
l>EETING OF nOVEHBER 9, 1970 .ALL MEMIERS VJERE PRESENT 
llth BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES 

District List #8 _ 
(As of October 27, 1970) 

i969 - ~971 

1 CD) 
1 (R) 
2 (D) 
2 (D) 
3 (D) 
3 (D) 
4 (D) 

-4 (D) 
5 (D) 
5 (D) 
6 CD) 
6 CD) 
7 (D) 
7 (D) 

8 CD) 
8 (D) 
9 (D) 
9 (D) 

10 (li) 
10 (R) 
II (D) 
II '(R) -
12 (R) 
12 CD) 
13 (R) 
13 (R) 
14 (R) 
14 -CR) 
15 eR) 
15 (R) 
16 (H.) 
16 (li) 
17 (R) 

(Term Expiring Nov. 30, 1971) 

NMUji OF REPRESENT &rIVE !J)DRESS 
DONAHUE, Alphonsu,s J., m - 35 Downes Avenue 06902 
EXNICIOS, Robert B. 113 Ralsey Road 06902 

*BOCCUZZI, John J. 72 Noble Street 06902 
*DIXON, Handy 245 Fairfield Avenue 06902 
*DOl-:lBROSIa, -Ed-ward P. 19 Rugby Street; 06902 
*~~, FrederickE. 17 Henry Street 06902 
*KELLY, Stephen E. 85 Dean Street 06902 
*RYBNICK, Gerald J. 907 Cove Road 06902-
*DURSO,Robert M. 93 Virgil Street 06902 
*TRUGLIA, .Anthony D. 176 Fairfield Avenue 06902 
*CDsrELW, Robert H. 93 l{ain Street 06901 
*M!JRPHY, Wi]]; am D. _ 141 Lock-wood Avenue 06902 
*GOROIAN, Arman 4B TremOnt Avenue (G1bk.) 
LiVOlSI, Frank W., Jr. 71 Oakdale Road 06906 

Send mail to 589 Bedford Street (Office) 
*CO:NNORS, George V. 56 Houston Terrace 06902 
RAVALLESE, George 61 Lincoln Avenue 06902 --

*BOCCUZZI, Theodore J. 41 Wright streot 06')02 
*PENSIERO, JosephT., S:r. 38 Catoona Lane 06902-

RODS, John H. 41 Rachel1e Avenue 06905 
*SCDFIELD, Edward K. 111 Bridge Street 06905 
-liBJEllER, Richard A. 1435 Bedford Street 06905 

SBERl,1AN, Edith (Mrs.) 1435 Bedford Street 06905 
*CHIRllfEES, Peter P. 40 Scofield Avenue 06906 
MORABITO, ,Joseph , _ 33 Hillandale· Avenue -06906 
ELLOOHTH, Stephen li. -279 Thunder Hill Drive 06902-

*HEINZER, Charles J., III 174 Barncro:ft Road 06902 
**BITETTO, Joseph S. 30 Windsor Road 06905 

CLARK, L. Re-ed 4 70 High Ridge Road 06905 
*CAPORIZZO, William. P., 339 Stra-wbeI'!"y'Hill Avenue 
*HORRIS, Thomas A.82 Bellto'WD.'Road -06905 

SHERER, Sidney M. 130 Dannell Drive 06905 
VARNEY, Kim (l'.lI's. Rodney L.) _ Elairie Drive' 06905-
~-RUSSBACH, Daniel R. (Spgdl.) 245' Bouton Street West 06907 

Send mail to --p.O. Drawer 1437 GTeen-wich 06830 (office) 
17 eR) *RUSSELL, George E. (Spgdl.) 18 Sleepy Hollo-w Lane 06907 
18 (li) PUETTE, William. H. (Spgdl.) 72 Nottinghain. Drive -06907 
18 (R) **KETCHAM, Alan H. 163 Cascade Road 06903 
19 (R)' **DeFOREST,JohnL. 1333 Rockrimmon Road 06903 
19 eli) *HORNER, Wa.tson M. 1093 Rockrimmon Road. '06903 

Send mail -to llOO High Ridge Road 06905 
20 (R) NAU, Matthias J. 614 Soofieldtown Road 06903 

OFFICE lmMBER. 
20 (R) *PONT-BRIANT, Lois (Mr-s. RObert) ill North-windDrive 06903 

21 Rep1iblical: 
19 Democrats 

- TELEPHONE 

327-6769 
323-0913 
324-9894 
324--9628 
32.3-2204 
32.3-4925 
324-0269 
32.3-9149 
348-6966 

- 324-0369 
32.3-4615 
348-9576 
348-2130 
327-6379 
325-2279 
324-2221 -
348-2206 -
323-2520 
32.3-4911 
323-5097 
348-2064 
325-3686 
324-4963 

- - 323-0956 
324-1854 
322-4951 
322-4373 
32.3-9751 
322-5170 
323-6188 
32.3-1390 
_322-9675 
- 324-5562 

322";'()622 
662-7676 
3413-0427 
322-3812 --
322-5989 
322-1785 
322-4048 
322...;3463 
322-2005 
348-7378 
322-8785 

;:.- -t'- '*Those 'Who 'Were ~mbers of previous loth Board: - **Member of previous Boards 
PRESIDENT: Charles J. Heinzer, III (li) CLEEK: Lois Pont-Briant (li) 

I MAJORITY IEmER: Thomas A. Morris (li) -
--]':', ,- .ASSrsrANT MAJORITY lEllIlER: Daniel R. Russbach CR)· lill~:r~:F=iiA1ilT: 

. . MINORITY rEADER: .Anthony D. Truglia (D) 429 Atlantic Street (Office) 
.ASSIsrANT 1>ITNORITY lEADER. Frederick E. Miller CD) Phone: 348-5841 Ext. 243 - 244 :; ... t __ .... 4=--_~~:-:-:--::--:-~-:-:--:--_-:-::--:--=-CAU:::-:-CU_:-S::-:-RO-::-OM~TE_IEP-::-HONE_!"'fI""': __ 31'4'4_8-5 .... - ...,8_4~1 ""'-... E_xt ............ 2 ... 0 ... 9""""" _____ ~-
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MEETING OF THE 11th BO~~ OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 

Minutes of November 9, 1970 

A regular monthly meeting of the 11th Board of Representatives of the City 
of Stamford, Connecticut, was held on Monday, November 9,1970, 'in the 
Board's Meeting Rooms, Municipal Office Building, 429 Atlantic Street, 
2nd floor, Stamford, Connecticut. 

The meeting was'calledto order by the President at 8.4S"P.M., after a 
Caucus by the respective parties. 

INVOCATION was given by Rev.' Stanley F. Hemsley, St. John's Episcopal Church. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO FIAG: ThePresi'dent led the Members in the pledge 
of Allegiance to the Flag. 

PAGE': MRS. LINDA PALMER,WoOdridge Drive, South. 

ROLL CALL was taken by the Clerk. There were 39 present and one absent at 
the calling of the Roll. However, Mr. Durso arrived shortly after, chang
ing the roll call to 40 members present. 

'MOMENT OF SILENCE - IN MEMORY OF LAWRENCE HAGGERTY, former Democratic' 
'Registrar of Voters. 

A moment ,of silence was observed at this time in memory o£ the late Lawrence 
Haggerty, former Democratic Registrar of Voters. ' 

CHECK OF VOTING MACHINE: 

THE PRESIDENT called for" a check of the Voting .Machine at this, time. For 
the reason that .several of the lights failed to act, it :was decided to use 
paper ballots. 

ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES - Meeting of October 5, 1970 
Meeting of October 27, 1970 

The Minute,s of the above meetings were acc;epted , there being no corrections. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS: 

_ The reading of the Report of the Steering Committee was waived and entered 
in the Minutes and appears below: ' 

STEERING COMMITTEE REPORT 
Meeting held Monday; October 26, 1970 

A meeting ,of the Steering Committee was held on Monday, 'October 26, 1970at 
8 P.M. in the Caucus Room of the Board Qf Representatives. 

The Meeting was called to order by the President, Charles J. Iteinzer, III, 
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7515 
Minutes of November 9. 1970' 

with the following Members present: Charles Heinzer, Robert Exnicios, 
Alan Ketcham, Thomas MorriS. John Bdccuzzi. Edward Scofield, An'thony Truglia, 
George Russell, Jack Horner, J0seph Bitetto, Stephen Ellsworth and Mrs. Pont
Briant. Also present were: Gerald Rybnick, Handy Dixon and Matthias Nau. 
The absent Members were: Daniel Russbach, Stephen Kelly and Frederick Miller. 

The following .matters were discussed and acted upon:' 

(1) Mayor's appointments: 

AppOintment of Dr •. Neil C. Klein (R) to Commission on Aging, term ending 
Dec. 1, 1971 - not acted upon at the October Meeting - ORDERED ON" AGENDA 
under APPOINTME~~S COMMITTEE. 

Appointment of James DeVito (D) to the Patriotic & Special Events Com
misSion, term ending Dec. 1, 1971 - ORDERED ON AGE~~A under APPOINTMENTS 
COMMITTEE. . 

Appointment of Spencer M. Johnson (D) Architect. to the Building Committee, 
term ending Dec •. i, 1971 - ORDERED ON AGENDA under APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE. 

(2) Agditional Appropriations: 

All additional appropriations previously approved 'by the Board of Finance at 
their meetings held September 20. and 24th and.October8 and .22nd, 1970, were 
ORDERED ON THE AGENDA under FISCAL COMMITTEE. All items in excess of.$2,000 
were also referred to a secondary committee. 

(3) Insurance Coverage for Elected and Appointed' Officials- (Mayorl sletter 
of October 13, 1970 to President of Board of Representatives) - (Requires 
·a two-thirds vote according to letter of Augu.st 5, 1~70 from Commissipner 
of Finance to"Board of Finance and Board of Representatives) 

REFERRED TO LEGISlATEVE ·&RULES COMHITTEE and ORJEREDON AGENDA 

(4) Ordinance :for final adoption concerning INCREASE IN .AUTOHOBILE PARKING 
FINES - Amending Chapter 19 of Code o;f General Ordinances entitled "MOTOR' 
VEHICLES AND TRAFFIC" - (Held in Committee 4/6/70, 5/4/70. 6/1/70. 7/6/79 

(Referred back to Committee on 8/3/10 and 9/8/70 ~ Approved for publica
tion on· 10/5170 and. published 10/S/70) 

"ILTO'fERRED TO LEGISlATIVE & "RULES COMMITTEE. and ORDERED ON AGENDA 

(5) Ordinance for final adoption - CONCERNING ESTABLISHHENTOF FEES. FOR 
BURGLAR ALARM AND FIRE AIARH TIE- IN SERVICE WITH POLICE AND .. FIRE DEPART
}1ENTS - (Letter dated 4/24/70 frem Asst. Corporation Counsel John E.SIlI.yth) 

(Held in Committee 6/1/70 and 7/6/70; referred back to Committee by the 
Health & ProtectioR ~ornmittee 8/3/70 - Approved for publication 9/8/70; 
published 9/12/70; held in Committee 10/5/70) 

REFERRED TO LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE- ORDERED ON AGENDA 

•• - .~ ~ &. ~:- . --.... -- . 
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Minutes of November 9, 1970 

(6) Ordinance for final adoption - CONCERNING EXCHANGE OF PROPERTIES 
AND EASEMENTS BETWEEN CITY OF STAMFORD, HARTFORD ELECTRIC CO., AND 
PONUS YACHT CLUB, INC. in connection with Stamford Hurricane Barrier 

(Mayor's letter of 6/10/70 - Held in Committee 8/3/70 and 9/8/70; 
approved for publication 10/5/70; published 10[8/70) 

REFERRED TO LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE - ORDERED . ON AGENDA 

(7) Resolution - AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED WITH THE CONDEMNATION OF PROEERTY 
OWNED BY HELEN L. KAPLAN, 162 WASHINGTON AVENUE, FOR THE WASHINGTON 
AVENUE PROJECT - (Letter dated 8/24/70 from Asst. Corporation Counsel 

Ronald M. Schwartz) .- (Heid in Committee 10/5/70) 

Above matter previously referred to the Legislative & Rules Committee, 
was ordered OFF the AGENDA. 

(8) Proposed Resolution Authorizing Corporation Counsel TO PROCEED WITH THE 
ACQUISITION, BY CONDEMNATION, IF NECESSARY, OF THREE PROPERTIES OFF 
NEWFIELD AVE1~ FOR AN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SITE - (Requested in letter 

dated 6/9/70 from Corporation Counsel) - (Approved by Board of 
Finance ou. 9/20/70 with certain ~tipulatiom;) - (Fund~ appropriated 
in 1970-71 Capital Projects Budget in "Land Bank" to purchase land 
for elementary schools - Held in Committee 10/5/70) 

(9) Proposed REVISED HOUSING CODE - (Comprising 42 pages of proposed. 
Ordinance, revising Ordinance No. 65 adopted by Board on 8/5/57 ,en- .. 
acted 8/20/57 - (Mayor's letter of 5/l3/70 - Deferred 7/6/70, 8/3/70 

. and not. on 9/8/70 Agenda - Held. in Committee 10/5/70) 
. .... . 

Above matter previously in, the Legislative & Rules Committee - ORDERED' 
OFF AGENDA until Committee has a chance to study it further •. 

'(10) Proposed Ordinance. - CONCERNING PEBRIS AND GARBAGE FEE SCHEDULE -
(Mayor's letter of 6/1/70 - Also see Mayor's letter of 7/20/70 
to Steering Committee - Referred to Legislative & Rules Committee 
on 6/22/70 by Steering Committee, but' not ordered on Agenda -Held 
in Committee 10/5/70) , 

ORDERED OFF AGENDA by'request of Legislative & Rules Committee Chairman 

(ll)Letter from Edward Scofield, dated 10/21/70, ,enclosing two Resolutions: 
(1) Requiring the display of the Flag of the United States of America' 
in .places of asseniblywithin public buildings; and (2) Regulating the 
Display of flags, banners, posters, sisns and other pictorial matter on 
and within public buildings. 

REFERRED TO LEGISIATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE and ORDERED ON AGENDA 

(12)Concerning proposed CONVEYANCE OF CITY-OWNED PROPERTY TO WEST MAIN 
STREET CONMUNITY CENTER FOR $1.00 - (Hayor's letter 5/11/70) - (Not 

ordered on Agenda for 9/8/70 meeting by Steering Committee ~ See 
Minutes of 9/8/70, page 7421, Item {1l3) (See Item {l13 below on same 
matter) 

.,. .. :-:~-~-.:;-.::-.-~ .-~~ ...• :;~~-:-. ~-:---.-..• - .. ..."...,,...--....... ---------'"""'-...... --..... -""~':' ........... --
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Minutes of ~ovember 9, 1970 

. . 

The above, having been referred to the Legislative & Rules 
Committee previously, was NOT ordered on the Agend~. 

(13) Letter from Paul D. Shapero, Esq., dated 10/14/70, re: LEASING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERtIES TO THE .WEST ¥JADl" STREET COMMUNrnCm.."'TER 
FOR A 99 YEAR PERIOD, AT A RENTAL OF $1. 00 PER YEAR (See 

Item 11.12 above) 

NOT ordered on Agenda 

(14) Letter dated 9/24/70 from PARKING AUTHORITY- For purchase of 
property located on FRANKLIN STREET FOR $73,500.00 

REFERRED TO HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA 

(J5) Report, dated Octo 29, 1970 from Commissioner of Finance on 
RAPIDS ROAD 

REFERRED TO. PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE- ORDERED ON AGENDA 

(16) Proposed Resolution - AUTHORIZING CERTAIN CITY STREETS TO BE TAKEN 
INTO THE STATE HIGHWAY SYST~f (Being portio~s of Courtland Ave •• : 
Glenbrook Road, West Hain Street, North State Street and South . 
State Street - (Hayor's letter of 10/16/70) 

REFERRED TO PLANNING & ZONING'· COHMITTEE and the PUBLIC WORKS 
COMHITTEE - ORDERED ONA.GENDA 

(17) Letter. dated 10/21/70 from AnthonyHarrucco, Chairman of HOUSING 
SITE DEVELOPNE~1T AGENCY, urging approval of t~lO resolutions pre-·, 
sented in previo~s ·letter of 9/15/70 in the 'matter of the HIGH 
RIDGE ROAD HOUSING SITEDEVELOPNENT PUU~ - (Recommitted to Planning 

& Zoning Cot:lI!littee at the 10/5/70 Board Meeting) 

ORDERED ON AGE~A under PlANNING & ZON:lliG COMHITTEE - Also referred . . 
to PUBLIC HOUSING & GENERAL RELOCATION COMMITTEE 

(18) Report dated .10/6/70 from Cormnissioner of Finanee on BARNCROFT ROAD 
(unaccepted portion) 

REFERRED TO FIAl'-l'NING & ZONH1G COMMITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA 

(19) Petition (subnitted by Joseph Bitetto) signed by 593 residents, be
ing property mmers located in the vicinity of Oaklawn Avenue and 
High Ridge Road, protesting proposed change -in the Master Plan 
applied for by the HSDA to penn;t the l-later Coo prope.rty located on 
High Ridge Road to be changed from R-71; (Residen!:ial Single Family 
Plot category) to R-5 (Hulti-Farnily Low Density category) 

Copy of above Petition ordered sent to Planning & Zoning Committee 
Chairman, for his information • 

,"':'.: .. · . ..",.:;:r.-~~~~ . .... ~'~.-::,~-;.-:---=-:.----.-. --~--:-::.- .. : . - -,.- ~ :::~ ... "'..:- .. 
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Minutes of November 9,- 1970 

(20) Proposed Ordinance to change name of WASHINGTON AVENUE and streets 
running into extension of same, from Long Ridge Road to Broad 
Street to the intersection with Pacific Street at Dyke Lane, to 
be known in its entirety as "RIVER DRIVE" with Ordinance not to 
take effeet until July 1, 1972 - (Proposed by President Charles J. 

Heinzer, III - Held in Committee 9/8/70 and 10/5/70) 

Referred to PLANNING & ZONING cn1>~T'rTF.F. - ORDERED ON AG;:NDA. 

(21) Petition from 2 residents of DERRY STREET (received 10/26/10) asking 
for road to be brought up to specifications for acceptance as a City 
street under provisions of Section 640 (Chapter 64) of Charter and 
Section 29.50 of Code of General Ordinances - (Letter to President 

from Mrs. Angelo Dagostino an~ Eileen Brennan) . 

Referred to P:LA.NNING & ZONING CONNITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA. 

(22) Request in letter of 10/19/70 from Edward A. Connell, Supt., Dept. 
of Parks & Trees, for APPROVAL OF 1971 SEASON PUBLIC NARINA FACILITY 
USE FEES for CUMMINGS! COVE AND SOUTHFIELD NARINAS 

Referred· to PARKS & REGREATION COMMITTEE - 0RDERED ON AGENDA 

(23) COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREEHENT entered· into on October 19,1970, 
covering TWO YEARS - from July 1, 1970 through and including June 30, 
1972 between CITY OF STAMFORD and the STAMFORD BOARD OF EDUCATION 
(clerical employees) and the STAlWORD }IDNICIPAL ENPLOYEES ASSOCIATION-
(copies of Contract delivered to all Board Hembers on 10/19/70) . 

. Referred to PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - ORDERED ON AGENDA. 

(24) Proposed Resolution APPROVING TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION OFA PORTION 
OF WILLOW STREET, SOUTH STREET, NAm STREET, RIVER STREET, BROAD STREET 
AND ALL OF RIPPOWAH PLACE FROM THE CITY OF STAWORD, CONNECTICUT URBAN 
REDEVELOPHENT CONNISSION TO THE" CITY OF STAWORD, IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
PROVISIONS OF ORDINANCE #144 of General Ordinances of the City 

(Requested in letter 9/11/70 from URC Legal Assistant and Land 
Disposition Officer) - (Held in Comnittee 10/5/70) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under URC COMMITTEE 

(25) SPECIAL COMNITTEE ON DRUG ABUSE -Six member bi-partison commi.ttee 

. The following were deSignated as Members of the above. SpeCial Committee: 

(R) Thomas A. Norris~ Chairman 
(D) Anthony D. Truglia 
(R) Robert B. Exnicios 

(D) Richard A."Bieder 
(D) Gercald J~ Ryonick 
(R) Charles J. Heinzer, 11 

·(26) Concerning Appointment of CDAP.Director (Brought up by john DeForest at 
Oct. 5, 1970 Board Meeting) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA - Referred to APPOINTHENTS COMMITTEE 
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Minutes of November 9, 1970 

There being no further business to come before the Committee, the Meeting 
was adjourned at 9 P.M. 

vf 

APPOThTTMENTS COMMITTEE:·, 

Charles J. Heinzer, III, Chairman 
Steering Committee 

MR. RUSSBACH, Chairman, reported that his Cominittee met Friday, Nov. 6, 1970 
with all Members present, with the exception of Mr. Guroian and Mr:.:Bitetto. 
He reported on the following appointments. Votes were taken by paper, ballot, 
with the Tellers passing out and collecting the ballots. The votes taken 
are recorded below: 

COMMISSION ON AGING: 

DR. NEIL C. KT,ETN (R) 
31 Strawberry Hill Ave. 
(rep lacing Marlene Posner, 
who resigned) 

PATRIOTIC & SPECIAL EVENTS COMMISSION: 

.JAMES DeVITO (D) 
4 Whittaker Place 
(replacing Joseph LiVolsi, 
who resigned) 

BU!LDING COMMITTEE:· 

. SPENCER M. JOHNSON (D) (Architect) 
533 Scofie1dtcwn Rd. 
(replacing Anthony Masciarelli, 

who resigned) 

, . 

Term Ending: 

VOIE: 36 yas Df>c •. 1, 1971 

" 

II 

2 'no 
1 abstention 

34 yes Dec. 1, 1971 
4 no 

. 1 abstention 

38 yes 
1 no 

Dec •. 1,' 1971 

HR. RUSSBACH HOVED for suspension of the rules in order to place the follow
ing name on the floor. Seconded and carried unanimously: 

HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION: 

REV. WILLIAM THOMAS (R) 
37 Square Acre Drive 
(replacing Rev. William Roberts,' 

who resigned) 

VOTE: 31 yes 
8 no, 

-----------------------------~------------------------------------------------

Concerning AppOintment of Tracy Connors as CDAP Director': 
(On Agenda under "OLD BUSINESS" - see Page 7499 of Minutes of 10/5/70) 
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Minutes of Novemner 9, 1970 

. MR. RUSSBACH said this was· previously brought up by Mr. DeForest at the 
October Board Meeting. He said there are quite a few complications and 
"gray" areas and he may possibly be bringing in the Corporation Counsel 
for clarification: of some of the legal questions that have arisen •. He 
said his Committee will have a clarification by the next mgf!tingonthe 
status of Mr. Connors. 

MR. DeFOREST said he does not understand why this has to go to the 
Corporation Counsel, because it seems to have already been settled once 
and for all. He referred to Resolution No. 552, Paragraph 3 (See Pages 
5321-22-23-24 of Minutes of 3/4/68) which appears as Paragraph #3 on 
Page 5323 as follows~ . 

"3. That the CDAP Director shall be appointed by the Mayor, sub; ect 
to the approval of the Board of Representatives. All other staff 
personnel will be appointed by the Director; .0 •••••• " 

MR. DeFOREST said this gentleman was turned down by the Board and he fails 
to see why we now have to fool around with this matter any longer. He said 
here he is drawing a salary when he does not really hold'the job and this 
Board has been accused of being derelict in its duty and if the Board , 
allows this to go on we are derelict. lje said somebody is "thumbing his 
nose" at the Board and he does not like it. 

MR. RUSSBACH said he agtees with Mr. DeForest, but when this appointment 
first came to the Appointments Committee, they came out with an unfavor
able report. He said they intend to be' consulting with the Corporation 
Counsel in the near future in regard to OEO regulations and other Federal 
regulations, such as the VCA which, is the State of Connecticut and also' 
the Charter. He said the Members of the Appointments Committee felt they 
were not qualified to be interpreting various legal documents, and felt it 
only proper to consult with a legal authority for clarification. He said 
the matter is still in ,the hands of the Committee and they'will make thdr 
report accordingly~' 

MR. TRUGLIA called attention to the arrival. of Mr. Durso,which brings the 
Members present to 40. 

MR. SCOFIELD said to go back to the appointment ofa CDAP Director - that 
he believes Hartford requires there be a Director in every municipality 
in order to continue funding their programs. He said he is not sure 
whether this could cut off monies for Child Day Care Centers and other 
monies, but believes that the State requires that somebody be responsible 
for spending these funds in the right direction. 

MR. DeFOREST quoted from the Minutes of May 6, 1968 (Pag'e 5384) concerning 
the appointment of Mr. Robert Cabana as eDAP Director in which it says: 
" ••• therefore I submitted Mr. Cabana's name for approval as CDAP di~ector 
at the May 6th Board of Representatives' Meeting in order that this work 
might begin immediately •••• " (quoting from the Mayor's letter, submitting 
the report) and in Paragraph 7 he said in his letter, " •••• until your 
Honorable Board approves Mr. ,Cabana's appointment, this work cannot be 
undertaken ••••• ". 
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Minutes of November 9. 1970 

FISCAL COMMITTEE: 

MR. EXNICIOS, Chainnan, presented his Cormnittee 'Report. He said his' 
Corrnnittee met on Wednesday, Novo 4th. He reported on the following 
matters: 

(1) $25,957.49 - REGISTRARS OF VOTERS - CoeL? 102.5105, Primary Expense 
(Hayor's letter of 9/17/70) 

MR. EXNICIOS MOVED for approval of the above request. "He said it 
CO'~rs the primary· expenses of the primary held on August 12 and '19th 
0(, this year. Seconded by Hr. Hill er, 1\7ho said the Education, Welfare 
&-Government COl!IIIlittee concurs' in approval. CARRIED unanimously. 

(2) $30,000.00 - DEPARTI·1ENT OF PUBLIC WOR.'<S - Covering Operating Expenses 
of RICE SCHOOL for balance of 1970-71 fiscal year, to be 
allocated as follows: (Hayor' sletter undated, received 

9/18/70) 

Code 
!' 

648.0101 
648.0702 
648.1501 
648 0 1505 

- Salaries --------------------------- $21,451000 
- Janitorial Supplies ---------------- 1,200.00 

u Light, Heat & Pelver ---------------- 6,849.00.' 
" -"Water ------------------------------ __ ~5~0~0~.;0~0 

$30,000.00 

MR. EXNICIOS HOVED for approval of the above request. "He reminded the 
Members that Rice School was turned over to the City at the last Board 
Heeting by the adoption of Resolution #703 (See Page 7490 of Hinutes of 
10/5/70) and these are the funds to enable the ·Public Works Department to 
operate the School. He pointed O'ut that this" estimate is $10;000 under 
what toe Board of Education had· requested originally. Seconded by 
Hr. Hiller who said the Education, Welfare & Government COIImlittee concurs 
in approval: . CARRIED with one abstention (Mr. Truglia) and a few "no" " 
vo~es, Hr. Russbach speaking in opposition. 

(3) $1,100,000.00 - Resolution #705 amending 1970-71 Capital Project~ 
Budget - For Project to be knOvffi as"NEW CENTRAL FIRE.;, 
HOUSE" and appropriation of a-foresaid amount therefor -

(Mayor's' letter of 8/24/70) 

HR. EXNICIOS MOVED for approval of the fo1lowi~g resolution. Seconded by 
Mr. Russell, who said the ~ealth & Protection Committee-concurs in approval. 
CARRIED with6ne ~lnoUvote: 

RESOLUTION NO. 705 

lJ·fENDING 1970':'1971 CAPITAL PROECTS 'BUDGET BY ADDING THERETO 
Sl,100,000.00 FOR PROJECT KNOHN AS "NEW CENTRAL FIREHOUSE" AND 
. APPROPRIATION THEREFOR 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOL\~D by the Board of Renresentatives of the City of 
Stamford to· ~end the 1970-1971 Capital Projects Budget by adding the I 



[
1 
.1 

. , 

·7522 

Minutes of November 9, 1970' 

Project known as "NEW CENTRAL FIREHOUSE" in accordance with the pro
visions of Section 611.5 of the Stamford Charter, and the appropria
tion of $1,100,000.00 therefor. 

*********** 
(4) $303,619.00 - Proposed Resolution amending 1970-1971 Capital 

Projects Budget by Authorizing the TRANSFER OF. 
$303,619.00 from Project knoWnal!t "l!xrENSION 
OF SANITARY SEWERS SOUTH OF THE PARKWAY" to the 
BOARD OF EDUCATION - "THIRD SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL" -' 

(Mayor's let~er 9/17/70) - (Re-submission - Denied 
at the 9/8/70 Board Meeting) 

The above matter was not recommended by the Fiscal Committee as the vote . 
was a tie vote. It was deferred to the other Committees. 

MR. BITETTO said the Members of his Committee - the Sewer Committee -
havQ voted unanimously to hold thio in Committcc~ 

MR. SCOFIELD said he feels the Committees have all the facts they are 
. ever going to have on this matter' and MOVED it be removed from Committee. 

Seconded and LOST by a vote of' 23. opposed and 14 itt favor, 3 abstentions. 

(5) $123,933.00 - Resolution No. 706 amending. 1970-1971 Capital Projects 
Budget by adding Proiect to be known as "NEIGHBORHOOD 
FACILITY BUILDING OF SOUTHFIELD VILIAGE" and appropria
tion of aforesaid amount therefor - (Mayor's letter of 

9/28/70) - (Requested by HOUSING AUTHORITY) 

MR. EXNICIOS. MOVED for approval of the following resolution. Secondedby 
loir. Dixon ,.mo said the Public Housing & General Relocation Committee con
curred in approval. CARRIED unanimously: 

RESOLUTION NO. 706 

AMENDING 1970-1971 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET BY ADDING THE SUM 
OF $123,933.00 THERETO FOR PROJECT TO BE KNOWN AS "NEIGHBORHOOD 
FACILITY BUILDING OF SOlITHFIELD VILIAGE" A1"'D APPROPRIATION 

THEREFOR 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the" C"ity . 
of Stamford to amend the 1970-1971 Capital Projects Budget by adding the 
Project known as "NEIGHBORHOOD FACILITY BUILDING OF SOUTHFIELD VILIAGE" and 
appropriation of $123,933.00 therefor, in accordance with the provisions of 
Section 611.5 of the Stamford Charter. . 
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(6) $17,052.00 - HEALTH DEPAR..'T'MENT - Drug Counseling Center - Code 
510.0921 - (For period covering Dec. 1,- to June 30, 1971~ 

(Mayor's letter 9/30/70) 

HR. EXNICIOS HOVED for approval of the above request. He explained that 
this is under the sponsorship of the Health Department; however, it covers 
an appropriation for a Co[[~~ Huu~e for the Gateway Corporation l.1hich is -
now in operation at the VKA Building just down the street.. Seconded by . 
Hr. Morris, Chairman of the Committee on D~g Abuse. C~RRIEDun~~imously. 

(7) $5,000.00 ~ CONHISSIOl'l" ON AGING - To be allocated as follows: 

Code 195.0101 ''MEALS ON WHEELS" Program ........ $3,000.00 
" .195.5204 -. Qu~ntard Center ..•. 4) ••••••• 0 ••• 00 2,000.00 

$5,000.00 

(NOTE: Increased from $3,000"to $5,000 by Board of Finance because 
of increased Grant from Stamford Home. for theAged)~ 

l1R. EXNICIOS MOVED for approval of the above request., Secohded by 
Hr. Russell, who said the Health & Protection Connnittee concurs in approval. 
CARRIED unanimously. 

(8) $32,500.00 - Proposed Resolution amending 1970-1971 Capital Projects 
Budg,et by adding Project to be ~own as "ADDITIONAL lAND 
FOR RYLE SCHOOL" and appropriation of aforesaid amount 
therefor- (Ha:sr.or's letter 10/2/70) 

-The above-matter was held in Committee. 

(9) $231,800.00 - Resolution No. 707 amending 1970-1971-- Capital Projects 
Budget - PUBLIC \,70RKS DEPARIME!-,"T - "NEW EQUIPMENT" -

(Hayorfs letter of May 27; 1970 which requested 
$380,000.00 - REDUCED by Board of Finance on 10/22/70 
to $231,800.00) 

. RESOLUTION NO. 707 

AMENDING 1970~1971 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET BY ADDING THE SUM OF 
$231,800.00 THERETO FOR -PROJECT KNOWN AS "DEPARTIfENT OF PUBLICWORKS-_ 

NEW EQUIPHENT" fu~D APPROPRIATION THEREFOR 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Boaru of Representatives of the City of 
Stamford·to amend the 1970-1971 Capital Projects Budget by adding theret-o 
a Project to be knwon as "DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC. WORKS - NEW EQUIPMENT" and 
appropriation of $231,800.00 therefor, in accordance with_the provisions of 
Section 611.5 of the Stamford Charter, hereby authorizing t:he purchase of the 
following equipment: 

I 

I 
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10 Dump trucks at $18,000.00 .;-------------~-----.:.-------,.-$180,000.00 
10 Salt & Sand SpJ:eaders at $3,500.00 each ---------------- 35,000.00 
2 Four door sedans at $3,200.00 each -----------.:.--------- 6,400.00 
2 Two door sedans at $3,100.00 each ----------~--.;.----.:.---- 6,200.00 
2 One ton pick-up trucks at $2_,100.00 each ---------------- 4,200.00 

$231,800.00 

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

MR. EXNICIOS said the Commissioner of Public Works explaine-d to him that 
out of 18 truck bodies that the City has today, 13 of them go back to 
1960 and-there are only five up to date bodies and the same is true of the 
Spreaders. He said it is imperative that this be approved tonight. He 
said the Fiscal Committee recommended in May, and the Board went along 
with it, by rejecting completely the -Public Works ,- request for new equip
ment and asked them_to come in with a priority, which they did several 
months later. However, he said this has been· held in the- Board of 
Finance until this month and is now an urgent necessity. 

MR. SCOFIELD seconded the motion. He said a month ago -they asked the 
Commissioner of Public Works for a preventive maintenance program which has 
now been _set up, where every vehicle will have a record of what repairs 
have ,been made, and will be put into the computer and we will know just 
how these trucks are being maintained, or not maintained. He said they 
feel,this is a ,step in the right direction. He said today bids have been 
approved, pending our appropriation tonight. 

MR. RUSSELL asked about the two four-door sedans and. the ,two tWo-door sedans, 
at $3,200 each and #3,100 each. He asked the Chairman to explain these. 

MR. EXNICIOS said these are for Supervisors and Foremen who are out checking 
on equipment and c'ontractors that the City hires., He, said the cars we 
now have are well over the maximum mileage. 

MR. SCOFIELD said the City does not get the discounts on vehicles that they 
used to get and they,probably need station wagons~ 

MR. RUSSELL said he would 'like to see the Committee hold those two items 
for a little better explanation as he thinks the prices are too high for 
the type of cars we are buying and it should be considered at budget time. 
HE MOVED to amend the motion by deleting the four Sedans and that they be 
held in Committee for another month. Seconded.' 

MRS. PONT~BRIANT said she would not like to see these deleted. ·She said 
at the time they considered the Capital Budget they knocked out the equip
ment and told them to come back later. She said with the winter coming we 
are now in a bind. 

Several Members asked questions of the Chairman at this time. 

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI urged approval of the appropriation and said he under,. 
stands that some of the cars are not running and are being repaired and a 
lot of money has been spent on them trying to keep them in running order. 
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MR. DONAHUE asked if any considerati.on had been given to, substituting one 
ton pick ups for the passenger cars. 

}ffi. EXNICIOS said they 1coked totbe Public Works Department who know 
'., what they need the most and the Committee has agreed that they are the 

experts in this field. 

Aft'er considerable "further debate. a VOTE was taken on Mr. Russell's 
amendment to delete the four passenger carSe LOSTa 

VOTE taken on the moticnto approve Resolution #707 and CARRIED unanimous
ly. 

(10) $80,443.00 - F~RGUSON LIBR~RY - C~de 122 0 0000 for Salary Increases for 
Staff in order to keep sa:a~ies in proportion to those 
gram:ed other City e:nployees under Collective Bargaining 

(Hayor's letter 10/6/70) 

MR. EXNICIOS MOVED fer approval of the above request. Seconded by Mrs. Varney. 

l'ffiS. BONT-BRIANT said the Personnf" Committee concurs. CARRIED unanimously. 

Letter to Personnel CC'mIDissionfrom Fiscal Commit.tee. dated 11/9/70 
CONCERNING THE CREATION OF A POSITION OF "INTER..~AL AUDITOR" 

MR~ EXNICIOS read the following letter into,the record: 

"Dear Commission Members: 

At its regular monthly meeting on November 4, 1970, the Fiscal Committee 
of the Board of Representatives discussed in detail the request by the 
Hayor and the Commissioner' of Finance for the creation of a position of 
"Internal Auditorll

o 

This Committee urges the Personnel Commission to immediately'reconsider, 
approve and authorize the job description for an Internal Auditor as re-

'quested. We are of ·the opinion that this position should be in the 
Classified Civil Service. We further recommend that the position report 
directly to the Commissioner of Finance and/or the Mayor of the City of 
Stamford. 

ii: is the sense of the Fiscal Committee that greater control and analysis, 
of all City operations on a continuing basis is imperative. An internal 

audit program under th~ direction of the City's dlief Fiscal Officer will 
result in the, reduction of needless expenditures of manpower and monies, 
and provide reassurance to our citizens and the City Boards that thei~ 
tax dollars are being used judiciously. 

Our recornmendationsand support are based ,on fiscal considerations and 
are made with the knOwledge that the request for the new position has the 
previous concurrance or approval of the Board of Finance, the Finance 
Adv;i..sory Committee and the City's independent auditoro 
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The Chairman, selected ~embers or our entire Committee, will be happy 
to discuss this matte-r with the Commission at your convenience. 

LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE: 

MR. ELLSWORTH, Chairman, presented his Committee Report. He said the 
Legislative & Rules Committee met twice during October - one meeting 
o~ :Oct. 14th and another on Oct. 29th~ He reported 4!111 the following 
matters: 

(1) Resolution No. 708 - INSU~CE COVERAGE FOR ELECTED AND APPOINTED 
OFFICIALS - (Mayor's letter 10/13/70 to 

President of Board of Representatives) -
(Requires a two-thirds vote according to 
letter of 8/5/70 from Commissioner of Finance 
to Board of Finance and Board of Representatives) 

11R. ELLSWORTH said it.is the opinion of his Committee that it is incon
sistent to provide certain benefits to Civil Service employees and deny 
them to elected and appointed officials. He said even though Stamford 
haa alwayo been fortunate in attracting good men and women to run for 
public office' and seek appointive positions, these benefits may be of 
value in helping to maintain this trend. HE MOVED for approval of the 
following resolution •. Seconded by Mrs. Pont-Briant: 

RESOLUTION NO. 708 

AUTHORIZING INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR ELECTED AND APPOINTED OFFICIALS 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the 
City of Stamford that the following elected and appointed officials should 
be included in the group life, health, hospitalization and major medical 
policies available to other City employees: . . 

ELECTED OFFICIALS 

Mayor 
.City and Town Clerk 
Democratic Registrar of Voters 
Republican Registrar of Voters 

APPOINTED OFFICIALS 

Director of Public Health 
Commissioner of Public Works 
Commissioner of Finance 
'Corporation Counsel 
Board of Finance Field Representative & InvestigatoI 
Mayor's Executive Aide 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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MR. KETCHAM said, in principle, he agrees with the resolution. However 
he said he feels it should be pointed out to the Board that the positions 
are mostly considered part time jobs. Resaid the 9th Charter Revision 
Commission attempted, by Charter change" to specifically include the 
Mayor, the Town Clerk and t'he Registrars of Voters as full time jobs, in 
order to clarify this point and in order that they might receive these 
benefits; but the preyious Board saw fit to :teject this and it failed to 
go to Referendum as a Charter amendment. 

He said he would like to point out the fact that the appOintive 
officials have never ,been considered full time jobs and nO Corporation 
Counsel in the history of the Consolidated City has worked as a full time 
City employee, butwqrks on a part time basis. He said the present 
Commissioner of Finance happens to work full time; however, previous 
Commissioners have not ana have had their businesses on the side; as does 
the Corporation Counsel. He said perhaps this ~uld prove an inequity to 
other City employees who must ~~rk at their jobs on a full time basis, 
and als'o may not be fair to the taxpayers who have to ,foot the. bills. He 
pointed out that in 1962 on the floor of this Board a case was made con
cerning the institution of a Deputy Commissioner of Public Works and at that 
time one of the main reasons given for the creation of this job was the 
fact that the CommissJoner of Public Works was a political job - not a 
full time job - and we'needed a full time Deputy Commissioner to carry 
the ,.ork load. He said he happens to know that the present Commissioner 
of Public Works does work full time but apparently this is dependant upon 
the man himself. He said as far as the Director of Public Health is con
cerned, the Charter Revision Commission turned down a request to have' this 
be incorporated as an amendment to the Charter. He said he lacks informa
tion on the job of Field Investigator for the Board of Finance, but it is 
not under Civil Service, and as for the Mayor's Executive Aide, that also 
is dependant upon ,the :Hayor and is strictly a political appointment. He 
said what he is trying to point out is that these jobs, under the pro
visions of the Charter, -are. NOT full time positions. 

MR. ELLSWORTH said the previous speaker raises some good points and there 
is some validity to them. However, he said in· the lis.ting of jobs it should 
be noted that all of the appointive jobs are not covered - for example, the 
Assistant Corporation Counsels are not included in this list,· because they 
are part time jobs. He urged approval of the resolution from the standpoint 
of attracting qualified people for these jobs. 

MR. RUSSBACH said he hates to spend the taxpayer's money, but the average 
man l.-rho takes an appointive or polit ical position, such as the Mayor ;·Cor- . 
poration Counsel, Finance Commissioner and Commissioner of Public Works
we are talking about the 'salaries they ·are getting of $17 ,000 or $18,000 a 
year. He said the average man who accepts a job of t.his type is making a 
financial sacrifice and often takes as much as a 50% pay cut to do a public 
service. He said he feels it is incumbent upon us to try to attract quali
fied people and. they should·not have to give up.all their fringe benefits 
in addition to taking a salary cut in order to do a public service. He urged 
approval of the resolution • 

-----. - ._-._----_._-- ._. - . . 
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MRS. SHERMAN said she agrees with Mr. Russbach. However; she said 
Mr. Ketcham made a point and it 1S true that some of these people work 
full time but of their own volition and they should be given addition
al incentive to do that, because every employee now receives "fringe 
benefits" which are considered to be norinal and automatic and they 
should not be deprived of what everyone else gets. 

MRS. PONT-BRiANT said she agrees and it only coomes to around $400 per 
person. She said since all employees are now getting these benefits 
City officials should also receive them. 

VOTE taken on the motion to approve Resolution No. 708. CARRIED unani
mously. 

(2) Ordinance No. 205 Concerning INCREASE IN AUTOMOBI~ ~A~~NG FINES ~ 
Amending Chapter 19 of Code of General Ordinances entitled "MOTOR' 
VEHICLES AND TRAFFIC" - (Held in Committee 4/6/70; 5/4/70. 6/1/70. 

and 7/6/70 - Referred back to Committee 8/3/70 and again on 
9/8/70 - Approved for publication 10/5/70 and published 10/8/70) 

MR. ELLSWORTH MOVED for final approval of the following Ordinance. 
Seconded and CARRIED with one "no" vote (Mrs. Pont-Briant). . 

ORDINANCE NO. 205 SUPPLEMENTAL 

INCREASE IN AUTOHOBXLE PARKING FINES, (Amending Chapter 19 of Code 
of General Ordinances entitled "HOTOR VEHICLES AND TRAFFIC") 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY or STAMFORD THAT: 

Sections 19-22, 19-25,19-27, 19-34, 19-36 of the Code or General Ordinances 
of the City of Stamford are hereby repealed and the following Sections sub- . 
stituted therefor: 

Section 19-22: Same Redemption Before the Owner or person in charge of'any 
vehicle taken into custody, as above provided, shall be allowed to remove 
the same from the place where it has been 'impounded, ,he shall pay the cost 
of removal, not to exceed the sum of Fifteen ($15.00) Dollars plus the cost 
of storage, not to exceed One ($1. 00) Dollar for one day, or portion of .a 
day, that such vehicle is so stored in excess of the first twenty-four hours. 

Section 19-25: The penalty for violations of rules and regulations pro
mulgated by the Chief of Police with respect to parking on public streets, 
highways, or public places shali be as follows: 

1. (a) A fine of TWO ($2.00) DOLLARS for the follOwing violation 
1. Parking Meter violation 
2. Overtime parking where posted' 

(b) A fine of FIVE ($5.00)' DOLLARS for a violation of any of the 
regulations listed in Sec. 19-27" and a fine of FIVE ($5.00) DOLIARS 
for parking in any resident parking lot at the Stamford Railroad 
Station without a valid permit from the appropriate City authority. 

":./ 
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2. The said meritionf!d. fines shall apply if payment ,is made to the 
Stamford Police Department within' thirty (30) days of the date 
of the violation. Payment is deemgd to be made on the date it 
is received by'the Stamford Police Department; , 

3. If the said fines are not paid w~thin thirty (30) days of the 
violation then the hnes shall be as follows: 
(a) If the said Two ($2.00) Dollar fine is not paid within 

thirty (30) days of the violation but is paid after thirty 
(30) days of the violation and within sixty (60) days of 
the violation then the total fine shall be Seven ($7.00) 
Dollars. 

'(b) If the said Two ,($2,,00) Dollar fine is not paid within 
sixty (60) days of the violation but is paid after sixty 
(60) days of the violation and within ninety (90) days, of 
the violation then the total fine shall be Twelve ($12.00) 
Dollars. ' 

(c) If 'the said Two ($2.00) Dollar fine is not paid within ninety 
(90) days of the violation then the total fine shall be 
Twenty.,-seven ($27.00) Dollars. 

(d) If the 'said Five ($5.00) Dollar fine is not paid within 
thirty (30) days of the violation but is paid after thirty 
(30) days of the violation and within sixty (60) days of the 
violation then the total fine shall be fifteen ($15.00) 
Dollars. 

(e) If the said Five ($5.00) Dollar fine is not paid within 
sixty (60)' days of the vicla'tion but is paid after sixty 
(60) days of theviolation and within ninety (90) days or'the 
violation then the total fine shan be Twenty-Five ($25.00), 
Dollars. 

(f) If the said Five ($5.00) Dollar fine is n~)t paid within 
ninety (90) dcys of the violation then the total fine shall 
be Fifty~five ($55.00) Dollars. 

If the 'sa.id fines and penalties as herein set forth are not paid within 
ninety (90) days of the violation the Chief of Police' of the City of 
Stamford is authorized and empowered to cause the violator to be arrested. 

If the violator is found guilty he shall be fined not more than fift.v 
($50.00) dollrs for each offense and in addition, he shall pay the~re
qui red fine as set fordi herein., 

S'ection 19-27: Prohibited in certain places: 

A. No person shall stop, stand or park a vehicle, except when necessary 
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to avoid conflict with other traffic or in compliance with law or the 
direction of a police officer or traffic control device, in any of the 
following places: 

1. On a sidewalk 

2. In front of a public or private driveway 

: 3. Within an int€'t"section 

4. Within fifteen (15) feet of a fire hydrant 

5. On a crosswalk 

6. Within ten (10) feet ofa crosswalk at an intersection 

7.- Within thirty (30) feet upon the approach of any flash
ing beacon, stop sign or traffic control -signal located 
at the side of a roadway. 

8. Between a safety zone and the adjacent curb or within 
thirty (30) -feet of point-s on the curb immediately_ 
opposite the ends of a safety zone, unless the City 
traffic authority has indicated a different length-by 
signs or markings~ 

9. Within fifty (50) feet of the nearest rail of a railroad 
crossing. 

10. Within twenty (20) feet of the driveway entrance to- any 
fire stati0n and on the side of a street opposite the 
entrance of any fire station within seventy-five (75) 
feet of such entrance (when properly sign-posted). 

11. Alongside or opposite any street excavatio-n or obstruc
tion when stopping, standing or parking would obstruct 
traffic. 

-12. On a roadway side of any vehicle stopped or parked at 
the edge or curb of a street.: 

13. Upon any bridge or other -elevated structure upon a high
way or within a highway tunneJ. 

,- -

14. At any place where official signs prohibit stopping or 
parking. 

15. More than twelve (12) in:Cite~--from- a curb. 

16. Within twenty-five (25) feet of a street corner or 
intersection. 
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17. In mo.nthly parking lo.tS Dwned Dr operated by the Stamferd 
Park~ng AuthDrity, withDut a valid permit. 

B. No. perSDn shall mDve a vehicle nDt lawfully under h~s centro.l into. 
any such prehibited area Dr away frDm a curb suc.h distance as is un
lawful. 

Sp.ctj on P}-14: Same - PrDcedure fo.r: release Df vehicle: . 

BefDre the owner Dr perso.n in charge 'Df any vehicle taken into. 
custDdy, as abDve prDvided shall be allDwed to' remDve the same frDm 
the place where it has been impDunded,he shall pay the cost of remDval 
which shall nDt exceed the sum Df Fifteen ($15.00) Do.llars, plus the 
Co.st Df storage which shall nDt exceed One ($1.00) Dollar fDr each day 
Dr po.rtio.n o.f a day, that such vehicle is so stDred in excess o.f the first 
twenty-f~ur hDurs. 

. The Po.lice Department 1S authDrized to' enter into. an arrangement with 
co.mpanies Dffering tDwing.service and'prDvide suCp service·as is required 
in the enfo.rcement Df this article. 

SectiDn 19-36: Penalty fDr viDlation o.f article: Except as otherwise 
pro.vided, any perso.n vio.latingany Df the prDvisio.ns Df ,this. article shall 
be tined fDr each such viDlatiDn a sumnDt exceeding Fifty' ($50.00) 
DDllars. 

This Ordinance shall take effectDn the date Df its enactment. 

(3) Ordinance No.. 206 - CONCERNING ESTABLISHHE~'T OF FEES FOR BURGLAR AIARM 
AND FIRE ALAID-r TIE-IN SERVICE WITH POLICE AND FIRE DEPARTMENTS -

(Letter 4/24/70 from Asst. Co.rporatio.n CDunsel Jo.hn E. Smyth) -
(Held in CDmmittee,6/l/70 arid 7/6/70; referred back to. Co.mmittee by 
Health & PrDtectio.n CDmmittee8/3/70 .- Appro.ved for publicatien 
9/8/70; published 9/l2{70; held ·inCo.mreittee 10/5/70) 

}fRo ELLSWOlL"'H said at· last mDnth' s meeting the Co.mmittee requested that 
this item beheld in CDmmittee and after'further study, they made seme' 

. clarifying ,yo.rd changes and the o.rdinance is no.wto. their satisfactiOn. 
HE HOVED fo.r finalapprDval Df the fo.llDwing Drdinance., SecDnded., 

MR. BIEDERsaidhe has maintained his. DbjectiDn to' this from the very 
Dutset and 'do.es nDt knDw if his "grDunds need re-stating, but in any event' 
he intends to' do. so.. He said his greunds are fo.rtified by an excerpt 
fro.m a newspaper that was sent to' all members. He said this exC;erpt . 
quoted a Po.liceChief frDm a certain area, (he believes it to. be Rye,N.Y.) 
who. said that since the installatio.n o.f systems like this, anybDdy who. 
has had a system like this installed, has never had a oreak in and there 
have never been any thefts in that area. He said his o.bjectio.n to. requir-
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ing a fee is that if it turns one person away from installing this 
system, then the City as a whole is harmed. He said he feels that any
bony in the City should be allowed to install,these and is an expense 
that the 'entire City should bear, rather than forcing individuals to 
pay their own and thereby possibly excluding some persons because of 
financial reasons. 

MR. HORNER said he believes the speaker refers to the article in the 
WALL STREET JOURNAL about three days ago. He said if it happens to be 
the same article, it made primary reference to residential as opposed 
to commercial and it also said that although there had been no burglaries 
or break ins, there were certainly a great number of false alarms that 
caused quite a bit of concern among,members of the department involved. 
He said he feels we are comparing apples to oranges, because we are not 
talking about residential properties, but commercial instead. 

MR. CONNORS (referring to commercial hook-ups) said what is the difference' 
if they go into private exchanges, so that these private exchanges hav~ 
to answer, then they have to refer it to the, Police or Fire Department, 
which is a loss of time, but with this systp.m, if they are hooked up to 
the Police or Fire Department, he does not think they should be charged 
a fee, but .they have to pay a,fee for their circuits, regardless of where 
they go. He said if it 'does eliminate burglaries and a loss ·of time, 
leave them alone because they have to pay for it anyway and he does. not 
see why they should be charged a fee, because the departments have to -
answer the calls anyway. He said for the little bit of money the City 
is going to get out of .it, it is not worth while. He said after all, ~ 
the citizens are supposed to receive protection and they. should not be 
charged. 

MR. MORRIS said he is going to talk about the ,Fire Department and he can 
assure the Board that home owners can't connecti,in - first, it's too 
expensive, and he knows that they call the Fire Department day after day 
and the Fire Department does go down to the different industries and 
check out the boxes for them. He, said they are all using the City's 
manpower and if it gets any bigger they will have ~o put in extra men 
and assign them to that alone. 

MR. RUSSELL said this was explained to his Committee- the Health & Pro
tection Committee - and this is a service which very few communities o£:fer. 
He said for those who disagree With the service, have available private' 
agencies, and for those whci do connect into the City's service, it will 
get them lower premiums on their insurance. 

MR. MILLER said Mr. OerfiI!ger has recommended this and he . thinks we can 
agree that he is an expert in his field. He said· he strongly supports 
this. 

MRS. SHERMAN said she does not think 'the charges are exhorbitant. 
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MR. PUETTE said he is in faver, after listening to. the facts en both 
sides of the. question. 

MR. RODS said he agrees with Mr. Russell and there is:.lli~intenance in
vclved which has to. be tested and kept in gccd cperatl~g.·~ondition, 
and private industry CAnnot snpply this lUnd cf· service 'fer the price. 

MR. BIEDERMOVED to reccmmit fcr cne mcnth; Seconded. 

MR. MURPHY said he sees by the Agenda that this came to. us in Apri.1 
and it has taken us all this time to. get arcund to. apprcving it - frcm 
April to. Ncvember. 

VOTE taken cn Mr. Bieder's mcticn to. reccmmit. LOST by a .vcte of 13 
in faver - 2.2 eppcsed, five abstentions. 

MR. HORNER MOVED THE QUESTION. Seccnded and CARRIED with ene "no." vete. . 

VOTE laken on the fellcwing Ordinance. CARRIED: 

ORDINANCE NO. 206 SUPPLEMENTAL 

CONCERNING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF FEES FOR BURGLAR AlARM AND FIRE 
ALARM TIE- IN SERVICE WITH THE POLICE DEPARTMENT AND FIRE 

DEPARTMENT 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GITY OF STAMFORD THAT: 

On the effective date ,cf this Ordinance,' any burglar er fire alarm system 
which is tied into. the burglar alarm panel at the Stamferd Pclice Depart

.ment cr the fire alarm panel at the Stamford Fire Department shall pay a . 
. fee cf ONE. HUNDRED FOLLARS ($100.00) annually.. . . 

Anycne'desiring to. tie-in with said panels in the future shall file an 
applicaticn with the apprcpriate department cr departments and, upon 
apprcval cf the same, shall pay an annual fee in the amcunt ef ONE HUNDRED 
DOLLARS ($100.00) fcr each cf said tie-ins, .which fees shall be paid in 
advance cf each service year. If said fees are nct paid within thirty (30) 
days cf their due date the said burglar alarm cr fire alarm service shall 
be disccnnected. Said fees shall be payable in acccrdance with the pro
cedures prescribed by the Ccmmissicner cf Finance. 

Said ONE· HUNDRED DOLLARS ($100.00) fees shall net apply to any Ci~ycf 
. Stamfcrd facilities c::>r nen-prcfit erganizaticn ccnnected to. said panels. 

This Ordinance shall take effect cn January 1, 1971. 

********************** 
(4) Ordinance No.. 207 - CONCERNING EXCHANGE OF PROPERTIES MTD EASEMENTS BE

TWEEN CITY OF STAMFORD, HARTFORD ELECTRIC CO., AND PONUS YACHT CLUB, 
INC. in ccnnecticnwithStamfcrd Hurricane Barrier - (Mayer's letter cf 
6/10/70 - Held in Ccmmittee. 8/3/70 and 9/8/70; apprcved fcr publication 
10/5/70; published 10/8/70) , 

. MR. ELLSWORTH MOVED fcr final adcption cf the fellewing Ordinance. Seconded 
·and CARRIED unanimously. 
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ORDINANCE NO. 207 SUPPLEMENTAL 

CONCERNING EXCHANGE OF PROPERTIES AND EASEMENTS BETWEEN CITY OF 
, STAMFORD, HARTFORD :ELECTR1C CO. ANn pOl-ms YXCllT CLUB, INC._ 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF S'l;AMFORD THAT: 

In conformity with Section 488 of the Stamford Charter and notwithstanding 
the provisions of Chapter 2, Sections 2-24 and 2-27 of the Code of General 
Ordinances of the City of Stamford, the exchange between the City.of 
Stamford, the Hartford Electric Light Co. and Ponus Yacht Club, Inc; of 
the following properties and easements is hereby approved: 

Quit Claim to be executed by the ~ity of Stamford in favor of Hartford 
Electric Light Co.: 

Commencing at a point in ,the westerly line of Dyke Lane which point marks 
the southeasterly corner of the 'premises herein described and the north~ 
easterly corner of land of the Releasor herein; thence ruuning 80 59 20' 
56" W a distance of 16.55 feet to a point; thence runninS _S0 79 37' 06'" W
a distance of 48.00 feet to a point-; thence running S 59 '28' 56" W a 
distance of 164.15 feet 'to a point; thence running S 690 40' 00" Wa 
distance of 33.43 feet 'to a point; thence running S 200 33' 54" E a 
distance of 82.90 feet to a point, the last 5 courses being along, land of 
the Releasor herein; thence running S 690 26' 06" W along land of Ponus 
Yacht Club, Inc., a'distance of 652.08 feet to a point in the existing 
harbor line of the West Branch of Stamford Harbor; thence running N 22°' 
21' 45" W a distance of 642.16 feet to a point; thence running NIOo 31' 15" 
W a distance of 281. 23 fe~t to a point; thence running N 00 51' 58" W a 
distance of 230.99 feet to a point; thence running N 170 38' 43" E a distance 
of 73.53 feet to a point; thence running N 80 54' 49 i ' E a distance of 212.75 
feet to a point; thence running N 190 49' 07" Wa distance of 131.99 feet 
to a point; thence running N'15° 56' 39" Wa distance'of 31.19 feet to a 
point, the last 7 courses being along said harbor line of the West Branch 
of Stamford Harbor;, thence running N 700 II' 33" E a distance of 69.8l£eet 
to a point; thence running N 220 OB' W a' distance of 2.10 feet to a point; 
thence running N 680 36' 00" E a distance of 48.17 feet to a point; thence 
running N 4~ DO' 26" E a distance of 424.57 feet to a point, the last 4 
courses being along the scmtheaster1y and southerly line of Atlantic Street 
and its extension westerly to Stamford Harbor or Independent Oil Company of 
Connecticut, Incorporated, in part by each; thence in a curve to the right 
having a radius of 15.50 feet a distance of 34.09 feet to a point; thence 
S 60 58'.34" Ea distance cif 362.28 feet to a point, thence running S 170 

,55' 34" E a distance of 125.05 feet to a point; thence running S 230 30' 34" 
E a distance of 313.30 feet to a point, the last 3 coursesbeingalong.the 
westerly line of SoUth Street and an extension southerly thereof across 
Pacific Street; thence r,mning N 650 21' 26" E a distance of 50.39 feet to 
a point; thence running N 660 48' 26" E a distance of 2.99 feet to a point, 



] 

'. ·<1 

...... 

'.. -

.1 

, I 
·1 

! 

7535 
Minutes of November 9, 1970 

the last 2 courses being along the southerly line of Pacific Street; 
thence running S 30° 31' 04"E along the westerly line of Dyke Lane 
a distance of 808.58 feet to the. point and place of beginning. 

Said premises are more pa.rticularly shown on a certain map entitled 
"Exchanges of Property hetween The Hartford Eiectric Light Company 
and The City of Stamford Scale 1" = 50' Parsons, Bromfield & Redniss 
Engineers and Surveyors Stamford, Conn. Comrn No. 6811-1883 Date June 
13, 1969 Revised 8 19 69 June, a copy of which is to be filed 
in the Office of the Town Clerk of Stamford c 

Easement to be granted by the Hartford Electric Light Co. to the City 
of Stamford 

Perpetual easement to construct, maintain, repair, operate, patrol 
and replace a flood wall including all appurtenances thereto on that 
parcel of land designated as Parcel 6El on a certain map entitled, 

-'t~Exchanges of Property between The Hartford Electric Light Company ~nd 
The City of Stamford Scallil 1" - 50' ParlOons:, Bromfif'lrl t\ Rf'rlnhR 
Engineers and Surveyors Stamford, Conn. Cornrn No. 6811-1883 Date ·June 
13, 1969 Revised 8 19 69 6811, a copy of which is to De filed 
in the Office of the Town Clerk of Stamford. 

Easement to be granted by The Hart.ford Electric Light Co. t9 the City 
of Stamford 

Perp~tual easements to construct, maintain, repair, operate, inspect 
and patrol a !3torm sewer over that land more particularly designated 
as Parcel 6E2 on a certain map entitled, "Exchanges of Property between· 
the Hartford Electric Light Company and the City of Stamford Scale.l" = 
50' Parsons, Bromfield & Redniss Engineers and Surveyors Stamford Conn. '. 
Comm. No. 6811-1883 Date June 13, 1969 Revised 8 19 69 1969, a 
copy of which is to be filed in the Office of the Town Clerk of Stamford. 

Quit' Claim to be executed by the Hartford Electric Light Co. to the C~ty 
of Stamford: 

That certain parcel of land designated as Parcel C o~ a certain map 
entitled, "Exchanges of Property between the Hartford Ele.ctric Light. 
Company and The City of Stamford Scale 1" = 50' Parsons,' Bromfield & 
Redniss Engineers and . Surveyors -Stamford, Conn.Comm No. 6811-1883 
Date June 13, 1969 Revised 8- 19 - 69 June, a copy of which is to be 
filed in the Office of the Town Clerk of Stamford • 

Quit Claim to be executed by the City of Stamford to the Ponus Yacht 
Club, Inc.: 

That certain parcel of land designated as Parcel C on a certain map 
entitled, "Exchanges of Property between The Hartford Electric Light 
Company and The City of Stamford Scale 1" "" 50' Parsons, Bromfield & 
Redniss Engineers and Surveyors Stamford, Conn. Comm No. 6811 .. 1883. 
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Date June 13, 1969 Revised 8 19 69 Date, a copy of which is to 
be filed in the Office of the Town Clerk of Stamford. 

********************* 
(5) Resolution No. 709 - Authorizing Corporation Counsel TO PROCEED 

WITH THE ACQUISITION, BY CONDEMNATION, IFNECESSARY,- OF THREE 
PROPERTIES OFF NEWFIELD AVENUE FOR AN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SITE -

(Requested in letter dated 6/9/70 frem Corporation Counsel _. 
Approved by Board of Finance on 9/20/70 with certain stipula
tions - Funds appropriated in 1970-71 Capital Projects Budget 
in "Land Bank" to purchase land for elementary schools - Held 
in Committee ]'0/5/70) 

MR. ELLSWORTH said this was the.sole suuject of one of his committee 
meetings, where they met with the architects for the school site, repre
sentatives from the Board of Education, the City Engineer and the 
Chairman of the Sewer Commission. ·He said the Committee approved this 
as it was originally.- that is, without the change suggested by the 
Board of Finance. He said several alternatives have been suggested in 
regard to the sewage problem and a separate recommendation may be made 
on this. HE MOVED for approval of the following resolution. Seconded. 

RESOLUTION NO. 709 

AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED WITH THE ACQUISITION, BY CONDEMNATION, 
IF NECESSARY, OF THREE PRO~ERTIES OFF NEWFIELD AVENUE. FOR AN 

ELEHENTARY SCHOOL SITE 

WHEREAS, the Ci.ty of Stamford, Connecticut, desires to acquire 
and develop certain land described in Schedules A, B and C annexed here
to, which lan-d is to be used as· a site for the construction of an ele
mentary school, and-

WHEREAS, funds have heretofore been appropriated in the 1970-1971 
Capital Projects Budget for the land bank~· for the purpose of acquir-. 
ing such sites: and 

NOll THEREFORE, BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the. Board. of Repre-' 
sentatives of the City of Stamford, Connecticut, that the· acquisition 
of the aforesaid properties, to be used as a site for the construction 

"of·an elementary school, is desirable and necessary for, the· welfare and 
general well being of. the citizens of this City; and 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the.Mayor of the City of Stamford·is· 
here.by authorized to acquire, in the name of the City of Stamford 
is herewith authorized to acquire, in the name of the City of Stamford, 
the s'aid premises for the sum of $366,000.00; and 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the. Corporation Counsel of the City of 
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stamford is herewith authorized, on behalf of the City of Stamford, 
to institute and file condemnation proceedings, if necessary, to 
acquire title to said real property. 

************J..* 

MR. RUSSBACH said he is opposed to th~ site for two reasons - fir~t, it 
. ia an ~rtrcmGly poor location becausB it is located right nQar Sterling 
Farms and we are going to have little kids running across the street 
watehing the golfers,' and secondly, he opposes it for the same reasons 
he opposed Rice, Ryle and Cloonan Schools - simply, that this site is a 
replacement for even' Ryle or Stevens School and here we go with the same 
problem all Qver again - as soon-as the school is built, eitherRyle or 
Stevens will be closed. He said it is a calculated plan by the Board of 
Education to avoid the bussing issue, because if they close all the 
schools in the South End, there will be no bussing. He said this is 
definitely a calculated plan to close all the schools in·the South End -
two of them have already been closed - and they will then have no cry 
about "cross bussing" because there will be no· schools and all the kids 
will be bussed. He said he thinks it is about time the people in this 
City "wise up" as to what their Board of Education is doing. 

MR. BOCCUZZI said he doesn't know about Stevens School, but Ryle School 
happens to be .in the Second District and if he knows the people in that 
District, the Board of Education is not going to close Ryle School and 
that he will. guarantee •. 

MRS. SHERI-IAN said she disagrees with Mr. Russbach and' the fact is that we 
need this space for a school and it has nothing to do with the closing 
down of other schools. 

MR. SCOFIELD said' his Cormnittee - Public Works - discussed this matter at 
length especially in regard to the sewage problem- and the Sewer Cormnission 
does not plan to put sewers in this area for a number of years ,.and since 
the State has approvediln on-site septic system, that will suffice. He 
said one of the reasons for selecting this site is that the school parking 
lot could be used for additional parking for the golf cOurse and he does 
not believe there is going to be·much of a traffic problem. He said they, 
however, were disturbed about the plans being ready to go out to bid and 
at this late date is not the time to come before the Board of Representatives 
and ask for permission to acquire the site ... 

HR~ ELLSWORTH said he would like to point out that th¢ money has already 
b@€ln set aside in the 1970-71 Capital .Projects Budget and everyone concurred 
that this was a good site. He said the ,State has alre.ady approved" an; 
on7site septic system and the Di,rector of Health has also concurred. 

. . .. . 

HR .. BITETTOsaid he would like to state that' there has been a misconception 
iri, . the provisions of the Charter regarding Capital' Projects because the 
Board of Education has already spent $60,000 ~ dollars on this Site, and to 
his knowledge, just recently the Cormnissioner of Public Works has been 
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notified. He said some members of the Board of Education were amazed 
when he and Mr. Scofield pointed out to them that this was a part of the 
Charter, and they have gotten the message. He said now perhaps they 
will go about: it in the proper manner. 

MR. MILLER said the Board of Education is guilty of an appalling lack of 
interest in communicating with other Boards when they have a project in 
progrf'''''J fI<;: Wf' Arf' rnntimlOlls1y prf'sf'ntp.d with a "fait accompli" which 
we can't do anything about without spending much more of the taxpayers 
money and as regards the site, it might be fine for a school but many 
parents of students at Stevens and Ryle Schools have communicated to him 
their feeling that those schools should be maIntaIned. 

MR. NAU said he has a letter to the Chief Mechanical Engineer of Fletcher
Thompson, Inc., from Dr. Gofstein in regard to sewage disposal, and sug
gesting .that the Board of Education consider tieing in with the sanitary 
sewer system. 

There being no further discllssion, the President called for. a vote on 
Resolution No.70CJ~ . CARRIED by a vote of 22 in favor and 16 opposed, 
with two llbotcntiono. 

(6) Two proposed Resolutions: (1) Requir:i.ng the display' of the Flag of 
the United States of America in places of assembly within public 
buildings; and (2) Regulating·the display of flags, banners, posters, 
signs and other pictorial matter on and within public buildings-

(Proposed by Edward Scofield, 10th District Representat;ive, 
in letter dated 10/21/70) 

The above matter was held in Committee. 

(7) Concerning proposed Ordinance from HARBORMASTER 

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI said he has been in contact with the Harbormaster, 
Mr. Sheridan, who asked him about a ,proposed ordinance he sent in ' 
December 1969, concerning the towing of barges and the docking of boats. 
He asked Mr. Ellsworth if this ,is in the Legislative & ·Rules Committee at 
the present time. 

,MR~ ELLSWORTH said not that he knows of. 

THE PRESIDENT. said it may have been lost when Mr. ,Bromley left the Board 
(the previous Chairman of the Legislative & Rules Committee). He suggest
ed that Mr. Boccuzzi ask l1r. Sheridan to re-submit it. 

PUBLIC WORKS Cm1MITTEE: 

MR. SCOFIELD presented a report at this time. He said a meeting was held 
on Wednesday, Nov. 4, 1970 in the Municipal Office Building. Present were.: 
Representatives Bitetto, Dombroski, Exnicios, Morabito, Rybnick,Scofield 
and Commissi0t1ercif Public Works, Walter Maguire. He said the Committee 
met jOintly with the Fiscal Committee on matters also referred to his 

.' . ~ . 
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Committee, which has already been reported on. 

Concerning Repairs needed on BANGALL ROAD (State-owned road) 

MR. SCOFIELD said this is a 1500 ft. stretch of road that is actually 
an extension of DEN ROAD and connects RIVERBANK with Den and is used 
very heavily by th~ public and in very hRO ~hRPP now •. He Raid they 
have checked to see if it was transferred over by the Stat~ to the 
City and have asked the Planning & Zoning Committee to formally accept 
this road next month. ' He said he wants to go on record that the 
Public Works Dept. intends to pave this road using existing State Aid 
money. 

SEWER COMMITTEE: 

Petition(signed by property owners - received 9/4/70) REQUESTING SEWERS 
ON OLD BARN ROAn, because of serious health hazard caused by overflow
ing septic systems and suggesting a tie-in with the new·trunk line on 
Cold Spring Road (See Item #25 under Steering Committee Report) 

MR. BITETTO said this was discussed at a meeting of the Sewer Commission , 
and the Mayor was present. He said he intends to pursue this further with 
his Committee. 

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE: 

Letter (dated 9/24/70) from PARKING.AUTHORITY,- PURCHASE OF PROPERTY 
LOCATED ON FRANKLIN STREET FOR $73,500.00 

MR. RUSSELL said his Committee met on Wednesday. Oct. 31st at 7 F.-H. and 
again on Thursday, Nov. 5th at 8 P.M., at that time.with·the Legislative 
& Rules Committee • 

MR. RUSSELL MOVED for approval of the request from the Parking Authority 
(see above) which has ·receivedprior approval of the Planning Board. He 
explained that the parking area will serve mostly the Summer Street area, 
more so when the. proposed traffic flow' pattern removes certain parking on 
Summer Street. Seconded and CARRIED. 

PLANNING & ZONING CCMMITI'EE: ' 

(1)" Acceptance of roads as City Streets 

MR. HORNER MOVED for acceptance of the following street as a city·street. 
Seconded and CARRIED: 

BUTTERNUT LANE (Section 3): Extending.southwesterly from the 
already accepted portion of Section 1 as sh6wnon 
Map No. 8437 on file in the City & Town Clerk's 
Office.- Length: approx. 397 ft. 
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Concerning RIDGE RIMMON LANE - (certified for acceptance by City 
Engineer in letter 11/9/70), 

MR. _ HORNER said this is being held in Committee because the n,ame is 
rather confusing and they intend to hold this until they can get a 
change of name. He said the confusion comes into the picture when you 
realize that we have "RockrimmoIi Road, Rockrimmon Lane, Rockrimmon 
Court" and now we have "Ridge Rimmon Lane" - four streets that sound 
very much alike. He said in the event of an emergency such as fire, 
police, amhuhmce, etc q it could prove to he a handicap as far as 
locating the proper street in a hurry is concerned. 

(2) Report from Commission of Finance on RAPIDS- ROAD and acceptance of 
same by adoption of Resolution No. 710 

MR. HORNER MOVED for approval of the following resolution. Seconded 
and CARRIED unanimously: 

RESOLUTION NO. 710 

APPROVING REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FINANCE CONCERNING-IMPROVEMENTS 
TO BE CARRIED OUT ON RAPIDS ROAD IN ORDER TO BE ACCEPTED AS A CITY 
STREET UNDER SECTION 640 OF CHARTER AND SECTION 29.50 OF CODE OF 
GENERAL ORDINANCES OF STAMFORD 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the City 
of Stamford that the Report of the Commissioner of Finance to the Board 
of Representatives, dated October 29, 1970, regarding the improvements 
to be carried out on that portion of RAPIDS ROAD, from Cedar Heights Road 
northerly to a dead end is hereby approved; .and 

BE IT FURTHER 'RESOLVED tNat upon approval Qf said report by the Mayor of 
the City of Stamford, said improvements shall be carried out in acco~d
ance with said report, after 'notice of such finally approved report has 
been given, according to law; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the report when so approved by the Mayor and 
when funds have been appropriated to pay for the cost of the improvements, 
shall be recorded in the land records uf the City of Stamford. 

,:. " 

********************* .. 
(3) Proposed Resolution - AUTHORIZING CERTAIN -CITY STREETS TO BE TAKEN INTO 

THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM (Being portions of Courtland Avenue, Glenbrook 
Road, West }iain Street, North State Street and South-State Street -

(Mayor's letter 10/16/70) 

The above matter was held in Committee h 
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(4) Letter dated 10/21/70 from Anthony Marrucco, Chairman of HOUSING 
SITE DEVELOPMENT AGENCY, urging approval of two resolutions 
presented in previous letter of 9/15/70 in the matter of the HIGH 
RIDGE ROAD HOUSING SITE DEVELOPMENT PlAN - (Recommitted to Plan

ning & Zoning Connnittee at the Oct. 5, 1970 Board Meeting - SQQ 
Pages 7486-87-88-89 of Minutes) 

MR. HORNER read his Connnittee Report. He said on Oct. 18, 1970, (Sunday) 
at 11 o'clock in the morning, 24 Members ofth~s Board visited and walk
ed around the proposed site, which is something new in the history of 
the Board of Representatives. He said this~l!:n:abled the Membe:r:s to determine 
for themselves whether this site was suitable for the proposed housing. He' 
said on November 5, 1970,the Connnittee held anopen'meeting at the Municipal 
Office Building , but because we were unable to acconnnodate more than 
45 spectators, the mee~ing was moved to the Rippowam High School. He said 
16 members of the Board were present to listen to 33 speakers express their 
opinions against the proposal, while 21 persons spoke in favor of it. He 
s~id the me:ting was called fo: 8 o"clock and was adjourned at 11.45 P.M. '~7) 
Wl. th approx1.mately 250 people 1.n attendance. ' , ' ~ ~ ,I' 'l,ttJ , c:.n.u..:~ 

, ' fJlE t:.T"~ \ tI , 
He said this ,evening at 6.30 P.M. the connnittee held a ~~ on the U .... · 
proposal with the following Mem!?erspresent: Messrs. Roos, Guroian,Nau 
and Homero He said the proposed resolution from Mr. Marrucco of the 
Housing Authority regarding the High Ridge ~ite was discussed and voted upon 
by a vote of 3 against, one in favor and was agreed that the Connnittee would 
reconnnend a REJECTION for the following reasons: 

First, we do not favor downzoning and this application definitely includes 
downzoning. He said zoning as well as planning 'provides for the orderly 
growth of Stamford and, if we are to continue on an orderly basiS, we must 
very definitely consider this. He said if we violate our zoning, we send 
an open invitation to do so again and again. He said since there are several~, 
other sites'which do not require dOWIlzoning, they strongly recommend that 
these sites be developed as quickly as possible in accordance with the need", 
over,any other concepts tha~ may be considered. 

Lastly, the site itself in the opinion of the Connnittee, requires much in 
the way of improvement. He said if we develop this on the 'basis of the 
proposed 100 units that have been indicated, the land cost, per unit, will' 
amount to perhaps $10,000. or more. He said this is land cost per family 
unit. He said they have good indications that· there are other locations 
which do not require downzoning, which are readily available, and which 
have 'all the facilities which are reqt,I:i,r~9-'forthis kind of housing and can 
be developed for around one quarter of what: ,it would cost at the High Ridge 
site. 

He saTd, baSically, these are the reasons why, the Committee reconnnends that 
we reject. 

MR. DIXON said this was also referred to his Connnittee The Public Housing 
& General Relocation Committee. He said his Connnittee disagrees with 
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Mr. Horner's report. He said his Committee met on October 23rd, to 
which all Board Members were invited, the Housing Site Development 
Agency was present and made a partial presentation of the High Ridge 
Site and answered many questions asked by the Board Members. He said 
his Committee recommends approval of the two resolutions presented and 
the site. 

MR. PUETTE said for the reason that the Board cannot vote upon a nega
tive report. HE MOVED for adoption of the first resolution, Which 
reads as follows: Seconded. 

PROPOSED RESOLUTION 

FINDING THAT THE NEED FOR HOUSING FOR FAMILIES OF LOW AND 
MODERATE INCOME IN THE CITY OF STAMFORD IS NOT LESS THAN 

THAT PROPOSED BY THE HIGH RIDGE ROAD HOUSING SITE 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

WHEREAS, Sec. 8-213 of the Connecticut General Statutes provides that 
prior to approving or adopting a housing site development plan, the 
governing body of the municipality shall find that there exists a need 
in the municipality for such housing solely for low or moderate income 
persons or families in an income not less than that to be provided 
pursuant to such plan;, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the 
City of Stamford, that it is found that ther.e presently exists in 
the City of' Stamford a need for hOUSing for low or moderate income 
persons or families in 'an amount not less than that to be ,provided 
pursuant to the High Ridge Housing Site Development Plan. 

******************** 
MRS., PONT-BRIANT MOVED that debate be limited ,to not more than five 
minutes per person and after everyone has been heard once, they may ~peak 
again a second time. Seconded and CARRIED. 

MR. MORRIS said when the URC contract was approved, housing became the 
major issue in Stamford. Homeowners were told their fears were not 
justified because the URC planners will resolve the housing problem. 
He said at that time those who studied the URC plan and objected to it 
because the plan did not provide for housing and the welfare of those 
directly affected, were told that they were "obstructionists" and " 
"opponents of progress" and many put their reputations on the .line for 
fighting for housing and IQst the battle for the people of' Stamford. 
He said as we all now know, the URC failed to live up to its commitments 
in regard to housing and this problem is still with us. Now, he said 
they are attempting to "get into the act" by trying to provide housing • 
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He said we should not forget these facts in our deliberations, and 
neighborhoods should not be destroyed, because we are primarily 
dealing with people who live in a community. 

He said the' zoning regulations protect the neighborhood concept and 
these zoning regulations should be enforced, in order to protect the 
people directly involved. He said the homeowners in the High Ridge 
site area - in the neighborhood of ~OO, signed a petition opposing 
it and their signatures must, 'mean something and it is about time we 
listened to the homeo,~ers'and taxpayers of the City, who worked 
hard in order to acquire their property. He said the Housing 
Authority has not built any housing in the City for the past sixteen 
years and this is, the purpose for which it was created, and its first 
attemp't has created a furor in the community. ,,,,He said we know that, 
non profit organizations have more than 900 units on the drawing 
boards nearing completion - St. John's Towers being one example. He 
said after repeated requests, the Housing Authority was notable to 
give any answers as to how many units, were needed. 

}~. BITETIQ,said he wants to commend the Planning ~' Zoning Committee 
for their, interest and dedication in this matter and thinks ,they have 
done the people of ' this City a great service. He said 'people who 
,reside in the area where downzoning i& taking place, have their homes, 
and lives at stake and should have their rights protected. 

], }ffi. PUETTE spoke in 'favor of the resolution. He said he has received 
word from his 'constituents by telephone and by letter, some expressions 
being favorabl~ to the site, while others were opposed to it. He said 
the consensus was evenly divided between the pros-and cons. 'He said, 
his decision would be bound to make someone unhappy whichever way he 
dec~ded. He said we have a problem ,before us whichw~'Willprobably 
have to face again in the future because no matter how much we wish, 
this problem will simply not go away. He'urged the Members'to vote in 
favor of the Resolution~ 
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}ffi. BIEDER MOVED THE QUESTION. ,Seconded 'and CARRIED. Someone called 
for a d~vision. LOST. 

HR. JOHN' BOCCUZZI asked a question of Mr. Horner. He said he made a 
statement that "there are other sites available" where no downzoning is 
required. He said he would like to see a list of where these other 
sites are. 

}ffi. HORNER said he believes that Mr. Boccuzzi has the same list that he 
has, but he has a reply to the Hayor from the HSDA wherein they refer 
to several sites -- the first one being Site #1, the air rights over the 
Pitney Bowes parking lot'; the second is Site #4, Lawn Avenue; the- 3rd 
l.S Rock Spring Road; being Site 116; Site #8 being air rights over County 
Court House parking area; the next is Site 1t9 ,Court Street and Washington 
Avenue; ,the next, Washington Avenue right of way; Site 113 Lawn Avenue 
and the next is Site in Horgan Street - the next Site 1112, is the Stamford 
Water Company. 
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MR. BOCCUZZI said apparently the Chairman is referring to high rise 
sites and in the area where there already are many sites. 

MR. HORNER said he is referring to the sites that were previously 
recommended,to the Mayor by the HSDA and where feasibility 'studies 
have been completed. 

MR. RUSSELL said after attending the meetings at Rippowam High and 
after an avalanche of phone calls and letters from his constituents, 
he found that there are many people caught in a bind as there are 
many low income groups such as young marrieds,etc., who find Stamford 
beyond their incomes and usually seek housing outside of Stamford. 
He said there is no doubt that we are in very serious need of certain 
types of housing. 

MR. RUSSBACH said he would like a clarification - we have three 
separate items in front of us. He asked if the Members can speak twice 
on each of the three items. 

THE PRESIDENT said that .is true. 

MR. RUSSBACHsaidhis speech concerns the site itself, so he will wait. 

MR. CHIRIMBES said he is for housing and was Chairman of the first 
Housing & General Relocat'ion. of the Board with Thomas Morris at that 
time and they were in~truffiental in getting tne URC to release Parcel 41 
to this Board ~nd also worked toward getting ,it released to the New 
Hope Corporation, the sponsor under 'the Director, Rev. Taylor for 
aapproximately 250 units of .housing three years ago. He explained 
all the things he had done to expedite housing and feels he is well 
qualified in the area of the housing needs. of the City .He said he is 
not at all happy with the way housing has been handled, especially the 
High Ridge site. He said he has been insisting the demand for housing 
be shown to this Board and there is no question that there is a need for, 
housing, but what kind? 'He said no category has yet been established and 
everyone seems to have a different list. He said the Diocese of Bridgeport 
has a list of over 1000 names, many of whom will not qualify. He said he 
has asked many people if they would consider the Three Towers and the 
answer has been negative - they do not wish to live in the center of the 
City orin that type of housing. 

MR. CONNORS said as an old time Member of the Board,.who opposed Urban 
Redevelopment, his argument in' the beginning was "before you tear down, 
you build up". He said when we originaliy, started URC, it was the South
east Quadrant and they were supposed to put a housing project down on 
Beckley Avenue, between Beckley Avenue and Frontage Road and then decided 
not to do it and decided the property was too valuable and changed their 
plans. NOw, he said we are caught in a hassle. He said he heard Mr. Horner 
mention Lawn Avenue twice ~nd would like to know if the East Side is sup
posed to be saturated with ryousing - they .alreadyhave a large share of .it 
and now everyone is crying crocodile tears for some of the other poor tax-
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payers, but how about the taxpayers in the East Side? He said they 
aiso pay for their homes and now here we are talking about two sites 
on La,YIl Avenue, and is the East Side going to get them all and you 
are not going to put them up in High Ridge? He said it is about time 
low cost housing got moved around a little hit - becaus.e Hanover and 
Magee Avenue is another East. Side project, and why? 

MR. CLARK said he has two questions he would like to ask - if this 
motion is defeated, will it be necessary to bring up the other two? 

THE PRESIDENT said no, it will not. 

MR. CLARK said his second question is, if this motion is passed, it 
does not identify with the High Ridge site but maybe it does because 
the language mentions the High Ridge ·site. . 

THE PRESIDENT read the last part of the resolution. 

MR. CLARK said the inference then is that it does mention the Higp 
Ridge site. 

MR. ROOS spoke in favor of the resolution, saying we have done nothing 
to alleviate the problem over' the years .because it is still with us •. 

MR. SCOFIELD s'aid there definitely is a need for housing,,:"~~at least 
2,500 some place. 

MRS. SHER}IAN spoke in favor of the need for housing and can understand 
the plight of the small home owner. She said how can anyone think that 
this type of housing - 80 moderate income families and 20 low income' 
families, in cooperatively owned garden type apartments, facing a major .' 
state highway, can possibly destroy their adjoining neighborhood? She 
urged'approval of the resolution because' of the desperate n~ed for more 
housing. 

MR. GURODU~ said he wants to clear up one misconception and that' is 
CONA was conceived for the East Side home owners three year$ ago, and 
has continued to' work for them. He said the Representatives should heed 
the wishes of their constituents and work in their behalf and in all cases 
prefer their wishes to his own. He spoke against the resolution saying 
there are those who would "bulldose" the SIP.all home owner out of existence. 

MR. MILLER said he would like a clarification on the vote on the first 
resolution - as he understands it, an affirmative vo.te ·on the firstreso
lution is saying that we have a need for a certain amount'ofhousing 
without saying that the. housing must be on the High Ridge.site. He asked 
if this is correct. 

THE PRESIDENT said he is not going to ·try to interpret this - the Board 
Members have. all heard the resolution and they should make their own 
interpretation of what it means. 

I 

I 

I 

. -;,.- " 
.. '. ~ ... ,-.-.......,." .. ~.....,.--



. ' .,'" . 
" .. 

7546 

Minutes of November 9, 1970 

THE PRESIDENT said we have now heard all the speakers. and there are 
some who want to. speak· for the second or third, time.' He asked the 
Members not to keep repeating what has been said before and to keep 
their remarks to a minimum. 

MR. DIXON spoke for the second time in favor of the resolutiori. 

MR. DeFOREST said it looks as if the Board has never been pulled and 
hauled as much as they have been on this issue in a good many years,' 
because most Members see both sides .of the issue.. He said, from 
personal experience, he has found the need for housing for middle 
income persons almost impossible to find and the need definitely exists. 

MR. ELLSWORTH urged the Members to stick to the issues involved. He 
said he has received many phone calls both pro and'con and many persons 
are not reacting in a realistic manner. He said he does not regard 
the housing problem as being in a state of crisis - that someone has 
said we have an occupancy rate in Stamford of near zero,·which is not 
correct and the last he heard is that we have about 750 houses for sale 
on the market. He said someone said that high rise is the answer to 
our problem, but this can be substantiated to prove that high rise 
living is not t.he best solution. He· said because of the neighborhood 
this site cannot remain forever the way it is ••• 7~. Also, there is 
no guarantee this site will stay at 100 units, but only if feaSible, 
and later on the plan can be amended. He said 'the Census proves that 
Stamford is slow growing and has only had a 4% increase between 1960 
and 197() in population. 

MR. DONAHUE said he .read through the Minutes of the Public Hearing that 
was held on the site, attended the eONA Meeting and the Planning & 
Zoning Conunittee Meeting, and heard reasonable arguments .both pro and 
con and also unreasonable arguments both pro and con. He said after a 
great deal of thought he intends to vote against the resolution. prim
arily because a great many of his constituents are opposed to the three 
resolutions concerning this site, and also because there does not seem 
to be a list of those needing this type of housing in existence anywhere, 
and there seems to be.a number of housing projects that have.either not 
been started or have bogged down in their completion and he thinks these 
units should be completed and filled before we start others. 

MR. MORABITO spoke· against the resolution because of the many telephone 
calls and letters he has. received. He· suggested the construction of 
modular homes as one answer to the housing problem •. 

MR. HORNER said' he has ·a copy of a petition in his possession which he . 
would like to pass around among the Members. with the signatures of 593 
people. who live in the inunediate neighborhood and are primarily concerned 
with the concept of downzoning, but on the other hand, if small homes 
were built on the site, they would welcome them. He said these people 
are not bigots'but just don't want this land downzoned. which is the 
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questio~ at hand. He pointed out that the proposed zoning change would 
change this land from 40 units which is presently indicated to a maximum 
density of 140 apartment units. 

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she abstained in the Housing Committee, waiting 
for more information in order to read t~e t~anscript which had been 
given to her the day before. She said she received, notification from 
constituents both p~oand con, and it is not a one way street. S,he 
said she is having a battle to decide what is best, but. can't deny 
that there is a need for a 100 units and also can't deny that these 
people bought their homes in this vicinity, knowing it was designed for 
small home owners and that their rights were protected by zoning., How
ever~ she said CBS was the first step in downzoning, but it probably will 
eventually go commercial, but perhaps these people don't want a factory 
next to them either. She said the Housing Committee first· brought the 
question up of cooperative housing as they felt that pride of ownership 
would protect these units and if they were only rented would not be' taken 
care of in the same manner. She said under the Federal Law, 236~;.. 
housing is being subsidized wherever it may be located. She said this 
will be coming up in the next Budget (funds for this) and a list should 
be forthcoming to this Board arid if they don't want it, the answer .is no 
more funds and then,wewon't get into a hassle over the East Side, the' 
West Side, the North or the South. She said she hopes the Members vote 
honestly on this issue, and not treat it all in "one bucket". She said 
she has at this time, received more calls against the site than she has 
received' for it, but many,have asked her·to vote as honestly as she can 
which she intends to do. 

MR. PUETTEsaid he thinks'the Members are going too far ,c1fieldon the 
first resolution, which is merely using the High Ridge Site as a yardstick. 

MR. KETCHAM said this Board has an obligation to those in need of housing, 
but also has an obligation to the homeowners and taxpayers' - the people 
who live and work pere, who are attempting to maintain their own homes ,and 
pay their taxes under an ever increasing and crushing tax load. He said 
he thinks the 'interests of the property owners should be of first and 
paramount interest, because this, Board should not ,forget that we have a 
broad tax base, which is based on the homeowners, tax'paying American 
citizens and without them we will no longer have the City'of Stamford and 
are starting down the road now - the same road as those who, live in' 
New York City, where'the only peo?lethat can afford to live there are the 
very rich and the very poor and certainly does not want to see this happen here 
in Stamfol;'d. , 

MR. LiVOLSI selid by this time, it must be certain th'atev~qone has made up 
his mind and hopes' that someone will move the, question. 

MR. BIEDER said since there seems to be .some,doubt in many people's minds' 
as to what: the first resolution means and since the President refuses to 
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interpret the resolution, HE MOVED TO AMEND the resolution in the last 
paragraph to read as follows: 

"That. it is found that there presently exists in. the City of 
Stamford a need for housing for low or moderate income persons 
or families in an amount not less than 100 FAMILY UNITS" 

Mr. Murphy seconded the motion. 'VOTE taken on the amendment. LOST. 

MR. RYBNICKsaid he does not understand Why every time we vote on an
other housing project that we also have to vote on"whether or not there 
is a need for housing. 

THE PRES'IDENT said the answer is "yes". 

MR. LiVOLSI 'said a vote for the first resolution is a vote for the site, 
and there is no doubt about it, and let's face it. 

MRS. VARNEY said she thinks a vote on the resolution is a vote for down
zoning and nothing else. She said her vote tonight will reflect the 
overwhelming mandate of those who elected her because she is first· and 
foremost a District Representative. She said when people are not. pro
tected against downzoning, there .is little else we can offer for the 
protection of property rights. She said it is apparent that Stamford 
has taken a positive step in the direction of housing and she is not 
concerned about people who do not live here, but is concerned about 
people who" live here NOW and the people who have made this City their 
home over the years. 

MR. RUSSBACH said he feels tha-t any further discussion will not gain 
anything, so therefore MGVES THE QUESTION.' Seconded and CARRIED with 
one "no" vote (Mrs. Sherman). 

THE PRESIDENT said a vote will .now be taken on the Resolution' as moved 
by Mr. Pnette, which he again read. 

MR. BOCCUZZI asked the President to state that if this Resolution is 
defeated, then the others will not come up. 

THE PRESIDENT said he will rule that if- the vote on the first Resolution 
is lost, there cannot be any further vote taken as th~s is the first re
quirement_by the State. 

MR. MORRIS requested a ROLL CALL VOTE. There being sufficient, the 
President declared one will be taken an~ asked the Clerk to call the roll • 
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}ffi. BIEDER asked the President to clarify the vote - that if a vote is 
taken on the Resolution and one votes in favor, is one voting in favor 
of the High Ridge Housing Site, or is one voting that there exists a 
housing shortage in Stamford? 

THE PRESIDENT refused t,o interpret the Resolution and said it is not 
subject to his interpretation - that everyone has a copy of it and they 
can interpret it as they see it. He instructed the Clerk to call the 
roll. -

The motion was LOST by the following vote of 24 opposed, 14 in favor,. 
with one abstention, the President not voting except in case of a tie: 

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR: 

BlEDER, Richard (D) 
BOCCUZZI, John (D) 
BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D) 
CAPORIZZO, William (R)' 
DeFOREST, John (R) 
DIXON, Handy (D) 
ELLSWORTH, Stephen (R) 
MURPHY, William (D) 
PONT- BRIANT, Lois (R) 
PUE'ITE, William (R) 
ROOS, John (R) 
SCOFIELD, Edward' (R) 
SHERY.tAN, Edith (R) 
TRUGLIA, Anthony '(D) 

ABSTAINED: 

DURSO, Robert (D) 

THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITION: 

BITETTO, Joseph(R) 
CHIRnmES, Peter (R) 
CIARK, R~~tl (R) 
CONNORS, George (D) 
COSTELLO, Robert (D) 
DOMBROSKI, Edward (D) 
DONAHUE, Alphonsus (D) 
EXNICIOS, Robert (R) 
GUROIAN, Armen (D) 
HORNER, Watson (R) 
KELLY, Stephen (D) 
KETCHAM, Alan (R) 
LiVOLSI, Frank (D) 
}fILLER, Frederick (D) , 
MORABITO, Joseph (D) 
MORRIS, Thomas' (R) 
NAU, Matthias (R) 
PENSIERO~ Joseph (D) 
RAVALLESE, George (D)' 
RUSSBACH,'Daniel (R~ 
RUSSELL, George (R)~ 

RYBNICK, Gerald (D) 
SHERER, Sidney (R), 
VARNEY, Kim, (R) 

------------------------~----------------------------- -----------------------

(5) Report of Commissioner of finance on BARNCRDfT ROAD (Advertised by him 
on September 25, 26, and ~8, 1970) 

The above matt~r was held in Committee. 

(6) Proposed Ordinance to change name of WASHINGTON AVENUE and streets, run
ning into extension of same, from Long Ridge Road to Broad Street, to' 
intersection with Pacific Street C't Dyke'Lane, to be known, in its 
entirety as "RIVER DRIVE" with Ordinance not to take effect until 
July 1, 1972 -'(Proposed by President Chas. J. Heinzer,III - Held in 

, Committee 9/8/70 and 10/5/70) 
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The above matter.was held in Committee. 

(7) Petition from 2 Residents of DEaRY STREET (received 10/26/70) 
asking for Road to be broughtup to specifications for acceptance 
as a City street under provisions of Section 640 (Chapter 64)· of 
Charter and Section 29.50 of Code of General Ordinances - (Letter 

to President Qlarles J. Heinzer, III from Mr. & Mrs. Angelo 
Dagostino and Eileen Brennan) 

The above matter was held in Committee. 

PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE: 

MR. KELLY, Chairman, said there was no meeting of his Committee; how
ever, there are two matters which will have to be acted upon this 
evening as follows: . 

(1) Request in letter of 10/9/70 from Edward A. Connell, Supt. Dept. 
of Parks & Trees, for APPROVAL OF 1971 SEASON PUBLIC MARINA 
FACILITY USE FEES FOR CUMMINGS, COVE AND SOUTHFIELD MARINAS 

MR. KELLY presented the foLLowing and MOVED for approval. Seconded 
and CARRIED: 

LOCATION 18' DOCK 16' DOCK OPEN MOORING 

Cunnnings $50.06 $40.00 $2.00 per ft. (a) 

Cove $50.00 $40.00 $2.00 " 11 (a) 

Southfield $25.00 ---------
(a) Minimum open mooring fee: $30.00 

(2) PETITION NO. 352 - SALVATION ARMY - Request for Christmas Kettles 
on City Street beginning Friday, Nov. 27. 1970 

. MR. KELLY MOVED for suspension of the rules in order to bring the above. 
matter on the floor at this time. He said Captain Robert A. Lugiano, 
a new Officer in the Salvation Army in Stamford, was not knowledgeable 
.aboutthe procedure to be followed in filing a petition and he sent it 
to Mayor Julius Wilensky, who in turn told him it would be granted. 
However, Mr. Kelly said, he did not receive any information ~ntil to':' 
night. Seconded and CARRiED to suspend the rules. . 

MR. KELLY MOVED for approval of the Petition with full knowledge that 
every requirement be complied with. Seconded and CARRIED unanimously. 

-. -,. ~" .. . , .... 
. ". ,. . . 
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PERS01~EL COMMITTEE: 

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREE}ffiNT entered into on October 19. 1970 
covering TWO YEARS - From July 1, 1970 through and including 
June 30, 1972 between CITY OF STAMFORD and'the STAMFORD BOARD OF 
EDUCATION (clerical employees) and the STA}WORD MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES 
ASSOCIATION - (Copies or contract delivered to all Board Members on 

10/19/70) 

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said the Personnel Committee met on Friday ev~ning to 
go· over the l-ffiA contract specifically, .with the following present: 
Mr •. Ravallese, Mr. Ellsworth, Mr. Costello and Mrs. Pont-Briant~ She 
said also present was Mr. Eugene Gordon the. contract negotiator and 
Mr. Barker. She said they spent about two hours going over the MEA 
contract. In addition, Mr. Exnicios, Chairman of the Fiscal Committee 
and Mr. Morris, Majority Leader and Mr. Leonard Vignola from the Board 
of Finance, were present to obtain ~nformation. She said after dis
cussion the Committee approved the MEA contract. 

HRS. PONT':'BRIANT MOVED for approval of the above contract. Seconded 
and CARRIED with two "no" votes. 

HOUSE COMMITTEE: 

Letter dated 10/22/70 from Deputy Fire Marshal to Commissioner of 
Public Works, concerning' OBSTRUCTION TO EXIT AT REAR OF MEETING 
ROO}! OF BOARD OF REPRESE;:;J"TATIVES and stacked c'hairs which block the 
second egress: also NOTIFICATION OF REQUIREl-ffiNTS FOR PLACE OF 
ASSEHBLY under State Fire Regulations; also notice that EXIT signs 
are not the required size; also REDUCTION IN NUl-illER OF OCCUPANTS TO 
90, all of which are VIOLATIONS OF THE STATE FIRE REGULATIONS, and 
must be corrected. 

MR. RYBNICK, Chairman, called the members' attention to the new fire 
regulations concerning the Board Room' which have been broug4t to ou~ at
tention since the October meeting. He said he wishes to strongly 
emphasize the fact that it is not the recommendation of this Board .that 
the public not be aLlowed to attend meetings, but the Fire Regulations 
must be adhered to and this was brought to the attention of the Board 
that we must abide by these.regulations. 

URBAN RENEWAL COMHITTEE: 

Proposed Resolution Noo 711 - APPROVING TRANSFER OF JURIS.DICTION OF 
A PORTION OF SOUTH STREET, l-1AIN STREET, RIVER STREET, BROAD STREET 
AND ALL OF RIPPOWAM P:.ACE FROM THE CITY OF STA}WORD. CONNECTICUT 
URBAN REDEVELOP}ffiNT COMHISSION TO THE CITY OF STAMFORD, IN ACCORD
ANCE I.JITH PROVISIONS OF ORDINANCE NO. 144 of General Ordinances of 
the City - (Requested in letter 9/l1/70'from URC Legal Asst. and Land 

Disposition Officer - Held in Committee 10/5/70) 

I 

I 
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MR. KETCHAM, Chairman said his Committee only has this one resolution 
which was given to.them'in September and which they have been holding 
pending the completion of WILLOW STREET - however,'this street is not 
as yet completed. He said he spoke to Mr.' Hibben the other day and 
they would like to have the other streets transferred to the City, 
these other streets being ones whE:!rE:! Lhe work widening. has .been donc. 
He read the following resolution and MOVED for its adoption, excluding 
WILLOW STREET. Secondpn finn C:A RRTF.D ll~animously: ' 

RESOLUTION NO. 711 

APPROVING TRANSFER OF JURISDIctION OF A PORTION OF SOUTH STREET, 
MAIN STREET, RIVER STREET, BROAD STREET AND ALL OF RIPPOWAM 
PLACE FROM THE CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT URBAN REDEVELOPMENT 
COMMISSION TO THE CITY OF STAMFORD, IN ACCORDANCE WITH PROVISIONS 
OF ORDINANCE NO.,144 OF THE CODE OF GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY 

WHEREAS, the City of Stamford, Connecticut Urban Redevelopment Commission 
is presently engaged in the execution of the Southea~t Quaurant Urban 
Renewal Proj~ct, Project No. Conn. R~43; arid 

WHEREAS, in pursuance of the execution of the Southeast, Quadrant Urban 
Renewal' Project, the City of Stamford, Connecticut Urban Redevelopment 
Commission has acquired certain property for the purpose of making public 
improvements on South Street, Main Street, River Street, Broad Street 
and Rippowam Place, and said improvements are substantially completed; 
~d ' 

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 144 of the Code of General Ordinances of the City' 
of Stamford provides for the transfer of jurisdiction between the City 
and its agencies; ,and 

WHEREAS, the transfer of jurisdiction is in the public interest~ 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by, the Board of Representa
tives of 'the City of Stamford, Connecticut, that the jurisdiction of the 
following described property is hereby transferred from the City of ' 
Stamford, Connecticut Urban Redevelopment commission to the City ·of 
Stamford, in accordance with the provisions of Ordinance No. 144 of the 
Code of General Ordinances of the City: " 

\ . 

SOUTH STREET, with the additional property acquired and the public 
improvements made thereon from the sou,therly, g()undary line of t~e Urban 
Renewal area to the intersection with'the so~therly boundary line of ' 
Main Street; 

RIPPQWAM PLACE, with the additional property cic~uired and the public 
improvements made thereon, from the intersection with the southerly 
boundary line of Main Street to the intersection with the westerly 
boundary of South Street; 

..... - ' . 
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HAIN STREET, with the additional property acquired and the public 
improvements made thereon from the intersection with the easterly 
boundary of Relay Place to the intcrocction with the easterly boundary 
of South Str-eet; 

RIVER STREET, with the additional property acquired and the 'public 
improvements made thereon, from the intersection with the northerly 
bouI1l1ary uf NaIll Slrt!t!l lu the intersection with the northerly 
boundary of Broad Street; 

BROAD STREET, with the additional property· acquired and the public 
improvements made thereon from the intersection with the westerly 
boundary of River Street to the intersection with the westerly boun-
dary of Atlantic Street. . 

*************************** . 

" 

Regu~st for ?ppointment of an I~~ESTJGAiTNG COMMITTEE to find out why 
housing is not being built by the Better Housing, Coleman Corp. and 
Ne\v Hope Corp. and report back to this Board as to their status and 
dale of cump1etion of all sites, agencies and programs. within 30 days . 
and report as to why New Hope Parcel 41 should not revert to F.D.Rich. 
for instant.housing,which F~D.Rich has 'an opti.on and has not exerted 
to date 

MR. CHIRIMBES made a motion as outlined.above.' 

THEPRESIDEtrr asked Hr •. Chirimbes to put this in vriting and give to 
Mrs. Farrell for referral.to committee at the Steering Commlttee meet
ing. Mr. Chirimbes said lIe would do so. 

MR, }fURPHY said the previous speaker was a member of the Housing Com~ 
mittee and should know the answers as well .as anybody. 

MR: RYBNICK said he would like to make qn amendment to what Mr. Chirimbes 
just said -- that this· same Committee receive from the different 

. agencies a priority list of the people that should be re-located. 

THE PRESIDENT suggested that Mr. Rybnick put this in writing and bring 
it to the next meeting of the Steering Committee. 

MRS. PONT-BRIANT asked if when this is sent in there is any possibility 
that this go to the Housing Committee rather to another .. ·special committee 
and perhaps they can come up with a list, perhaps by Jls.ing ~Data Process
ing, and perhaps this can be kept in a committee that:is alr~ady' in exis
tence. 

MR. CHIRIMBES said he will change this to a request that this Board 
investigate. 

THE PRESIDENT said let this be discussed in the Steering Committee and 
not on the floor at this time. 

. ~'.--"-:,.'''''' ."; 
~. . -.'. -

.-,--. -.~:C--~~
... " ~ ~ 

" ~ 

. . ...... 

I 

I 



u 

IJ 

. -,-

" -

7554 
Minutes of Novembe~ 9, 1970 

SPECIAL CoMMITTEE CONCERNING RAPIDS ROAD: 

MR. DeFOREST asked if everybody is still awake. -There was a chorus 
of "Yes" in reply. 

MR.- DeFOREST presented the following report of his Special Investigat
ing Committee: 

RAPIDS ROAD SPECIAL-COMMITTEE REPORT 
November 9, 1970 

At-the July 1970 Meeting of the Board of Representatives, by vote of 
the Board, President Charles Heinzer appointed a special committee to 
investigate the Rapids Road controversy. The objective was to determine 
whether or not there had been any irregular or illegal practices follow
ed in the handling of the situation, it being recognized that Rapids 
Road was not yet an accepted city street. 

The Committee was comprised of Joseph Morabito, Robert Durso, 
Frank LiVolsi, Matthew Nau, William Puette _and JohnL. DeForest, Chairman~ 
The Committee was emp0wered to proceed with its assignment as provided in 
Sec. 204.2 of the City charter and incur any necessary expenses in con
nectionwith its investigation in accordance with Section 206. 

At the Committee's first meeting in July it was decided to retain the 
services of a professional investigator as-such a person could op-erate 
more efficiently, in greater depth, in a more objective manner and in 
less time. Thomas F. Skinner, President of Confidential Research Associates, 
Inc.', was engagedt~ conduct the investigation. A former FBI agent -
Mr. Skinner, has had considerable experience in municipal and industrial 
investigations. 

Mr. Skinner conducted in"7depth inte'rviews with 20 persons connected 
directly or indirectly with the'Rapids Road situation. He also checked 
available 'files and records in the' Public Works Dept., 'and -elsewhere 
when necessary. At the conclusion of his investigation he submitted to 
the committee a complete report including detailed interviews, copies of 
pertinent letters and do'cument's pertaining to tlj.e matter under study. 
These findings are included ~ith this 'report. 

Having carefully studied Mr. Skinner's report,the Committee interviewed 
certain key persons involved in the Rapids Road controversy. These in
cluded Public Works Commissioner'Walter Maguire, Deputy Public Works 
Commissioner John Canavan, Operations Officer Nicholas Loglisci, City 
Engineer William Sabia, Commissioner of Finance George Aretakis and 
Assistant Corporation Counsel Theodore Godlin • 

Using the aforementioned report plus detailed interviews with the above 
officials, the Committee arrived at the following conclusions: 

. -, ..... . , .. ':".: -. 
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1. Although no evidence was found to indicate any actual gain or 
profit was ·either planned or obtained by any of the principals involved, 
there was a definite violation of Chapter 64 of the City Charter by the 
manner in which the road project waf:> handled. It was evident that al
though severa.! officials within the Public Works Department were aware 
of the·fai1t1r~· to comply with Chapter 64, the "lork was allowed to pro
ceed notwithstanding. 

2. It is obvious also that there is poor supervLsLon and control within 
the Publi~Wbrks Department arising from a lack ofc1early defined lines 
of authority and established lines of communication within the various 
bureaus of the department. 

3. There is, furthermore, an evident lack of cost controls, businesslike 
accounting procedures and material control. There is currently, for 
instance, a storm drain account, a large portion of which is vague as to 
expenditures. In fact, this account is an obvious "dumping ground" in 
the department's accounting system when there is doubt as to where actual 
costs are to Deallocated. 

4. There is a lack of careful planning and programming of projects in 
the Public Works' Department. The lack of a comprehensive system ofre
porting on programs, both physical and financial, has res.ulted in con
siderable confusion. There {s no check on the legality under the charter 
of many projects, . some of current interest inCidentally. 

5. There is a gross' lack of communication between the various c"ity depart~ 
ments with one department knowing little' about the basic procedures of 
another. This was broughl:-out by Public Works officials either not know
ing or simply ignoring the basic procedures of the Finance Department. 

6. So far as the Commissioner.of Finance is concerned, he usurped the 
authority of the Public Works Department by injecting himself into an 
area where his department had no legal authority. 

7. Insofar as the Rapids Road situation is concerned, the Corporation 
Counsel's office showed very little sense of respo~sibility. 

'In order, therefore, to eliminates'llch situations as Rapids Roads, and to 
increase overall operating efficiency of the city government· .. · the follow-' 

.ing recommendations are·submitted: .. 

1. Chapter 64, along with all other provLsLonof the· 'City Charter, must 
be strictly adhered to by all CHy officials in their day to day functions.' 

2. Clearly defined li~es of authority. and responsibility should be . 
established, or if they already exist, ·should be strictly followed, with" 
the Commissioner to .be held responsible for their implementation • 

. 3. A procedure should' be developed by. the Public Works Department for 
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the reporting and control of costs connected with every project with 
an appropriate follow-up by the Commissioner. Possibly this is an area 
where an internal auditor might be helpful. . 

4. Better planning and programming of futurt:! activitit:!s should be 
undertaken by the Public Works Department with a monthly progress re.
port made by the Public Works Commissioner to the Mayor and to the 
Board of Representatives indicating achievement over against goals to 
be met. 

5. We strongly recommend closer cooperatiop and coordination between the 
various City departments. 

6. 'No department head should usurp. or attempt to usurp. the legal 
authority of any other department for any reason whatsoever. 

7. Finally. we recommend that the Corporation Counsel's office be more 
responsive to requests from other departments. 

The Chairman wishes now to thank the working members of the· Committee: 
Messrs. Puette, Nau and Morabito for their contribution to this study, arrd 
to expres~ appreication for the interest and attention shown by Board 
President Heinzer, Majority Leader Thomas Morris and Minority Leader 
Anthony Truglia. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(sgd.) .John L. De Forest 
Chairman; Rapids Road Committee, 

-----------------~----------------------------.--.--------------------.----
, , 

, -
MR. MURPHY said he would like to commend the Committee for a job well 
donw and that i~ is too Dad it was not broadcast over the Radio before 
the' Station went off the air. at 11 o'clock. 

THE PRESIDENT called fora vote accepting the report of the Committee. 
CARRIED unanimously •. 

SPECIAL STUDY COMMIl'TEE ON BOARD OPERATIONS: 

MR~.KETCHAM said he has only one matter he wishes to bring on the floor 
at this time. 

Request for an Emergency Appropriation in the amount of $5.000 for 
period January 1. 1971 through June 30. 1971 for the purpose of re
,taining Counsel for this Board 

MR. KETCHAM MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded and 
CARRIED unanimously. 

, . 
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SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON DRUG ABUSE: 

Mr. Morris, Chairman, reported tha,t the Committee held one meeting 
and 'he wishes to report "Progress". 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR: 

HRS. PONT-BRIANT read the follmving letter from the Mayor to the 
Majority Leader, dated November 9, 1970: 

Mr. ,Thomas Morris 
82 Belltown Road 
Stantf;ord, Conn. 

Dear Tom: RE: TABUIATIONS ON NEED FOR LOW COST HOUSING 

I have been attempting to make a complete master listing of people 
in Stamford who need housing, since you request.ed it about a m0n.thago. 
Previous lists have been'made by going to sources such as URC, the 
Housing Authority, Welfare, and various moderate income, ,low income 
and Senior Citizens Projects, and getting tabulations. These always 
total approximately 5000 units. ' 

I don't think this method of compiling a'list is any good. First, 
SOmeone wo has applied for public housing isn't necessarily living in. 
bad housing. Second, someone who is living in bad housing may have 
applied to several non-profit projects, as well as the Housing Authority. 
'ThUs, the lists alone do not represent 'the total need for housing because, 
they do not include familie's in need of housing who do not have .current' ' 
applications on file. Hany people discouraged by long waiting periods, 
do not maintain their names on active lists. 

The best way to make a true listing would be to tak a complete housing 
inventory and census" including income; family composition, etc. This 
was done as a part of our CRP study. The housing section was completed 
September, 1968, but'this study was based on 1960 census figures, and r 
wouldn't try to, apply it to today's condition. 

Another way it could be done would be to take existing source data and 
weed out duplications. You wouldn't have a complete list, you'd be miss
ing would be pe9P;tewho need housing and haven't applied. We would have 
to check existirig housing, ~'but only on a selective basis, i.e. ,those' 
who have app1i~d. When you first asked, this is what we set out 1:0 do.' ,: 

We are making up a master list of people who have applied for housing to 
any low income, moderate income, or senior citizen project, and who are 
presently in need of such housing. It will include such data as length 
of time lived in Stamford, income and how many people earned it, family 
composition, number of bedrooms needed, rent being paid, and eligibility 
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for low income moderate income, and senior citizens housing. By 
having names of these families and listing them alphabe~ical1y, we 
can weed out duplications. We should keep it up to date, perhaps 
using IBM machines. We are pretty well along with this compilation, 

_ but have been unable to complete it. 

It is not my intention to- publish this_data, but only to make public 
8 summary, showing how.many units of housing are required, for each 
category, l,ow income, moderate income, and senior citizens. _ I would 
have the backup' data available for any Board of -Representative, Board 
of Finance, Housing Authority, Planning Board or' Zoning Board member 
to look at, but without names. Thus confidentiali~,'would be preserved. 

Though I do -not have a final figure for you at this point,- we have 
gone far enough with our study that 'I can assure Board Members without 
the shadow of a doubt that we cannot possibly meet the dire needs of 
our citizens who live in slums for clean, sage, decent housing, with 
the 917 units already under construction, or moving towards gDQurld . 
breaking. My best projection at this point is that we have approximately -

,2500 applicants on waiting lists without duplications. 

We certainly, shouldn't hesitate to start 100 more, on the ,basis of need. 
The need is there. 

. JMW:awm 

Cordially, 

(SGD.) Julius 
Julius M. Wilensky 

, Mayor 

---------------------------------------------------------------~-------

MR. MURPHY said the Mayor is .preparing his own list, but the Board wants 
their own lis-t as well. 

OLD'BUSINESS: 

Request for liaison between the Board of Representatives -and CTE by 
sending Two Representatives in order to have a monthly account of 
their activities so the Board .will be better informed 

MR. TRUGLIA said he brought up the above matter at last month I s meeting, 
and he would like to request the same thing again this month. HE MOVED 
this be done. Seconded by Mr. Murp!1y. 

MR. MURPHY said he knows very little ,about GTE except what,he reads ~n 
the newspaper and hears over the Radio.' He said it would be very 
interesting if we had some liaison with CTEas to be better informed. 

MRS. SHERMAN said she read in the paper that something in the neighbor
hood of Three Million Dollars went to GTE over the past five years" 
which certainly should be of interest to this Board and it would be a 
good idea for this Board to be better informed of their activities. 
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MR. SCOFIELD objected, saying he does not think this Board should try 
to interject itself into the affairs of eTE and we have not been invited 
to do so. He said he thinks a lot more could be accomplished in a more 

"-quiet and informal manner such as the way we wort with the Board of 
Education and that it should not be highly publicized. He suggested it 
could be better accomp lished if the President, the Najority Leader and 
the Minority Leader meet informally with the GTE and try to work out some 
kind of informal arrangement and should not vote for us to represent 
ourselves, especially at one of their monthly meetings, Which is a packed 
house and nothing really gets done. He said he feels that a lot more 
could be accomplished by getting together with their Executive Board on 
an informal basis once in a while. He said he also wishes to point out 
that they' have a publication which COmes out every other mon~h which is 
informative. He said the unfortunate part of it is that information is 
not put in the press and over the radio. He said he would like to ask the 
representatives of the press and the radio to please take note' of this 
omission. 

MRS. SHERMAN said she thinks it would be very nice if the Board members 
received this sort of information from GTE so they. could be better in
formed of what they are doing. 

VOTE taken on Mr. Truglia' s motion. CARRIED with a few "no" votes. 

NEW BUSINESS: 

Request for a Special Study Committee to become a Standing Committee 
(Spec~al Study Committee on Board Operations) 

MR. MORABITO said he would like to see the Special Study Committee that 
is chaired by Mr. Ketcham become a Standing Committee. He said he thinks' 
this Committee should periodically 'evaluat'e every appointive Board or 
Commission in this City, such as the nm. defunct Design 'Review Board, . 
and any other Boards -- in fact, any appointive City Board. Hesaid·as 
a former member of the Design Review Board, and not to interpret his re
marks as criticism, but, as a former Member of that Board he can t'ruth
fully say the DesignR.eview Board was a big ZERO - and that' it failed t.o 
accomplish anything and was a waste of time and money.. He said he is 
quite sure that any Architect, any Engineer, sign man, and. anyone who 
needs a Design Review. Board to check over his work, has very little con
fidence in his o,VTI ability. He said. he would like to see this Committee, 
chaired by Mr. Ketcham, who has dqne an.outstanding job, . re-evaluate every 
appointive Board or Commission in the City~ 

THE PRESIDENT said this cannot come up tonight, because the Speaker is 
trying· to expand the duties of the Committee, which affect the very . 
basic rules of this Board. He suggested that he put this in ~riting and 
send it to the Steering Committee so it can be put in the proper cpmmitt·ee 
and be handled prnpp.rly. 

Request for an Investigation of the Stamford Water Company 

MR. TRUGLIA said he wished to ask that this Board investigate the Stamford 
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Water Company. (applause). He said he bases his request on the fol
lowing: '(1) personal calls by many citizens complaining of poor service, 
and (2) the question of quality of water, both for drinking and for 
bathing, and (3) the lack 0-£ sufficient water pressure ,throughout the 
various sections of the 'City of Stamford. 

THE PRESIDENT said this also should be sent to the Steering Committee. 

ADJOURNMENT : 

, There being no further Business to come before the Board, on motion, 
duly seconded and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned at 1 A.M. 

Velma Farrell, A~istrative Assistant 
(Recording Secretary) 

vf 

APPROVED: 

~' 
,Charles J. 

11th Board 

" , ..... -
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NOTE: The above meeting was 
broadcast ove,r Radio Station 

'WSTC until 11 P.M. 
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