include all the zonel delignated al bUllne •• , commercial aDd indultrial 
zonel, .a DOW in effect or .1 the lame may be amended hereafter. All 
other areas not lacluded "within the fire 11aalun _hall be deliso.ted •• 
noutside the fire Uaiu . " 

2. CONSTRUCTION AND USE WITHIN TIlE PIRE LlHlTS 

a o No nev building of frame construction ahall be erected within or moved 
from out. ide to within the fire l~it. except a one, two or three family 
dwelling which 18 to be uled for r~.ldentlal purposes only . Said one. tva 
or three family dwelling may be moved to or erected only upon & lot which 
i, uled lolely for relidential purposes . 

b. No building designed or to be used for commercial or indultrial purpa ••• 
ahall be erec~ed upon or moved to a lot upon which there il an exiltiog 
buildiG8 of frame conltructioo u.ed for reaidential purpales. 

c . No exiltins buildinB of frame conltruction lituated within or moved to 
within the fire limita. Ihall be occupied by more than three famili.a. ea­
cept .a provided in Section 104 (1) of thil Code . No alteratioo of luch 
building ahall be allowed the desilD or effect of which alteratioo il to 
increale the occupancy of such building to more than three familiea. 

d. No building within the fire l~itl of otherwile lawful construction Iball 
be extended in height or area by fr~ conetructioo with the exception that 
exiating one or tva family dwellingl may be extended to a height of ~ot mor. 
than three 8torie8 nor more thaD 35 feet to the bottom of the third f loor 
ceiling t~ber •• provided that total occupancy ahall be by oat more than 
three familiel. Roof coveriDsa Iball comply with Section 117 (3). 

e . No exiltins or new building of unprotp.cted metal conltruction. except 
buildingl to be uled exclulively for indultrial purpolel or in connection 
therewith, Ihall be altered or ~rected within or moved from outlide to with­
in the fire limits. 

f. All building_ of unprotected metal conltruction permitted under the pro­
vilion' of 8ub-Iection <e) above. Ihall be equipped with aD automatic 
.prinkler Iyltem approved by the Pire Karlh.l~ provided however, that 
buildingl open 00 their 10Dg lide are exempted fro. thil requirement. 

B. SeetioQ lOS, Sub-a.etion 7. ACCESSORY BUILDINGS 

Sub.aectioD 7 (0) i. hereby repealed. 

C. Section lOS, Sub-•• etion 13 . CONSTRUCTION OUTSIDE THE FIRE LIHlTS 

• .s. 
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Sub.leetioD 13 (a) 11 hereby repealed And the fol1ow1u8 enacted in it. 
stead: 

The provisions of parAgraph 2 of this aection ahall alIa .pp1y to all build­
ingl of frame or unprotected metal construction, which are outside the fire 
limite, with the exception that outside the fire limit., multiple family 
dwellings de.lgned for occupancy by more than three familiee ahall be per­
mitted. provided that such dwelling. are not used or designed for occupancy 
above the first and aecond Itoriea thereof and provided further. that laid 
dwellings ahall conform to all applicable provilioDS of this Code and the 
Zoning RegulatioDa of the City of Stamford 4 

Sub-aectioD 13 (b) 1. to be retained and to remain in full force and effect. 

Thie Ordinance ahall take effect upon the date of its enactment • 

•••••••••••••••••••••••• 

(2) LEASES - CIRCUIT COURT HOUSE - ~~~~~~~m~~~~~*~% 
page 3626) 

MR. BAlCER said the above matter vae re-colDllitted to the Leg1alattve and Rules Call­
mittee at the April I, 1963 meeting Uta determine the pos81bUity of transferring 
this facility to the State of Connecticut". 

He said the Committee recommends that, pending action by the Legislature, that 
the lease not be signed and that the State be carried as a month-to-month tenant. 
He explained that there is now pending legislation which would authorize the State 
to ' 1ncreaae our payments ' to cover the coat 6f the 'City for maintenance. 

Hr. Baker aaid the committee recommends that our Representatives in the State 
Legielature be requested to introduce legislation which would authorize the State 
to purchase the Court House. He MOVED for approval of the following resolution: 

RESOLUTION NO. 4L8 

BE AND IT HEREBY IS RESOLVED by the Board of Repre­
sentatives of the City of Stamford, that this Board request oUf 
Representatives in Hartford to introduce legislation which would 
authorize the State to purchase the Circuit Court House located 
in Stamford, Connecticut. 

MR. SCHWARTZ seconded Mr. Baker's motion. 

HR. SCARELLA spoke against the resolution, saying he vas not sure it is advisable. 

HR. NOLAN said he thought adoption of the resolution should be deferred in order 
to look into the matter further. He said this was not on the agenda and would 
suggest either suspending the rules or .postponing action tonight. 

- .... ---. - --;-. II .-
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MR. BAKER laid "we do not .Ik for au.pensLon of the rule. - we lee Q? emergency 
aad lee DO rea.oa wby thiB ahould not be considered and atudied thoro\,lahLy. If 

tHE PRESIDENT laked Mr. Baker if he would consider withdrawing the relolutloo 
and Bubmitting it to the Steering Committee 80 that it can be more thoroughly 
studied. 

MR. BAKER laid be withdraw. the resolution 80 that it may Igain be brought belor • 
. this Board in the appropriate f •• hioD, through the Steering Committee. . 

MR. SCHWARTZ .ald 10 view of the fact that the Legislature viII 1000 be Idjolo­
ioa In JUde and there 11 a deadline In the early part of Hay for 8ny Qew BIU. 
by members of the Legislature and it could be Just aD idle gesture to bring it 
up at 8 later date. 

HR. BAKER •• id if the Board vilhel, he viII re-iDtroduce the relolutioD. 

HR. NOLAN laid it would have to be introduced under SYSPENSION or THE RULES. 

MR. BAKER MOVED for auapensioD of the rule. in order to conlider ae.olutioD No. 
418 which he had previoully read . 

HR. SCHWARTZ leconded the motion. CARRIED to IUlpend the rulel. 

THE PRESIDENT Info~d the memberl that dilcualion aD Relolution No. 418 1a GOV 
before the Bo~rd . 

HR. CONNO~~ Ipoke in favor of the reaolution . He .aid vhen he brought thil up at 
last month'a meeting he thought and atill doea, that the cost of the Circuit 
Court va. supposed to be shared equally by the surrounding communities vho ule 
its services. He said he believe. that the City of Stamford should not bear the 
burden of the COlt of maintaining this Court for the use of other cltlel and 
town. vho do not .hare in the upkeep. He said he thinka it .hould be .hared 
equally, by all of the communities who are served by thi. Court. He laid to 
"forget the leaae" at thia time and CODcentrate on getting thia matter before the· 
Legial.ture. 

MR. SHERMAN said he believe. that Mr. ConDorts que.tion is deserving of an anawer. 
He said upon investigating the problem, was found that each of these .o-called 
member communities have Circuit Court facilitie. to a varyios degree and are 
cherefore, contributins their ahare. He aaid there is a facility in Norwalk, in 
Creenwich. Be said it vas hil underatsndiDg that when this building vs. first 
constructed, it vs. 10 deSigned that at leaat one additional story could be added -
that it had been designed atrictly for Court Houae use and be doubts that it 
would have any other practical function . 

He .aid it wa. al.o his underatanding thet slthough the po •• ibility of future 
additions were contemplated, the Circuit Court has refu.ed to allow the uae of 
their facilities for anything other thad court purposes, even for the uae of the 
Board of Repreaentativea for their meetinss, and other auch purpoaea. He .aid 
he would therefore urse the pas.ase of thia resolution. Be asid obvioualy the ter.. 
of tbe l ••• e do not repre.ant what tbe SOlD8 aarket price demanda. 

He aaid, d.spite tbe peadiaa legi.latio~ for reimburaeaeDt to the City for 

----:,..-- . -•. ,.....-------- - --
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cUltodlal care, that the avenue he at lealt open for al8ott_tion for the facility 
by the State. 

HR. SCHWARTZ alia .poke in favor af the resolution. 

MR. 8AKER. la1d perhaps Mr. Scarelia v •• ableat at the lalt Board .eeting "hea 
thi. va. d18cu •• ed at aome 1ensth. He lald it VI. pointed out at that time that 
the cl~ receive. a much lover return than the prevail ins market, and it val for 
thl. rea.OD thAt it vaa decided to lee what could he dODe in the w,y of trying to 
get the State to buy the property. Be •• 1d in view of Mr . Scareli.'. obvioul 
lack of lnfo~tlon, he .oat have been abaent at the time it vaa dlacu ••• d. 

MR. SCARELLA 8ald he doe8 Dot want Hr . Baker to draw any erraDeOUI conclullon8 
about hi. understanding or hi. abaence - that he waa prelent at the meeting and 
heard every word. 

MR. SHAPERO explained the relolution nov before the body for a vote. Be .aid it 
dOPI Dot provide for .ale of the Circuit Court House; that it does DOt offer tho 
property for sale, nor doel it authorize the I.le - the telolution merely aaka 
our representatives in the State Legillature to introduce a bill which will per­
mit the State to buy the property . That it will juat give to our Representativel 
in Hartford an opportunity to give to the State the power to buy the building -
it doe. not aell the building to them. 

HR. RYBNICK said thi. aeem. very coufu'inS. He aaked the President to explain 
vhat difference there i. between aakins the State to purchaae the building and 
then turning around and •• ying we not offering this building for .ale. 

He laid this all lounded like double talk to him • that 1n oDe breath we are •• k­
ing the State to aak the Legialature to pa., a Bill to take over thil property. 
vhen ve're not going to be ready to lell. 

THE PRESIDENT aald perhapa he didnlt put it .ltDply enoush. He aald "What I .aid 
waa, we are not off~rlng the building for .ale, and I viII atand by my atatement. 
Thi. reaolutlon ia to authorize or to requeat that our Repteaentatlvee in Hart­
ford aeek legialation to give the State the power to buy - and that la not the 
aame aa offering it for a.le. Any offer which may subsequently be made by the 
State has to be reviewed by the appropriate bodiea and then be acted upon. II 

HR. RYBNICK said he atill ceanot aee why we should .ak the State to paaa • Bill. 
and then when they have done ao and have the power to buy the Court Houae, then 
have them come before thh Board and have it aay I~O, ve don't want to sel1." 
He said he does Qot think ~hil is the proper vay to go about this. 

MR. CUSHINC aaked if It would be in order for him to offer an amen~nt to thil 
reaolutlon by a.ylng that the City la not obligated to aell thia property. 

THE PR!SIDENT said he believes the amendment is auperfluous. 

After con.iderable further debete on the resolutioD, a rising VOTE v •• taken and 
the re,olution was CARRIED. (No couat vaa made of the vote aa it obviously 
carried) 

(3) Public Marine Pacilitie. for 1963 (Submitted in letter of 12/31/63 from Supt . 
of Parka, Edward Connell, in accordance vith the Rules and RegulatloDa Sovem­
ing parke, under provisionl of Ordinance No. 64) (See Minutea 4/1/63, page 3628) 
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HR. BAKER .aid the above matter w •• referred to ht, committee for • l~ted pur­
po.e only • that the que.tion concerned the authority of the Park Commi •• lon to 
let the feel. He .aid an opinion va. lolicited from the CorporatioD CauDI.l', 
office, which follow.: 

Michael S. Sherman. Elq. 
Legislative and Rule. Committee 
Board of Repreaentatlv •• 
City Hall 
Stamford, Coauectlcut 

Dear Hr. Sherman: 

Hay 3, 1963 

In reaponse to your letter of April 18, 1963, requesting an opinion 
with reepect to the authority of the Park Comml •• 1on in the aettiDS 
of fee a for maria ••• 1 call your attention to Section 595 of the 
Charter, which providea that the Park Comml •• 1on t. authorized to 
maintain all parka and recreation are •• and to dete~lDe .11 park 
policies for the City of Stamford, except aa may otherwlae be deter­
mined by the Board of Repreaentatlvea. 

It would seem to me that the aetting of feea for marIna activitiea 
would be a park policy which ia ao~lly dete~ined by the .dminic ~ 
trative agency charged with tht. reaponaibility, namely, the Park 
Commie.ion. However, in view of the fact that the Charter alia 
givea the Board of Representativea the power to determine theae 
policies. it se~ to me that the policy makiDg function is thua 
divided between the ~o Boarda . As the Charter reads, it would be 
my opinion that the Park Commla.ion ha. tbe power and authority to 
let fee a for city .. riaa facilittea and to execute th.ae policiel 
and therefore to collect such feel . Since your Board allo haa power 
to set policies, I presume it has the right to approve the fees aet 
by the Park Commlaalon and that it also haa the right to aet feea 
which are bigher or lower than thoae aet by that Commisaion. 

In view of the divided reaponatbillty set forth in the Charter, it 
would aecm to De tbat the proper procedure would be to allow the Park 
Commia.ion to take the reaponatbillty for the eatabliahment of fees 
for the facilitiea uaed in the parks. includiog public mar i naa, tennla 
and other facilitiea offered. Thi. ia in lioe with cuatomary practice 
vith other Commiaaiona which aet their ratea . For example, the Hubbard 
Height. Commieaioo est_bltahea Ita ratel for the uee of the golf facili­
tiea without .any further actioD by aoy other Board. The Board of . 
Education leta many fees for the use of lta facilities, a. does the 
Health Department, the Board of RecreatioD aad other municipal depart­
meata. However, 1n view of the Charter provilion prevloualy mentioned, 
8ince your Board ha. the power and authority io conoection with the 
dete~iDatioD of park polici.l, it can take action on the determination 
of feea for the uae of this aervice if it so deairea. 

I have been iofor.ed that the marloa feel we~e a~baitted to the Board of 
Kepr.a.ntatlv •• ln December 1962, . io accordaoce with the procedur •• 
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foU"".d io prior yean, It would ..... to 1M that thlre .hould be 
10" coordlnation between the two BOArd. with relpect to the dete~aatlon 
of mattera luch .a thie, 10 that they should Qot be allowed to 80 to such 
a late date and thUB to create uncertainty in the minds of the publlc. 
The Park CoamialloQ 1 •• dedleated Board. conatlting of member. who 
have acquired A degree of expertne.a 10 this particular area aad 1 would 
SUBSBlt that great weight be Biven to their recommendatloD •• 

The above takes care of the first three questions railed in your letter 
of April 18, 1963, As to the laat question. it would se ... that the City 
should reimburse any perIOD for the differeace between the fees let by 
the Park Commllalon and any feel dete~lDed by your Board which misht 
be laver than thol. let by the Park Commie.loD. 

Sincerely youra. 

1KK/·S 
(olgned) ISADORE K, HACKLER, 
CorporatioD Counlel 

A ••••••• ", ••••••• , ••••• 

MR. BAKER •• 1d bie committee va. only concerned with the question of authority, 
and have liven to the Board the opinion al set forth above, of the Corporation 
Coualel'a Office a04 make no recoMmendatioD with regard to the .erita of the 
levying of the feea aince thi. va. DOt entrusted to thea. 

THE PRESIDENT •• 1d the questioD of the levyiDg of fee. vill be reported OD by 
the Parka and Recreation Committee. 

(4) MUNICIPAL ~EES' ASSOCIATION. Letter d.ted 4/22/63 frOD Attorn.y Saul 
Kwartio, .nclosing PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO CLASSIFIED EMPLOYEES' PENSION 
PLAN. under provision. of Section 754 of Charter 

HR. BAKER •• id that in view of the fact that thil matter ia of • complex nature, 
and require. further study by the Committee that it viII not be reported on at 
this time. However. he s.ld they may be able to report DO this at the next 
Board meeting. 

(5) Proposed Ordinance permittins a pedestrian bridse to be built by Pitney Bowes 
to connect ro ert owned b them on both aides of Crosb Street (Requested 

in Mayor'. letter of 4/22 63) 

MR. BAKER presented the follOWing letter from Pltney Bowes, explainin, the reason 
for requelting thtl Ordinance: 

PITNEY.BOWES. INC, 
Walnut and Pacific Streets 

Stamford, Conn. 

Paul D. Shapero, Eaq., Prelident 
Board of Representatives 
Tovn Hall 
Stamford. Connecticut 

AprU 19. 1963 
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!!: Pitney-Bowes, Inc . Re9~est to Construct. Cloeed Pedestrian ~amp 
Acroalll Crosby Street . ! 

~ltney-lowelll, Inc . hereby requesta permlllioD to build I cloled pedeltri&n 
Tamp acroaa Croaby Street, at a minimum height of 14~l/2 feet above etreet 
level, be~een the Pitney-Bovel, Inc . bUildinga located on the Dorth and 
louth aides of Crolby Street. 

~ The Pitney-Bowes building located on the north side of Croaby Street ha. 
b •• n OVlled by the Company for many years . The Pltney ... Bowel buUding loca­
ted on the aouth Itde of Crosby Street val acquired from The Hartford 
Electric Light Company on October IS, 1962 . Pitney-Boves ~I III the 
property abutting the Dorth atde of Crolby Street and the better portion 
of the property abuttlnB the louth lide of Crolby Street. 

The Pitney-Bovel property abutting the louth side of Crolby Street runl 
from the lnterlection at the corner of Crolby and P',If1c Street, velt­
vard along Croaby Street up to a polat JUllt 272.88 feet from the inter­
aaction of Cralby Street .nd South Street . The Hartford Electric Light 
Company own! the other portion of the property ab~ttin3 the aouth lide 
of Orolby Street. The proposed ~deatrlan ramp would be located approxl. 
mately midway In the property owned by Pitney-Bowel along the louth aid. 
of Croaby Street, and aome 355 feet from the Hartford Electric L1aht 
Coapany property Itne on the louth side of Craaby Street . 

The controlling precedent .uthortztng the City of Stamford to is.ue aD 
ordinance allowiog the erection by Pitney-Bovee, lac. of a pede.trian 
ramp over and acroa. Crolby Street is_~~~~~~~~e::~I~~~~~ 
~. decided by the Supreme Court f 
We believe that the propoled pede.trlan ramp over Croaby Street vill 
... t the criteria eltabltahed 1n Yale Univeraity: 

1. The granting of permlallon by ord1nance to Pitney-Bowel, 
Inc . to build a pede.trl.n ramp vill not unreaaonably 
interfere vlth a public e~.ement over Crolb, Street . 

2. the conatruction of the ped~.trlln ramp cannot materially 
injure ownera of land upon either lide of the highway, eince 
Pitney-Bovel , aa aforedel,ribed, 18 the owner of all propert1ea 
north of Crolby Str~et be~een PacifiC and South Streetl, and 
over one-half of the propertip.8 running along the louth lide 
of Crosby Street between PaCific and South Streetl. 

3. The propoaed pedeatrlaD ramp wt11 thua relt upon foundationa 
'4 let, outaide Crolby Str"n~t and upon land or property of Pitney­

Bovea, Inc . , and no part of the structure vill touch Crolby 
Street . 

4. The pedeltrlaa ramp vill be erected _t I min~ height of 14-1/2 
feet above Croaby Street 10 I. tn no way to interfere with travel 
or traffic upon Croaby Street l

, aurface . 

s. The pedeltrian ramp viLl DOt interfere vith the liaht. aiT or view 
of any ova.r of the 1an4 OQ either lide of Crolby Street. We 
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unde~.tand the Hartford Electric Light Company. only oth~r OWDer 
abutting the south aide of Crosby Street haa no objection to the 
construction of the pedestrian ramp. 

6. The pede.triaD. ramp will DOt interfere with any leglt1rute UI. · O& 
Crosby Street. 

7. The pedestrian ramp vill help bind together In comaon UI. tvo of 
the building_ of Pltaey.Bowea, vill thereby increaae the efftctency 
of Pitney-Bawel, which of course, II of lubltantial public interest 
and benefit to the cltl£ena of Stamford and lurroundlD8 communi tiel. 

8. The pedestrian ramp viII protect the •• tety and well-be iDS of em­
ployeea and vi.ltora to Pitney-Bovee. particuLarLy ineafar. AI it 
will obviAte the nece •• ity for luch employee. and v1l1torl to 
hazard croasinsa of Crosby Street at street level. It will thus 
a1ao .erve to ha.ten the uninterrupted flow of traffic alaos 
Crosby Street . 

In summary, ve believe DO abutting owner or o~her land DVDer eaD 
claim compenaation for violated risht. of property. No ani of the 
public will suffer in his risht. to publiC e.sement over Crosby 
Street. The City of Stamford will DOt be injured by it, and the 
entire community will be benef~ted aubstantially, a. noted above. 

For the reasoOI cited, Pitney-Bowel. Inc. lubmit. that the City af Stamford 
Ihould approve and i,.ue an ~rdinance allowing the erection by Pitney-Bovea. 
Inc. of a pedestrian ramp extending aver and acroa. Crosby Street . We 
believe that ao ordinance allowiog the conatruction of the pedeatriaa ramp 
will be in the belt intereatl of the Ctty of Stamford. aa veIL aa beiol of 
lubstaatial benefit to the operations of Pitney-Bowes, Inc •• particularly 
with r •• pect to the I.fety and convenience of its employee •• 

The Board of Representativel early and favorable action upon Pitney-Bovel, 
Iac.'1 requelt, and the iaeuence of an appropriate ordinance, will be 
sreatly appreciated . Should you have any questiona concern ins Pitney­
Bowea. Inc,'a request, we should be pleaaed to anawer theae que. tiona at 
the Board'a, or aDY of ita committeea', cODvenience. 

Reapectfully aubmitted, 

(.lg •• d) DANIEL A. AUSTIN, JR. 
DAA/fa Aasiatant Counael 

MR. BAKeR •• id there were two representativea from Pltney-Bowea at the ' cammittee 
-.etlng when they conaidered this requeet and it wa. the unanimoua op1n10n of the 
committee that thelr requeat be granted _ that no one could poaaibly be adversely 
affected by allowing the construction of thi. bridge . He .aid the Corporation 
Counsel', office drew up the proper ordinance and that office hal advi.ed that 
there i. DO conflict with any State atatute and ln hi_ opinion, thi_ Board 1. 
empowered under the proviaions of the Charter to p.aa the requested ordinance. 
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MR. BAKER Bald there arc several realona why the pa',lse of thi. ordl~.Dce require. 
ha.te, foremolt of which la thac PItney-Bovee la nov 1n the process of additional 
construction and the key to chat additional conatruction 18 the erection of chi. . 
bridge and the insurance that construction of it will be approved. He .aid the 
construction plan. would have to be interrupted in the event of the uncertainty of 
approval of chi. ordinaDce . 

MR. BAKER MOVED for auapenalon of the rules in order that the ordinance be brouabt 
up for final actIon tonight, rather than waiting for publication. 

THE PRESIDENT instructed Hr . Baker that A motion for walver of pre-publicatioD 
would be in order at chil time. 

MR. BAKER IUBse_ted that .uap~n.ion of the rulea would be nece.Bary in order to 
bring the matter of waiver of publication before the Board, and that he had 
been 80 informed of thil fact by the Mljority Leader . 

THE PRESIDENT laid t~il WI. not neceBBary. 

HR. BAKER .aid hi •• ource of information mUBt have f.iled h~ . 

HR. BAKER HOVED to waive pre-publl~.tion of the Ordinance. Seconded. 

MR. KELLY aaked Mr. Baker a queltloD through the Chair. He a.ked if they have don. 
anything to take the "high Une" which runa along Cro.by Street out of the vay 
of thh brIdle . 

HR. BA1tER .aid he wa. not aVllre of the fact that there wa. any " high Une" which 
might conatitute an oblta,l~, but he waa Bure that Pitney-Bowes would make what­
ever arrangement. would be nece •• lry to take care of thia. 

MR. MULREED laid it 1a hia und~rltanding that Pitney-Bovel haa contacted the Power 
Company and that the l1ne will be moved over it at the expenBe of Pitney-Bowel. 

MR. KELLY .aid it walnlt mentioned in Hr . Baker', report and that il the realon 
why he alked about it . 

HR. CONNORS .ald h~ la not going to 0ppole thla . but notea that the telephone coa­
paay haa to maintain a heJght of 18 feet with t~etr wirel. He laid it ia hi. 
under,tanding that the State l.v requires a hetght of 18 feet over a road. 

MR. MULREED .aid hI!! thinks the SUte law TequiTes a minimum helght of 14 feet. Re 
laid actually the bridge wtl1 be hisheT than that. 

VOTE taken on Hr. Baker's motion for 4 w.l~er of pre.publication of the Ordinance. 
CARRIED, with Hr , Scarella and Mr. Mulreed abatalning from voting fo r the resaOD 
that they are employed by Pltney.!owe • • Mr. Keye~. vi.hed to be recorded 8. voting 
in 0ppolition to the motion. 

MR. BAKER thereupon read the ordin,aee and MOVED it. adoption . Seconded . 

MR. MEYERS said he knows that the City of Stamford 1, .elf inaured for hlShway aad 
sidewalk, injuries and WI8 wonderJng whether or not the company (Pltaey.Bove.) 
would agree to indemnify the City of Stamford again,t future euit in the event of 
injury cauled by any falling obj ectl. ~te. to perlonl uling the public h1Shvay . 

MR. IlKE& peeled around ~ large .. p whleb .howed the propo.ed bridae. He pointed 
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out that this rill be an eDelo.ed pal.ageway aDd there" 1B alight danger of anythiDS 
f.11108 dlMl from it. 

MR. HEr!RS said he ia not only thinking in tet'IIUI of someone dropping a .ada hottle 
off the ramp, but rather in terma of over a period of year., deterioration of the 
CODltructioD which might allow for the cracking of mortar or shingles to fly off 
a roof and things of that aort which could, at aome future t~e caule the City to 
become Uable. 

HR. ~ .aid they have the .aeurance of the Corporation Counael that the City 
will be adequately protected. 

After considerable further debate. a VOTE v •• taken on Mr. aaker l
• motion to 

approve the following Ordinance. CARRIED, with Mr. Scarella. Mr. Mulreed and Hr. 
Meyere abetaining from voting for reasons previoualy cited: 

ORDINANCE NO, 107 SUPI'LI!HEN'I:AL 

BE IT ORDAINED BY TIlE CITY OF STAllPORD THAT: 

Purauant to the powera contained in Section 40 (25) and Section 40 (32) 
of the Charter of the City of Stamford, the cODatruction of an overhead 
pedeatrian ramp over and across Crosby Street, a publiC highway, located 
in the City of Stamford. connecting buildings preaently owned by Pitney­
Bowes, Inc. on opposite sidea of said highway. at the location shawn 

in the sketch appended hereto. is hereby approved, subject. however, to 
the following conditions! 

1. The provision of a minimum clearance above said highway and 
the sidewalks connected therewith of fourteen and one-half 
(14-1/2) feet. 

2. Approved by the Building Inspector of the City of Stamford of 
the construction details of said overhead pedestrian ramp, 
and the issuance of a building permit therefor. 

3. The delivery to the City of Stamford of an agreement by Pitney. 
Bowes, Inc •• which agreement shsl1 run with the above-designated 
res1 property owned by Pitney-Bowes, Inc. (to be fully described 
in said agreement) and shall bind Pitney-Bowes. Inc., ita .uccea8ora 
and assigns, to remove at the expense of Pitney-Bowes. Inc., 
its successors and assigns, said overhead pedestrian ramp at auch 
t~ as it is dete~ined by the Board of Representatives of the 
City of Stamford that the public convenience and necessity require 
said removal . This agreement shall be recorded in the Stamford I 
Land Records Office. _ ~ 

Th1a Ordinance -shall take effect from the date of its enactment. 
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MR. BAKER .aid the committee recommends that chi. requltt be Ir~Dted Ind MOVED for 
approval, lubJect to the I.curing of the nece.lary permit. from Pollce, Fire and 
other Clty department.. Seconded by Mr . Kelly and CARRIED un.nimou.ly . 

(7) Coocemln ro er order of electlon of Offlcer. member. of the Board of 
Re reaent_tlvte and other Cl officiala who have reJl ned Sea Kinut •• of 

4 1 63, pase 3631 

MR. BAKER laid becaute of the _b,anca of Hr. Sherman and Hr. Meyerl, the Committe. 
decided to hold thi. matter in Committee. However, he .aid it 1. expected that. 
report vill be livln at the Dext Board meeting. He .aid he alia viahel to Dote 
at this time that Mr. Scbwarta di'lected •• 1 he viahed to have this .. ttlr reported 
out of committe. this avenlol. 

PUBLIC WORKS CCHMITTEE: 

MP .• BLOIS. Chairman. presented hi. report at this cLae. He .aid a meeting va. held 
Wednesday evenias. May 1st. with the following members present: Mr. LODgO. Mr. 
Elpolito. Mr. Morria. Mr. Arruzza, Hr. Dombroski and Mr . Bloil. He said Mr. Mead 
wal not able to attend the meetiDS becauae be vaa atteadins a meetins of the Pilcal 
Committee called for the aame night. 

(1) Concerolns b.d road condltlon. on WEBB AVENUE, a. lubaltted ln letter of 4/12/63 
frca Paul Xuczo, Jr. (10th D11trict Repre,eatative) 

MR. BLOIS read the above letter at this time, which cited the deteriorated COD­
dition of Webb Avenue ia great detail . 

HR. SHERMAN rOle on a poiat of iaformation. He a.ked, through the Chair. if thi. 
portioD of Webb Avenue i. an accepted city atreet. 

THE PRESIDENT .aked Mr. Sher.an to defer thil queltioD until Hr. Bloil hal finiahed 
vith bh report. 

HR. BLOIS DOW preaented the foll~'iDI petitioa. lilaed by 26 relidentl of Webb 
Avenue, 

" 

. , , 

We, the uaderligned residents of Webb Avenue and Houaton Terrace, 
hereby preaent this petition to the proper authorities of the City 
of Stamford. to take immediate action by correctinl the deplorable 
drainage aud road lurface of Webb Avenue. We feel thi. ia necelaary 
for the following reaaona: 

1. A aerioua drainage problem preaeatly exiltl, caulinl property 
devaluation and d ... ge • 

2. Webb Avenue Deeds to be widened and relurfaced to pr.lent 
further eroaion of both road and property. 

3. Treea, veede and bUlh.a Ihould be cut back to el~a.te a fire 
basard and prevent people froa dilcardiaa tralh alona the roadaidl. 

, 
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4. The debr!. carried by the vater and trash thrown by 
"litter buge" caullea a health menace to the area realdenta 

MR. BLOIS gave hll coaaittee report OD the above its. Be .aid at tbb poiut in . 
hi. committee meet1os. he excused h1meelf from participating in the meeting. due 
to what might be misconstrued .a a conflict of interest and Mr. Morris vas there. 
upon appointed Temporary Chairman and continued the hearing on the subject before 
the committee. 

Be reported that after lome discua.loD by the committee it vas decided that DotbinS 
further could be gained by continued discussioD and that on alte Inspection of the 
area in question should be made and a report made to the Board of ita findings, 

Mr. BIola said Hr. Arruzza and Hr. Horrta volunteered to make the !Dapection. 

HR. HORRIS reported on their findings at thia point. He aaid he and Hr. Arruzza 
made the on site inapection and reported that ~hey found thia street in good COQ­
dition from Seaside Avenue until after the road turned at a sharp right angle. 
Then, the road narrowed down to very hazardoua condition . Also, only a small 
width of the road vaa paved, with no curbing ot atorm draina that they were able 
to discover. 

Mr. Harris reported that upon talking to the Public Works Coamiesiouer he found 
that this road haa never been accepted by the City. 

He said the Public Works Committee feels very strongly that something should be 
done to remedy this condition. 

HR. CONNORS said that Webb Avenue happens to be one of the oldeat streets in the 
City of Stamford and was supposed to have been accepted several yeara ago •••••••• 
and that there are many atreets in the City of Stamford which have never been 
acc~pted - not even Strawberry Hill. He said severs 1 yeara 8g0 this Board accepted 
many of these streets in the City of Stamford which had never been accepted as City 
streets at that time. He pointed out that he was not referring to new streets, but 
very old streets. He said if Webb Avenue was not accepted at that timo, then it ia 
the fault of the Board of Representatives, because Home Court was not an accepted 
street either, and it also 1s one of the oldest streets in the City of Stamford. 

He said this Board went on record. and Hr. Russell (Chairman, Planning & Zoning 
Committee) can verify thie, this Board "picked up" all of the old streets in the 
City of Stamford several years ago and accepted them as City atreets and Webb 
Avenue was one of these streets that was supposed to have been accepted at that 
time, in its entirety - from Mathews Street over to Seaaide Avenue. He said if at 
that time they only accepted part of it, th~n it is the fault of this Board, not 
the fault of the taxpayers and residents of the street - that they are paying the 
City taxes and are entitled to all of the services than any other taxpayer receives. 
He said this street is in deplorable condition. He urged that something be done to 
help these residents. 

HR. RUSSELL said if his memory aervea him right, the matter of the acceptance of 
this street goea back some five years or 8~. perhaps more. He said at the time 
these old roada were accepted, they were very careful not to accept roads which 
were in what they called at the time "minimum acceptable condition" and for this 
reason there were something like close to 100 roads which they did not accept at 
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that time· mainly beeaule they vere either .mall alley., or in.ufflc1eot width, 
or deplorable condition and did Dot meet the .1D~ road apeclflcatlonl of the 
City, 80 they could only accept tho.e road, which came up to mloU=wa road apeclfl­
cation.. Ue laid it vaa for thla rel.OD - and he named leveral roads in this 
category - that over the paat lev year. certain road, which did Qot meet the 
minimum apacificatioe. of the city, had been brought up by •• hared expen8e, divided 
between the property owner., under the provision' of Chapter 64 of the Charter. 

HR. CONNORS •• ked wby. 1f thla va. not a City accepted Itreat, why did the City 
put in .to~ drains in 1956 at the rear of Houston Terrace? Be laid 8ayone can go 
over and aee for themaelvea - that there i •• drain there which va. put in by the 
City of St&.aLford and maintained by the City Iud alia they put in curbing when they 
built new houae. on HOUlton Terrace to prevent the vater from running down on thai. 
properti.l. He laid the drain il approximately behind 100 BOUlton Tlrrace and i. 
there for everyone to lee. 

THE PRESIDENT .sked 1f there were any further apelker. aD thia .ubject. and if not. 
certainly this Board has been made aware of the condltions that exilt aD Webb 
Avenue. He suggeated that parhapa the Committee can look into the matter and report 
on it again aa to whether this il or i. not a City Itreet - othetvile there la no 
action that the Boatd can take at thi. time. 

HR. SCARELLA HOVED that the Planning and Zoning Committee of the Board of Repre­
aentatlves report at the next Board meeting •• to whether or not thia il a City 
accepted .treet. 

THE PRESIDENT .aid if Hr. XUCKO would lend a letter a.king that thi. be done, it 
could then be referred to the proper commlttee by the Steering Coaaittee at their 
next meetina. 

(2) (See Hlnut •• 2/4/63, 
Hlauto. 4/1/63, pag. 

MR. BLOIS laid thl. ~tter va. lent to the Corporation Counlel. alkins for an 
opinion on the legality of the ule of .alt 00. city atreet. on Hay 3rd, 1963. 

Be laid this matter hal been a controveraial OQe in this Board for the palt three 
=onthl and a.ked the President if a letter hal been received from the Corporation 
Counlel and he had been told that a letter would be sent very .hortly. 

HR. BLOIS read hil co.aittee raport on the above utter. 

Il!ALTH & PROl'ECTION Cct!HITTEE, 

KB.. TRUGLIA. Chainun. prelented hie report at thil time. 

(1) Glenbrook BUBlne •• AllociatioD - Complaint dated 4/1/63, regueltiDK more police 
protection becau8e of vandalilm (See Hinute. 
of 4/1/63, page 3628) 

lm. TllDGLIA. Chairma:o.. reported .a fo11"".: 

.. 

A joint me.tina between Chief l.1n.e11., Kr. Horril. Hr. TrugUa 
&ltd ~ e . Caterhone, Prealdenc of the Glenbrook Bulines. Allociation 

'.-~ 

, 

;;0:­, 



i 

--
I 

3650 Minute. of Hoy 6, 1963 

val held on April 26. Mr . Caterhone voiced hil A •• oclatlou'3 
grievances with Mr. Etasella. and after lome' lengthy dis. 
cussion, Chief ~lnaella agreed to do whatever he could with 
the manpower OD hand, . 

(2) Staaford'. BiR Five Volunteer Fire Com~nle. - Letter of 4/1916~ fro. Secretary; 
regarding statement made by a member of the Stamford Pire Department. 

The above matter vall DEFERRED. 

(3) Sanitarians in Health Department - Letter of 4/22/63 from Hr. Kuczo, 10th 
Dlatrict Representative (See M10utea of 
1,/1/63, pase 3631) 

The above matter vaa DEFERRED, 

~AIUtS & RECREATION COMMITTEE: 

In the abaance of Mr . Shanea. Chairman of this Committee •• report va. Biven by 
Mrs. Lilliend'hl. 

Concerning Cbange of Name of Woodside Park to ,.he "JOHN At SCALZI. JR. PAlUC.'! 
(See Minute. of 4/1/63, p,se 3630) 

MRS, LILLIENDAHL laid the Committee Bought nD opinion from the CorporAtion Counael 
and the Superintendent of Parka regarding the procedure to be followed in the re­
naming of an establhhed park. H.owever, since precedent has been eatabliehed for 
this in the past. the Committee unan1moully approved the request of the Old Timers 
ASloci.tion. It was atrongly felt by the Committee thst the present method of re­
naming established parks is awkward and the method doee not aerve the beat intereata 
of the community. As an example - any letter submitted to the Board of ·Representa­
tivea that. majority of members vote on favorably. constitutes the changing of 
name of an existing park. The Committee auggestl that future requests be submitted 
either in the form of a resolution or the present procedures be re. evaluated by 
this Board. . 

MRS. LILLI~~DAHL HOVED for approval of the above 
Woodside Park to the "JOHN A. SCALZI. JR. PARK". 
Hr. Schwartz and many other members. 

request to change the name of 
Seconded by Hr. Hearing and 

HR. KELLY said, as a member of the Old Tlmers Aasociation. he wished the privilege 
of aeconding the motion. He spoke in favor of the motion to change the name of 
this park and said it wal a fitting tribute to a man who has devoted ao many houra 
of his time for the benefit of the youth of Stamford. He urged the members to 
vote in favor of the motion. 

VOTE taken on the motion aa presented by Hrs . LilliendahL and CARRIED unanimoualy. 

URlIA/I REDEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE: 

I 

U 

MR. OPPENHED1.ER. Chairman, gave hia committee report at thie time. He aaid the j I 
Committee met 00 Tueaday, April 16, 1963 and present were: Helsrs. William Hesring. ~ 
Anthony EspoSito, George Connors, Carmine Longo and Dav1d Oppenheimer. Other 
members of the Board of Representatives were also present. being Heasrs. Richmond 
Head, Cheater WalaJtYl, Mrs. Hilda Clarke and Hra. Prancea· Lilliendahl. Alao 
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present vete Hrl. Dwight Marlhall, Me •• tl. Laui. Greenbaua, Jame. Ca~.Y, Jame. 
Turrentine and A •• latant Dlr~ctar John Toth of the UTban "development Commie.lou. 
Ha ,aid Hr . Bertt .. Weinert, Director of Ca.aanlt:y Couacll "a. au.at lpeaker. , 
He laid the next meeting of the Committee viLI be held TUB.day, Kay 14th at 8 P.H. 
at 308 Atlantic Street and the lubject to be dileu •• ed yill be uTrafflc 1n and 
Around the Quadrant". 

PETITIONS: 

MR, SCHWARtz MOVED for lu.pen.ioD of the rule. to con.ider the following matter. 
Seconded by IIrl. Lilli.ndahl and CARRIED: 

PETITION NO. 295 - Memorial Day Parade - Requested by Hr . Horsan P. Amel, 
Ch.l~a of Patriotic aad SpeCial Evant. Comml~.loD tn 
letter dated May 6, 1963 

HR. SCHWARTZ MOVED for approval of the above requelt, lubject to the approval of 
the Fire and Police Departmenta and provided that all necel.ary permita and in~ • 
auranee coverage be obtained. Seconded by Mra. Lilliendahl and CARRIED. 

C!l!HUNICA TIONS FRill 0'l'IIER IIOI.IUlS AND INDIVIDUALS: 

HR. BLOIS read a letter from the Glenbrook Civic A.aociation at thi. time. aakina 
that aomathing be dODe about the bad conditiona of the road. in Glenb~ook. 

THE PRESIDENT .. id the letter would be referred to the Steering Coamittee . 

HR. KORRIS epoke about the deplorable conditiona of these roada. 

HR. SCHWARTZ spoke about the poeaible liability of the City on theae roade. He 
aaid there ahould be ligna po.ted •• ying that theee road. are clae.d . He .eked 
that thi. matter be referred to the Steerina Com.lttee. 

HR. NOLAN objected, .aylng that no motlon ia before the Board. 

HR. SCHWARTZ requa.ted that the Steering Cotaittee be requested to look into the 
legal •• pect. of the aituatlon •• to the liability of the Clty in the event of 
luit for damages to earl in traveliDB thele roada vhen there are no .iana poated 
officially clo.ina the road. to abaolve the city from UablU.ty. 

HR. PHILPOT aleo .poke about the "deplorable road condition." particularly aD Hope 
Street and aaked that eomethiDg be done .bout it. 

OLD BUSINESS: 

Conc.ruiD Public Marina Pacl11tlea for 1963 and fee. for lame (See ite. 
3 under Legi.latlve 6 Rule. Committee 

In answer to a queltioD from one of the mesber., the PRESIDENT aaid he did not 
believe thie va. referred to the Park. and Recreatlon Committee, •• he note. froa 
the Steeriug Committee report that thia va. referred to the Leaislative and lul •• 
Co..a1ttee lito eODeider the legal aide of the que,tion" and be alao noted that 
Dothins va. meDtiooed on thi. matter when Mra. Ll11iendahl preaented the report ,of 
the Parka and Recreation Committe., to vhom thia oriaioally had been referred. 
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~ PRESIDENT .aid be would therefore •• Iume thb matter would ltay 1u Coaaittee • , ) 
uatil the next Board mee,tins. 1 

HR. SHERMAN said he believe. it v •• implicit in the opinion frOB the Corporation 
Counsel that time til running out on this lort of activity and would therefore 
HOVE that tMs matter be taken out of cOIIIIllttee. Seconded by Hr. Meyera. . t 

A VOICE VOTE vaa taken, but the Chair being in doubt, the President called for a 
standing vote. 

MR. SCARELLA aeked a question at thb time. Be aeked 1f the fee. would be remitted 
to thoae who have already paId. in the event they have over-paid, He sald he does 
Dot lee any reason for haste in the matter. 

THE PRESIDENT requested the member. to stand Agaln. Several sat down during the 
count. 

HR. SHERMAN laid he had made hte motion only because it haa been hil under. tanding 
that several of the members wished to bring it on the floor. He withdrew his motion. 

HR. SCHWARTZ auked the President what the vote was ~n Hr. Sherman's motion to hriaa 
the above matter out of Committee. 

THE PRESIDENT said a vote vas not taken. 

HR. SCHWARTZ ssid he saw people stand1ug while their votes vere being couated. 

THE PRESIDENT informed Hr. Schwartz that •• the presiding officer, he would say no 
vote was counted. 

HR. SCHWARTZ objected. 

THE PRESIDENT ruled that due to the ".inking and rieing" of the members, it had 
been impossible to take the vote, and just as he had been about to take the vote 
again, Mr. Sherman, the propounder of the motion, withdrew it which ends the matter. 

Concerning use of salt on streets in anoy and ice removal 

HR. KUCZO said he would like to request once ~re that an opinion from the Corpora_ 
tion Counsel be forthcoming on the above matter. He said almost four months have 
gone by since this waB first brought before this Board. He said he would ask the 
President to request the Corporation Counsel to pleaae .end ua this information. 

Code of General Ordinances and Charter: 

HR. SCHWARTZ said he would like to ask a question at this time of the President al 
to the availability of the new Code of General Ordinances. 

THE PRESIDENT replied that theae books are avail.ble to all member. in the office 
of the Town and City Clerk. 

HR. SCHWARTZ asked about what happens 
chased their copie8 at a cost of $16. 
these charges. 

to those members of the Board who have pur­
He asked if they would be reimhur.ed for 
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THE PRESIDENT replied that this would have to be taken up with the T~Jn Clerk'. 
office. 

HR. SCHWARTZ •• ked If all member. of the Board of Repr.aentatlves are entitled to 
• free copy. The President replied that this 1. the ca.e. 

MR. SCHWARTZ A.ked If this applied to other city agenclel. The Prelldeat laid a 
liat val available In the Town Clerk'. office aod that he could DOt aa.wer thi. DOV. 

II!I/ BUSINESS: 

ae: North-South Hishway 

KR SCARELLA Bald 8 study vas made of the above proposed highway in Stamford and the 
reeult. of that study aQoounced . He .ald many people vere upset when the route 
v • • dlacloled and made them_elve. heard to many of the Board member. a. veIL •• 
through the newspapers and radio. He .aid If the proposed route 11 adopted many 
home., Bchoole and even the lolf course vill be rendered uselel. . He said the 
people of Stamford want In opportunity to present their views before any Itep. a~e 
taken to 80 ahead vith thil propoaed route ~ 

HR. SCARELLA continued .peskinl in opposition to anything being done on the propo.ed 
highway. He laid. Bill 11 DOW before the Legislature for adoption on this matter 
and urged that Home Rul. be applied to thil, rather than having it decided in 
Hortford. 

HR. SCARELLA MOVED that thil Board by itl Pr.lideot ~diately ootify the State 
Senat e and the «a.dl lad Highvay Committee that rhl. Board on behalf of tha peopll 
of Stamford 0ppola the Bill pre •• oted by Senator Hickey vhich vill Illov the Stlta 
Highway Department, or othera than the elected officere of the City of Stamford to 
plan or otherwise take aoy Iteps other than to allocate fundi for the North~South 
Artery 10 Stamford. 

MR. NOLAN rOle on • POINT OF ORDER. He I.id the motion should be made prior to 
.. king speechel and lecondly it il out of order, aot being CD the agenda. 

HR.. SCAREI..IA laid thb il being brought up under "Nev BUline .. ". 

HR. NOLAN laid jUlt becaule it ia under new bUliae •• doe. DOt melo that aoythiaa 
can be brousht np without goiDI throush the usual chanoell . 

HR. SCARELLA laid ho would like to koow vhy oot. 

THE PRESIDENT .aid Mr. Scarella Ihould prelent thi. to the Steeriol Committee, 10 
that orderly action can be taken on It. 

HR. SCARELLA aaid that tiDe .eema to be of the el.ence. 

After coollderable further diICU.sioD, the PRESIDENT instructed Hr. Scarella to 
••• that. copy of hi. recommendation. are presented to the Steering Committee. 
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There belDS DO further buaine •• to come before the Board, upon .otton, duly aeconded 
ODd CARRIED, the .... etina vo. adjourned. ' . 

vf 

APPROVED: 

~~4"-
Paul D. Shapero, President 
Board of Repreaentatives 

J ), e. .. n. ¥n/Ot, RL 
Velma F~rrell 
Adminiatrative A.s1atant 
(Recording Secretary) 

Hotes The proceedings of the above 
. meatina were braadealt over 

Radio Station WSTC. 
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