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HI!\UTES OF JU!~, 1973 

~2TH BO~~OF REPRESENTATIVES 

STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 

A regular monthly meeting of the 12th Board of Representatives of the City 
of Stamford ~as held on Monday, June 4, 1973 in the meeting room of the Board, 
second floor, 429 AUantic Street, Municipal Office Building, Stamford, 
Connecticut. 

The meeting 'Was called to order at 8:45 P.M. by the Majority Leader, Mr. 
Joseph Morabito, 'Who served as Act1rlg President in the absence of the President, 
'Who is in the hospital. 

INVOCATION - Given by Rev. Raymond Scott, First Presbyterian Church 

PlEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG: The Acting President led the members in 
the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. 

ROLL CALL ~aS taken by the Clerk. There 'Were 38 present and 2 absent. The 
Absent members 'Were: 

Geurge V. Connors (D) 8th District 
George E. Russell (R) 17th District 

CHECK OF VOTrnG MACHINE: 

The voting machine 'Was checked and found to be in good 'Working order. 

PAGES: 

MR. MJRABITO announced by presence of his t'Wo sons - Dan and Salvatore, 'Who 
s~--ving us Pages for this evening. 

ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES - May 1, 1973 
May 7, 1973 Adjourned meeting 
May 10, 1973 Budget meeting 
May 11, 1973 AdjoUL~ed Budget meeting 

MR. FRIEDMAN called attention b page 9647 on the ROLL CALL vote. He said 
he is listed as voting in favor and he voted in opposition. MR. GAl13INO 
voted in favor, not in opposition. 

MRS. LAITMAN called attention to page 9634, item #5 ~hich is listed as Jeing 
carried by un~iillous vote. S~e said she voted no on this item. 

There being no further" correcti::ms, the minutes "ere accepted as corrected. 

Note: on page 9633 'Where tl:ere is an ex-1)lanat0!'Jrn:te and refers to 
Section 202 of the C::;de of Generll Ordinances. This should 
have read: Sectio:1 2-2 of the C~de of General Ordinances instead. 

COMM[TTEE REPORTS: 

The reading of the report of the Steering Committee wus'Waived and appears 
" belo'W: 

S'mERING COMMITTEE REPORT" 

Meeting held on Monday, May 21. 1973 
7'1 
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Minutes of June 4, 1973 

A meeting of the Steering Cornoittee ~aS held on Monday, May 21, 1973 in the 
Board of Representatives' C;;iUCilS Room, Municipal Office Building, 429 Atlantic 
Street, Stamford, Connecticut. 

The meeting ~as called to order at 8 P.M. by Mr. Thomas Morris, Minorit~ 
Leader. The follc)'wing members wre r;resent: Thomas Morris, Marilyn Lutman, 
John Boccuzzi, Jeremiah Livingston, Frederick Lenz, Matthe1.l Rose, Steve Kelly, 
Frederick Miller, John Colasso, Lois Pont-Briant, Robert Exnicios, and 
Edith Sherman. 

( 1) Appointments: 

All Appointments held in Committee at the May 7th Meeting 1.Iere ORDERED ON 
THE AGENDA under APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE. 

Mayor's letter of May 18, 1973 (Received on May 21, 1973) submitting 6 
appointments, 1.Iere ORDERED ON THE AGENDA under APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE. 

(2) Additional Appropriations: 

All appropriations held in Committee at the May 7th meeting 1.Iere ORDERED ON 
THE AGENDA and referred to the FISCAL COMMITTEE and other Committees concerne~. 

All i tams approved by the Board of Finance at their 5/10/73 meeting 'Were 
ORDERED ON THE AGENDA and referred to the Committees concerned, although t'Wo 
fiscal items 1.Iere ordered off the agenda •. 

(3) Proposed CONSUMER PROTECTIOH Otm~NANCE jgre~ing a Consumer Protection 
Commission ~6r the City. consisting of 3 members; - (Presented by the 1.I0men 
members of the Board on 3/19/73) - (Held in Committee 4/2/73 and 5/7/73) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under IEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

~~icha ~eement is su olemental to 
and Philli-'"'s Park Inc. 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE and SEVJER COMMITTEE 

(5) Request to amend Ordinar::ce No. 222 - CJiA.~GnrG NAME OF WILIDW STREET TO 
TRESSER BLVD., by adding the,...,h££gs: "FTOJ! i-JEST MA.L~ STREET to ELM 
STREET approxi.:nately 20,J72G fee~" -- (SubIJitted by Mike Tresser, 11th 
Dist. Rep.) -

ORDERED ON AGENDA under IEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

(6) Ordinance for fin 1 do tion entitled: "SEVJERS AA"D SEWAGE DISPOSAL" 
(Adopted for pUblication 4 2 73; published 4 6 73; amended version 
approved for publication on 5/7/73 and published Frid~May 11,1973) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under IEGISLATIVE& RULES COMMITTEE 
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(7) Ordinance (for f~k dOt:ti'on) CONcER\,:lliG AUT!IDRIZATION OF EASEl£N'l'S FROM 
THE CITY OF STAMFO?.:i :0 EELCO FOR THE. PURPOSE OF PROvIDmG ELECTRICAL Nm 
GAS SERVICE DISTRI3;.._ ::C~\ FACILITIES FOR THE ICE SKATING RINK ON THE 
SOUTH SIDE OF COVE ?":;.J AT COVE IS~1) - (Mayor's letter of 4)11/73) 
(Approved for publica~ion 5/7/73 and published 5/11/73) 

OIWERED ON AGENDA ~de!" LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

(8) Final adoption of O!":'~"1a.'1ce entitled: "AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OE 
STAMFORD,' CONNECTICt:, ?ROVInmG FOR THE REPEAL OF SECTION 10-6. OF 

. THE CODE OF ORDINA!iG.3 CITY OF STAMFORD AND DECL ING SAME TO IE 
NULL AND VOID AND OF ~;O EFFECT" - (Approved for publication 5 7 73 
and published 5/11/7;) -' (Mayor's letter of 4/13/73) - Note: this ~as 
submitted in TID pa='ts, HO\ol9ver, the second part ~as DENIED by the 
Board at their May 7th meeting by a vete of 33 no and 3 yes - See 
5/7/73 agenda, item #11 ' J1d~!' L & R) , 

ORDEjlED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE 

OlmERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE &: RULES COMMITTEE 
" 

(10) FIFTH ANNUAL FESTIVAL OF THE PERFORMING ARTS IN MILL RIVER PARK ON 
JUNE 28. 29. 30 and July 1. 1973 - To be open ''ifP?1the Community ~ithout 
charge - Requested in letter from Charles P. Lickson, Counsel to 
Committee for Performing and Visual Arts, Inc., dated 4/9/73) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA undc::!" PARKS & RECREATIONS COMMITTEE 

ORDERED ON AGENDA und~!' PARKS & RECREATIOn COMMITTEE 

(12) FEES FOR USE! OF CUBE:; . .3TADIUH 'ill TENNIS CO AT STAMFORD AND 
RIPPOWAM HIGH SCHOOL::; - (Presented in letter of 7 14 73 from Supt. 
of Recreation, Bru<, Giordano) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA und,~!' fARK3 & RECREATIOn COMMITTEE 

ORDERED ON AGENDA und';!' ?.ARK.3 & RECREATION COMMITTEE 

(14) Request that theParY. ~~ the junction of Richmond Hill and Fairfi§ld 
AvenUe be named "JACY..d. :tOBn~SON MEHORI& PARK" • 

ORDERED ON AGENDAund~:- PARKS & RECREATION. COMMIT1EE 
\ ," 
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(15) Letter fro!:l Supt, of Px-i-: DeDt" Mr. Ed"a.:rd Connell. requesting the 
Board of Representatives to effect the tra.;"isfer of administrative 
jurisdiction fro~ the General City Govern=ent to the Department of 

Parks & Natural Resources through the· ter:::lS of Ordinance No. 144 of the 
18 plus ci ty-o\IDed tract at the north1.Je st corner of RockriImnon and 
Scofieldto~ Road and site of the former City dump. 

ORDERED O~ AGENDA under PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE 

(16 ) 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE 

(17) COLIECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACTS - From July 1, 1972 through June 30, 
1974 - for the fo11o~ing: 

(1) CONNECTICUT NURSES' ASroCIATION 
(2) DENTAL HYGIENISTS 
(3) CASElrl>RKERS 

*(4) MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES ASSOCIATION (if ready) 
*(5) FIRE FIGHTERS ASSOCIATION (if ready) 
*(6) POLICE ASroCIATION (if ready) 

* Note: These have not been received as yet, but might come in 
before the June 4th Meeting. 

ORDERED ON AGENDA under PERSONNEL COMMITTEE 

(18) ~yor's letter dated April 9, 1973, outlining method of distriWution 
of $2,137,678.00 in additional funds to be received under FEDERAL 
REVENUE SHARING PROGRAM: 

Public Safety -------------------' -------$475,075.00 
Environmental Protection & Health Programs -----. 434,660.00 
Financial Administration & Other ---:---------- 318,083.00 
Public Works ---- -------------- 315,024.00 
Neighborhood Youth Corps ------------ -- 250,000.00 
Recreation, Cultural Activities & Senior Citizens ----- 344,836.00 

$2; 1':17,678.00 

Above NOT ordered on Agenda. 

There being no f'urhter busine 55 to come before the Committee, on motion, 
duly seconded and CARRIED the:::::leeting ac.journed at 8: 25 P.M. 

dm 

Thomas Morris, Minority Leader 
Acting Chairman 
steering Committee 

---------------------------
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AfPO INT}!ENT S COMMITTEE: 

MR. THEODORE BOCCUZZI, Ch~irnsn, presented his Committee report. He said his 
Committee met this past Thursday, May 31 st, il1 the Democra.tic Caucus Room 
in the Municipal Office Buildil1g ~'1dpresent ~ere Rep~sent~tives Tresser, 
Forman, Perillo, Rose, Dixon, Flanagan and Costello. He reported on the 
follo~il1g appoil1tments: The vote is listed belo~: 

PARK COMMISSIQN: 

tu.Qi.ARD FITZMAURjCE (D) 
40 Cambridge Road 
(Replacing Ronald St. Onge, 
~hose term expired) 

GOLF AUTHORITY: 

PAUL SILADI. SR. (R) 
83 Kenil~orth Dr. West 
(Replacing Junius McKeithan, 
~hose term expired) 

ZONING WARD; 

JOHN KETCHAM (R) 
163 Cascade Road 
(Replacing Wm. Buchanan, 
~ho resigned) 

VOTE: 30 yes 
8 no 

VOTE: 26 yes 
12 no 

HELD IN COMMITTEE 

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL APPEALS WARD: 

. LWN HECHT (D) 
5 Brighton Place 
(Replacing Robert Massotte, 
~hose term ei:cpired) 

CON SERVATION COHMISSION: 

,VOTE: 23 yes 
14 no 

RUSSELL HECHALEY (D) :oo...D IN CCM11I:TTEE 
3 Woodledge Road 
(ReplQcing J. He~ville Sh~Yk'1on) 

BOARD OF TAX REVIEW: 

JOHNGRANELLI (D) 
8 Middle R:dge Ro~d 
(Replacil1g John McHenamin, 
~hose term expired) 

GOLF AUTHORITY: 

DR. MIC:tEL DuBISSETTE (D) 
99 Prospect Street 
(Replacing Lillian Mel tzar, 
~o resigned) 

Vc.'l'E: 27 ye s 
11 no 

(Second 3ubIllssion) 

Vote: 29 yes 
9 no 

Term Ending: 

Dec. 1, 1977 

Jan. 1, 1976 

Dec. 1, 1976 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1973 

Dec. 1, 1977 

Jan. 1, 1974 

7 
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BUILDING BOARD OF APPEALS: 

CP~ES LUPL~CCI (R) 
Brookdale Drive 

PlANNING BOARD ALTERNATE: 

DAVID CROMBIE (R) 
31 Gurley Road 

Vote: 33 yes 
5 no 

Voter - 27 yos 
11 no 

(Filling a vacancy on this Board) 

ROBERT TIMBERS (R)· 
122 Indian" Hill Road 
(Replacing Ed~in Redfern, 

deceased) 

BUILDING BOARD OF APPEALS: 

FRANK GRECO (R) 
Echo Hill Drive 

HELD IN COMMITTEE 

Vote: 28 yes:· 
10 no 

JOSEPH SANTAGATA (D) (Second Submission) 
214 Knickerbocker Avenue Vote: 21 yes 

17 no 

FISCAL COMMITTEE: 

Term Ending: 

Dec. 1, 1977 

Dec. 1, 1975 

Dec. 1, 1974 

Dec. 1, 1976 

Dec. 1, 1974 

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI, Chairman of the Fiscal Committee, asked for permission 
to make a statement to this Board and to the general public in reference 
to the mill rate. Permission ~aS given. 

MR. BOCCUZZI said he ~ould lil~e to clear up a fe~ facts that have happened 
since this Board voted on the Budget two weeks back (J1ey 10th and 11th). 

The following is his statement: 

"Normally when the Fiscal Commttee gets the Budget from the Board of 
Finance, we check to find out what the mill rate \Jould be to the tax
payer if no other action is taken on the Budget. 

In the letter of trans:ni ttal from the Boerd of Finance to this Board, 
it 'Was stated that there 'Would be a ;2 mill increase to the taxpayer. 

We had the Co:J:!lissio~~r o! F.i.D:l.'1Ce (Hr. Aretatis) in and he r;ave us a 
figure of 2.3 mills. We !elt that his fig:ll'e 1~ould be closer, considering 
that he is the Con::n::.ssioner of Finance a.'1d shollJ.r'i know the income of the 
City - what it cos~s to ~'1 the City, how much will be realized from 
general taxes ane. other f'o:.~!IlS o! i.'lcome. 

Based on a 2.3 figure re ce i vee. frOi::l the Co:.m:U.ssioner of Finance, the 
Fiscal Co~ttee -and this Board reduced the Budget 1.4 mills ~hich 
should have brought the mill rate -Lo ·nine tenths of a mill av~r8.b?e. 
Ho'Wever, to my surprise and· to every ::!lem.ber of'this Board, the Fiscal 
QOmIni ttee, and the Co:nmiss ione::- of Fi..'1.A.Ilce,the Board of Finance set the 

·:figure· at . an average from 2 to 2.7. 
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That morning, r called }1:-s. P::m't-B::-iw:t snd had her set up a meeting at 
12 0' clod:· bet\oleen Hr. Ht.: ... '"T:..y, }1r.' Ca.ll:::J:sn, Hr. Aretakis, M:-s. Pont-Bria.!lt 
and myself. We had that neetinb .... hich lssted for t\olO and a quarter hours. 

A t that !lleet:i..'1f, "We found tha~ H::-. Aretakis ,. "Who is the Commissioner of 
Finance, waS r.ot at that meet:.r.g or previous meeting, to discuss "What the 
mill rate should be. His last figures for income and revenue for the 
City "WArp nrt. lrnnm hythe Bnard of Finance. 

We also found that }~. Aretakis' figure3 did not agree "With the figures 
of the Board of Finance as to income and possible future appropriations 
for 1973-1974. 

r felt at that meeting that \ole could very easily, "With just the figures 
that \olere passed around at that time, reduce it by at least 3/4ths of a 
mill, but the Board of Finance did not feel this 'Way. 

The Mayor then called a meeting of the Board of Finance- a special 
meeting - to discuss the same problem that \ole had discussed that day. 
Only TWO MEMBERS of the Board of Finance appeared at that meeting -
namely Mr. Rich and Mr. Vignola. It seems that If the Mayor of the 
City calls a special meeting of the Board or Commission of this City, 
that they should at least attend "Whether they agree 'With him or not, 
and "Whether he be a Democrat or a Republican. 

We ,found "When "We talked \oli th the Board of Finance at our meeting, that 
actually they "Were talkb6 approximately 3~ mills - 3 to 3~ mills, 'When· 
they passed the Budget on to the Board of Representatives. I have no 
idea "Whether this "Was done intentionally or not. Ho'Wever, this figure 
of 2 mills 'Was advertised and printed in the Stamford Advocate as to 
"What the mill rate "Would be if the BudJet 'Was passed as received from 
the Board of Finance. NO MEMBER of the Board of Finance took 1 t upon 
himself to get in tcuch "With ei i..11e::- M::'s. Pont-Briant or myself to let 
us kno"W that the 2 mill figuL-e was 'Wrong. 

I feel thJ.t this is a complete breru~do~.m of cOIllI!IUIlications bet'Ween the 
Board of Finance, the Ccrnnissioner of Finance al1.d the BO-3Xd of Repre
sentatives. This entire sit'J.ati.)n a.l1d misunderstmding, I believe, is 
the fault of the Board cf Fi!1anc~. I -:hin~: th<J.t if -we had received the 
proper inforJl.ati6n, it might r.ot ha"le :,p,sul ted i...""1 urychWlge in the 
Budget, but at least this Board '.~o'.lld not h3.ve had the feeling that 'We 
had reduced the mill rata to lmder 1 mill. . 

o' 

r hope that by the tble 0:: the next. 3"..;.d'{e~. ::!eeting th:.it. this situation 
is straightened out, bec2use the Fisc;·~l Co;!l11ittee of this -Board cannot 
opera.te under these ccnditio~s. We h<!.vA to h~we their cooperation and 
the Board of Fi..'1B..l1Ce has to coo"C,er:::ot3 -with the Commissioner of Finance 
and have to check "With him be:o~e seft,5.;1g +.he mill rate and they didn 1 t 
do it this +':L'1e. I don't knO\ol hG\ol ~he'y ~o':.i.ld possibly have set the mill 
rate "Without this information and I person1:l::'y thir..k that the Board pf 
Finance did 3.Jl injustice to t.he tax-.o:'ayers'JI the City of Stamford- bBcause 
they could have .'it least listened to tr.e Co.:.amissioner of Finance. and gone 
to that speci.?~ meeting to see if thE:re '~PS ~""1y possible 1.-lay to o~duce 
the mill rate. Personally, I';hink they cou2.d have reduced it." 

; 
I 
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MRS. LUTMAN said she 'Wishes t o agree ... ith Mr. Boccuzzi's statement and 
'WOuld like to add one thing - t hat she thinks the entire Fiscal Committee 
should meet 'With the entire 30 ard of Finance as there are still many 
unanswered questions, particularly concerning exact revenues coming in. 
She said she has many questions herself and ~ould hope that this could 

. be arranged. 

MRS. VARNEY said she also, as a !D.ember of the Fiscal Committee, agrees 'With 
everything that Mr. Boccuzzi has said tonight. She said the Fiscal Committee 
met for many huurs, trying to do a good job and trying to get the mill ra.te 
dow. Tonight, she said, in protest, she \lill be voting "no" on ill fiscal 
appropriations. . 

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she 'Would like to say that the end results of the meeting 
'With the t'Wo members of the Board of Finance and the Commissioner of Finanoe, 
that they requested the Board of Finance to meet \lith Mr. Aretalds to go over 
additional revenues \lhich he had in his possession. She said this 'Was denied 
and in addition to that - the Mayor called the meeting for the same purpose. 
She said she \lould like to compliment Mr. Vignola and Mr. Rich for appearing 
at that meeting, even though there 'Was no quorum and the meeting 'Went by 
the 'Wayside. She said if they had met 'With Mr. Aretakis, she believes that the 
mill rate could have been reduced, but instead they set the mill rate in one 
eveni?g session 'Without an invitation being given to Mr. J.retalds. 

MR. LENZ said the fact remains that \Ie have been deceived and by that have 
also deceived a lot of people \lho look to us for help. He said 'When the 
Mayor took office, the City owd fifty three million dollars and no'W three 
and a half years later, the City Owes $105,000,000 and in just three and one 
half years w have borrowd over 52 million dollars 'With a debt the highest 
in the State and yet 'We are only the 4th largest City. He said Hartford's 
debt is 99 million dollars and Ne'W Haven' s debt is sixty four million dollars. 

After considerable further discussion, the members returned to the Agenda. 

MR. JOHN BOCCUZZI reported on the follo'Wing matters referred to his Committee: 

(1) $1,50(}.00 - PROBATE COURT - Code 118.1101, Microfilming of Records -
(Mayor's letter of 4/29/73) 

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of t he above request. Seconded and CARRIED 
\lith t'Wo no votes. 

(2) $30,000.00 - Gr~~t (Cit y'S sh~e: $1,500 .00) - Resolution authorizing 
the filing of ap 3.'.Jplica.t ion for establishment and operation 
of a CEN'lRALIlED YOUTH SERVICE BUREAU under State Grant 
Category 73 :4:0 of t he Connecticut Criminal JuStice Planning 
Administr ~t ion. for 1973-1974 FISCAL YEAR - Amount of 
Gr ant being $30 , 000 and City's sbare being $1,500 -
(Mayor's letter of 4/18/73) 

The ahove -request \las held in Committee. 

. . 
. ; 
;! 
i 
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3J;,RD OF E~UCA:-IO:; - Gr3,.'1t to be :-eceived from State 
of Ccn~ect:':u:, te'; ",-: 10~ -cre::aic. Federal Grant 1ll1der 
Title II. Ele:nerr'.._!.!"v ~:d Secondary Educ:ltion·Act for 

s!!l5.11 re:1di..'1i'" D::Or.~-:lS to be disbursed as follo'Ws: 
Letter dated 4/25,73 from Supt. of Schools) 

Rippo'Wanl High S~hoc1 ---------$1,970.00 
Roxbury School - 1,g7U.UU 
Stillmeado'W S~hool -------- 1,465.00 

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded and CARRIED 
'With t'Wo no votes. 

(4) $450.00 - OOARD OF EDUCATION - S-l:;ate Grant fro~ the Connectiout 
Commission on thE! Arts for Pro ·ect entitled: "Visitin 
Artists Program" - (Letter dated 4 25 73 from Supt. of 
Schools) 

MR. OOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the Above Request. Seconded and CARRIED 
'With three no votes. 

(5) $29,552.82 - Resolution No. 899 - AMENDnm 1972-1973 CAPITAL PROJECTS 
BUDGET by addinG above sum to Project knom as "LAND BANK" 
'Which amount is to satisfy ;J. judgment in condemnation 
action concerning that p9.rt of the Davenport Ridge 
School Site owned bv V,~~ech & Sons Inc., and aforesaid 
appropriation for said Project - (Mayor'-s letter 
of 4/13/73) 

MR. OOCCUZZI explained that the Fis;::J Comni ttee REDUCED the requested 
$71,350.00 to $29,552.82 so that they C~'1 use the L~r.D BANK account, plus 
'What 'We give them to pay for the conde:::J..'1ation procedures for Vanech & Sons. 
He said he also 'Wishes to state that this $29,552.82 also 1.'1cludes item 
#6 on our agenda for $500.00 for legil fees. 

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she wishes the record to sho~ that this is in addition 
to the 1970-1971 LAND BANK be.l.:mce, bece.1.iSe 'W8 don I t 'W,~l1t any misunderstanding 
that 'We did not grant them the funds. She s:lid this nor..ey along 'With the 
1970-1971 balance in the LAND Bfu1K CaiJi t.2..l account ms..kes up the required 
monies and is 1.'1 agreement 'With Dr. C~?enter. 

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for a?prov~l of the ~ol~~~Llg resolution. Seconded by 
Mr. livingston 'Who snd the Educ.:.:tL!1, "'-elf .re [.: Gove!11..:Jent Com.:nittee met on 
this item and did not dCt O~ i:. 13 a fi5~,~~ -_"'.:;2..l, -cru.t s.pTroved it. CARRIED 
by a Ind.chine vote of' 31 in f:!vo~, 6 0:;:;: oae~ J1d 1 abstention: 

RESOLU'I'IO!; !lC. W 

AMENDING 1972-1973 CA?IT£ ?:ID,BCTS 31BGET BY APDnm THE SUM 
OF $29.552.82 TlEHE'IO FO.rl..r'?UJ~C= £m-:,:; AS "EGARD OF EDUCATION -
LAND BAl~K" Alu APPRCP:rtIATIO:'; '2:'I-ZiCFOR 

IE AND IT IS 'HEREBY RESOLVED by the 30>-..1'1 of Representatives of the City 
of Stamford to amend the 1972-1973 C'i:?i t'll i'rojects Budget by adding thereto 
a Project to be k..'10'WIl as "OOARD OF E~UCA'IImj - LAND BAHK" and appropriation 
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of $29,552.82 therefor, in accordance ~ith the prov~s~on of Section 611.5 of 
the Stamford Charter to satisfy judg:::lent concerning that part of the Daven
port Ridge School site o~ned by Vanech & Sons, Inc. 

(6) $500.00 -

***************************** 

Pronosed Resolution apending 1972-1973 Capital Projects 
Budget by s.dding aforesaid sum to iteI:LJglo'lro.".~~ .. ~'JoAN~ 
BAI;X" Jihich amoun.t if; rAC)l11 rAd to RAtt.le a bill from 
Rolil..'1d B. Webb fer J.DDraisal services rendered in connection 
'-lith the D'lvenpo:-t Ridge ~f:l&Ol Site!· and appropriation 
therefor - (Mayor1s letter of 4/19/73) 

Above DEHIED - see remarks Dade by Mr. Boccuzzi regarding Resolution No. 899 
above. 

(7) $21,775.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATION - To cover the 1972-1973 monetary <pro
visions of Contract negotiated '-lith the TEACHER AIDE 
ASSOCIATION - (See letter from Supt. of Schools dated 
4726/73) 

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the above request, '-Ihich ~as CARRIED ~ith 
one abstention. 

NOTE: This contract does NOT require approval of the Legislative Body 
under provisions of SECTION 7-474, paragraph (d) of the State 
Statutes, entitled: "HEGOTIATIONS WHERE EMPLOYER IS DISTRICT, 
SCHOOL BOARD, OR HOUSING AUTHORITY. II Also, under paragraph (c) 
of said Section, entitled "APPROPRIATION OF NECESSARY FUNDS" 
the appropriation of the necessary funds are mandatory. 

(8) $21,465.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATION - To cover cost of LEGAL FEES· submitted 
in c;:se of MOSS vs. the BOARD OF EDUCATION - (see letter 
dated 4/26/73 from Supt. of Schools) 

MR. BOCCUZZI HOVED for approv3.l of the a.bove request •. Seconded by Mr. Miller 
~ho said the Legislative & Rules Co~ttee also approved this. CARRIED ~ith 
one "no" vote. 

(9) $474.25 - DE?L>{'!':·lE::T OF PL'iXS - Code 710,0103 Salaries - In order 
to e:~::e(!t the !'ech.3sifiC8.tio~ of the Supt. of Parks from 
Gr:.de _.;-! - M2.X~ to Grs.de A-l- ~imum, effective April 2, 
1212-- (Y~ycrls le~ter of 4 10 73) 

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for ap?rov~l of ~he reave request. seconded • 

. MR. EXNICIOS said he wan":.s to as£ a Ci.ue::l-:icn - is this an emergency? 

MR. BOCCUZZI said this is the :le~ Sll;;.ry 1-'1 the r..e~ Budget for 1973-1974 and 
has been held by the Board of Fin::,.nce for ~evera1 months and they approved 
the salary for the months of May e...?ld June. 

MRS. PON'l'-BRIA1'IT said she asked this question, but understood Mr. Boccuzzi to 
say that ~e have complained on this Bo~d that transfers are made for-salary 
increases and that an Eo.!"rJlgel:lent w3.3 llc.de bet\leen hi.:n and Mr. Murray (Chairman,· 
Board of Finance) that sa:ary iricreases ~ould COILe to our Board for funds and 
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not in the 'Way that transfers sre s.pproved, 'Which do not require the approval 
of the Board of Representatives. In this 'Ws.y, she said, this Board wuld 
have a say in the matter and this is the reason it is before us tonight. 

A ROLL CALL VOTE on the above appropris.tion 'Was requested and approved. 

The above appropriation 'WaS APPROVED by the follo'Wing roll call vote of 26 in 
favor, 9 opposed and 3 abstentions: 

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR: 

BOCCUZZI, John (D) 
BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D) 
COLASSO, John (D) . 
COSTELLO, Robert (D) 
CROSBY, Robert (R) 
DIXON, Handy (D) 
FORMAN, Barbara (R) 
FLANAGAN, William (R) 
GAMBINO, Philip (D) 
KELLY, Stephen (D) 
KNAPP, Warren (D) 
LAITMAN, Marilyn (D) 
LIVINGSTON, Jeremiah (D) 
MILLER, Frederick (D) 
MORRIS, Thomas (R) 
PERILlO, Alfred (D) 
PERKI::S, Billie (R) 
RAVALLESE, George '(D) 
ROOS, John (R) . 
ROSE, Matthe'W (D) 
RYBNICK, Gerald (D) 
SCHADE, Richard (R) 
SHERMAN , Edith (R) 
TRESSER, Michael (R) 
TRUGLIA, Anthony (D) 
WALSH, Peter (D) 

. THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITION: 

CAPORIZZO, 'WUli8l1l (ft) 
EXNICIOS, Robert (ft) 
FRIEDMAN, Bertrall (ft) 
l1EINZER, Charles (R) 
LENZ, Frederick (D) 
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R) 
RUSS BACH, Daniel (ft) 
SCOFIELD, Edllard (R) 
VARNEY, lim (a) . 

ABSTENTIONS: 

GUROIAN, Armen (D) 
KELLY, James (D) 
MORABITO, Joseph (D) 

--------------------------------------------
(10) Pro osed Resolution AUTHORIZL.\!G I~~SURAnCE COVERAGE FOR 'YEES 

\iho are not under Civil Service) - (Mayor's letter of 10 73 -
- (This 'Was denied at the 3/5/73 meeti.."'lg for 6 employees - See pages 

9565,66,67,68 --- Also, see Hillt;.".:.es of 4/2/73 #15 on pages 9609,10,11) 
for the follo'Wing: 

Commission on Aging D~'ec+'or 
Commission on Aging Secretary 
Quintard Center Director 
Quintard Center Assistant Director 

Quintard Center Driver 
Fair Rent Director 
Human Rights Dire ctor* 

*Addi tion since original request. 

MR. BOCCUZZI s aid the Fiscal Co1ll!lli t tee, ·0] a vote of 4, 3 and 3 approved 
this item and he SO MOVED. 

MR. HEDlZER said this 'Wn.S also referred to the PEROONNEI.. COMMIT'l'EE and they: 
are holding it in Committee. 

""'" .. '~ .. :. 
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(11) $6,038.02 -
?ossidento 
4 18 73} 

MR. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Co~tte~ approved this item by a vote of 4 yes 
and 6 abstentions. He said he 'Would like to state this pension has already 
gone to Court and the Judge has ruled in favor of Mr. Possidento. 

MR..ROOS said this .. hole business has been a lesson in futility and 'We have 
kno'Wn from the very beginning that this "'Was going to go through. He said 'W8 

should criticize the Commission that sits on these things and just grant 
them so easily. He said this is something, by conservative estimate, around 
a quarter of a million dollars. He said 'We never did get the 'Whole story on 
.. hat happened and don't kno'W the facts, and all 'We have been given is a lot 
of double talk and nothing given to us definitely and 'We have debated 'Without 
having any facts. He said 'We have just 'Wasted our time. 

MR. PERILLO said "'We have been kicking this around since May 10th of last 
year and if you don't grant this he is going back in uniform and it 'Will 
cost even more - $11,000 50 take your choice of the lesser of two evils. 

MR. KNAPP said as one of those abstaining on the Fiscal Committee, the only 
reason he abstained is because he does not kno'WO the facts and doubts if any 
member of this Board knowB::-them either. He said he does not like the idea 
of being bexed in by the Police ,Commission. He said the Fiscal Committee 
asked the Police Commission to change this retirement to another section of 
the Charter and retire this' man by giving him 25%, and they refused to do so~ 
He said this man has a good job no'W, 'Working for a private concern, or at 
least he HAD a full time job, drawing full time pay for the rest of ,his life. 
He said he thinks this is 'too much. . 

MR. OOCCUZZI said he "'Would like to ans'Wer some of the remarks. First, when 'We 
asked the Police Commission to pension this man off under another section of 
the Charter, 'We 'Were not thinkiIlg Lll ter!llS of dollars, but it. 'Was our intention 
~der that particular section of the Charter that he 'Would have to come back 
~or a medical eXamiIlation every t'Wo years. Second, he said, the Police 
~epartment investigated the Case and this Board also checked into the pros 
~lld CDnS of the matter, they exonerated this man from any 'Wrongdoings, 50 that 
should not enter into the voting at all. He said the only thing before us 
~O'W is the Pension and 'We have no choice in the matter as there is a Court 
order involved and it is mandatory at this point to approved it. 

MRS. PONT-~~T said there is a letter fro~ the CorDoration Counsel stating 
that if 'W8 don't app~ove' this, ~~ are 1i~ble to a damage suit and by refusing 
it, it 'Will only cost the City more. 

VOTE taken on above a."ld CAR.ltIE:) 'With 2 no votes. 

(12) $4,530.40 - ?E~mION - Police Deogrtment - Sergeant Albert Morris .. 
effective 10/g/72 - (Mayor's letter of 4/18/73)-

MR. OOCCUZZI said this pension 'Was ilENIED by the Fiscal Committee. MR. 
EEINZER, said the Personnel Committee concurs in the action taken by the 
Fiscal Committee. 

In order for the BOA,rd to vote on tllis, MR. BOCCUZZI MJVED for approval.. 
'With the Fiscal Committee recommending denial. Seconded. 
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MR. FRIEDMAN said he '\o1ishes to clarify one thmg - the pension has not gone 
to Court and there is no Court order making it mandatory that this pension 
be approved, and this Board does have a voice in the matter. 

A machine vote '\01a5 taken on the .above request. DENIED by a vote of 36 no 
and 2 yes. 

(13) $13,462.23 - David Burke - Mrs. ett 
Burke effective 22 7 - See Minutes of 4 2 73 - pages 
9605-06-07) - See letter of 4/18/73 from Mayor, Also 
see letter from Corporation Counsel to President dated 
5/4/73 '\o1ith attached letter of 4/30/73 to Mayor - See 
letter of 5/9/73 from George Connors, Acting Mayor) 

MR. BOCCUZZI mVED for approval of the above. He said this particular pension 
'\o1ent to Court and the Judge ruled in favor of Mrs. Burke and she is entitled 
to the deceased Mr. Burke's pension. 

Seconded by Mr. Heinzer, '\o1ho Baid the Personnel Committee concurs on this. 
CARRIED '\o1ith 2 no votes. . 

(14) $5,000.00 - - Profession 

MR.. BOCCUZZI roVED for approval of the above request. Seconded by Mr. Miller 
'\o1ho said the Legislative & Rules Committee also approved this it em. DENIED 
by a machine vote of 18 opposed and 17 in favor. (Requdres a t'\o1o-thirds vote 
to carry) 

(15) $2,505.21 -

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

(16) $467.00 - HUBBARD HEIGHTS MUNICIPAL GOLF COURSE 

MR. BOCCUZZI said this is due to an accident '\o1here a car hit the fence and is 
an insurmce claim a..'1d i'ully rei.::lbursab1e. BE HOVED ~or approval. Seconded 
and CARRIED unanimously. 

(17) $25,000.00 -

Code 108.0101 - Hayor's 
. Code 108.0301 " 
Code 108.0401 - " Code 108.0501 - " Code 108.0802 - 11 

Code 108.0901 - 11 

Code 108.2102 - 11 

Office 
II 

II 

" 
" 
11 

from 
to 

as follo .... ;:;: 

- Salaries -- $18,750.00 
- Stationery & Postage ------------- 1,150.00 
- Advertising & Printing --... 172.00 
- Telephone & Telegraph 300.00 
- Car A11o'\o1ance 800.00 
- Special Profession-a1 Services 390~00 
- Subscri~tions ----------- 175.00 
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C:>de 159.0000 - Hajor Hedical -~-----------$ 600.00 
Code 160.0000 - Social Security - 1,263.00 
Code 161.0000 - Hos';"italization -------- 1,200.C.o 
Code 162.0000 - Group Life Insur:mce --... ---- 200.00 

$25,000.00 

!~. BOCCUZZI said this reFresents a Grant to the Ci"\.,y of StA.lllford from the 
Js;,'.ti"'tment 0: Houslng W1U Urban Develoz,ment. HE MO'V"ED for ElPl'l'oval.. Seconded 
::'y Mr. Heinzer, 'Who said t~e Personnel Committee concurs. Mr. Livingston said 
the Education, Welfare & Govern:nent Committee also approved this item. CARRIED 
by a vote of 32 in favor, 5 opposed and 1 abstention. 

(18) $56,219.00 - FIRE DEPARTMENT 
Mayor's letter 

·O.CllO - Holid Time -

MR. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Committee ap~roved this by a vote of 5 yes, 2 no, 
and 3 abstentions. Mr. Heinzer said the Personnel Committee concurs and 
seconded the motion. 

MR. KNAPP said he does not particularly like this although he kno'Ws it is 
contractual and 'We are going to have to pay it. Here again, he said, is a 
CRse of the FinRncfl BOArd puttin3 the Board of Representatives in a bind. 
~e said last year 'When they cut the Budget they denied the funds, kno~g 
very 'Well that it 'Would have to be approved, and no'W this year they come back 
and approve it, and if 'We don't approve, then 'We look like the bums. 

MR. HErnZER said he understands that sinc~ this Holiday time is put into the 
contract, that there is a great deal. of holiday time being spent and certainly 
~ybody in that spot 'Would be glad to 'Work the holidays too. He said 'We 
should take a good hard look at the contract coming up next month on this 
~uestion of Holiday time. He said it 'Was put in the contract because Holiday 
:ime 'Was necessary and no'W it seems to have increased by leaps and bounds 
since it 'WaS included in the contract. 

~·3. BOCCUZZI said originally "hen Holiday and off day sli;:s 'Were issued, it 
'..;as because they actually 'Wanted an off day, but 'What i.,hey are no''W doing is . 
E:elling them back to the City a!ld \oiork:i.ng that day, so they are getting double 
:i.:::Je. He said if they 'Want off days, the:r should take them and not tie the 
:i ty do'Wn for a couple of hundred thousa.."ld cl.ollars every year. 

~. ROOS said these are in the contracts and the 'Whole idea see;:ns to be to 
:;-=t !:lOre ncney. He said 'We are ve-::y genero"J.S in our holidays and for the Illen 
::> accept the3e holid.,ys a."ld t!':en 'Wor]: tkt dny, it abrogates the function 
:~ the Fire a~~istration. 

~-c:t. LIVDGSTON ssid at the Fiscal CoIil:l!. ttee :nee-vlll.g it 'Was explained. that these 
::.en 'We-::e 'Working and because tlley '\oIere'World.."le,;, it \Jas actually saving the C1 ty 

. =eney - the reason being that the de~E.I'tI:lent \Jas ".li.1derstaffed. He said he does 
::ot go along 'With '\oIhat the Fire Chief 53.ie, lr.;:~ he did say th[.;.t it '-las saving 
:he City money ~"ld~ght cost ~re if it 'Was done t~e other way around. 

~-3. GUROIAN said he thinks this practice is an abuse of the Contract. 

~~. OOCCUZZI aaid before a vote is talten he 'Wants to remi."ld the members that 
:.his is a prevision of this year' s contr~'"ct.· He said this Board voted 
approval of the contract and should h'~e thought of this at that time, 
'::>ecause no," it is too late. . 
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VOTE taken on above r8quest - DE:~IED '07 a vote of .23 in favor and 13 opposed. 
(A t~o-thirds vote required) 

(19) $5,340.00 - OOPJill OF REC%A'IION - For the fcllo\ling: (Mayor I s letter 
of 5/1/73) 

Sl]I!Y.tIFG U~ ~gm;AIION: 
Code 726.0107 
Code 726.1801 
Code 726.5802 

- SellsJ:1al Help -------------$1,500.00 
- Repairs to Recreation Barn Theatre 840.00 
- Materials (cost~s, stage settings, 

programs, etc.) ---- 3. .. 000.00 
$5,340.00 

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the abcve request. Seconded and 
CARRIED ~ith one no 'vote. 

(20) Resolution No. 900 - AUTHORIZATION OF PRELIMINARY APPLICATION FOR 
STATE AID GRANT FOR ROGERS SC1100L REHABILITATION AND REFURBISHING 
PROJECT, STAIioRD PUB1IC' SCHOOLS, CAPITAL PROJECTS BUD@T FOR 
1 72-1 7 AND PROPOSED CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET FOR 1 7 -1 7 -
(~yorl s letter of 4 5 73) 

MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the fo11o\lirig resolution. Seconded by 
Mr. Livingston 'Who said the Education, Welfare & Government Committee 
concurs. CARRmD unanimously:-. 

RESOLUTION NO. 900 

AUTHORIZATION OF PRELIMDJARY APPLICATION FOR STATE AID GRANT 
FOR ROGERS SCHOOL REHABILITATIm~ AjID REFURBISHING pROJECT, 
STAMFORD PUBLIC SCiIOOLSJ.., CAPITAL P:illJECTS BUDGET 1972-1973 
AND PROPOSED CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET 1973-1974 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the 
City of Stamford, pursuant tc ar_d ,~ithb 'the limi. tations of Public Act No. 
493, entitled: "An Act Concerning Applic::tiop for School Building Grants" 
(1969 Session of General Assembly) that the Board of Education is hereby 
authorized and directed to apply for State Aid on behalf of the Board of 
EdUcation, for Rogers Scheol Rehabilit~tion &'1d Re~~bishL'1g P~oject, 
Stamford Public Schools, C~~ita1 ~r~je~ts, L'1 t~8 n~ of the City of 
S±~mford for said Project. . 

***********************~ 

(21) Resoiution No. 9Gl - Xlr_'lm:\,::::,A!J':)lLulJ~'ELnmLlL.-qy APPLICATION FOR 
STATE AID GRAle FOR S:r:~EGJA':..E fCi100L Hl.i1..Ti-lvlEDIA CENTER AND CLASSROOMS 
CAPITAL PROJECTS, SlMU"rill ~1J~~~_~C~1001S, CAPITAL PROJECTS BU'DGET 
FOR 1 72-1 7 Al-:n lRl)~ LJS::';~) C.li' l'lAL l:aJ.L~C'lS BUDGET FOR 1973-1974 
(Mayor's letter of 4 5 '13) 

MR. OOCCUZZI MOVED for apprcv'3.1 of' t!1.e feD ",,'~bg :,eso1ution. Seconded by 
Mr.· Livings:ton, 'Who said the Education, v)el,C,::re & Governoent Commit.tee concurs 
in approval. CARRmD unanimously: 

) 



9711 
}linutes of June 4, 1973 

RESOLJITION NO I 901 

AUTHORIZATION OF PRELIMINARY APPLICATIO~: FeR STATE AID GRA.}."T 
FOR SPRn~GDALE SCHOOL HULTI-~DIA CENTER ASD CLASSROOM:) 
CAPITAL PROJECT , STAMFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS., CAPITAL PROJECTS . 
BUDGET 1972"-1973 AND FROPOSED CAPITAL FRJJE.CTS BUDGET 1973-74 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Repre.!entatlvo£) of the Oity of 
Stamford, pursuant to and ~ithin the limitations of Public Act No. 493, 
entitled "An ~ct Concerning Application for School Building Grants" 
(1969 Session of General Assembly) that the Board of Education is hereby 
authorized and directed to apply for the State Aid on behalf of the Board 
of Education, for Springdale School Multi-Media Center and Classrooms 
Capital Project, Stamford Public Schools, Capital Project, in the name of 
the City of StamfoId for said Project. 

************************ 

Request for Personnel Commission to re-evaluate the salarY levels of non
contractual employees' 

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she ~ould like for the Personnel Commission to re-evaluate 
the salary levels of non-Qontractual employees of the City of Stamford, as they 
are going in before the Personnel Commission in dribs and drabs and it only 
adds to the inequitable amounts that are derived for different people. She 
asked for the Personnel Chairman to ask the Personnel Commission to please 
ask them to do something on a re-evaluation study because these increases 
are being granted by the Personnel COmmission and then they come to us for 
approval. She said some people go before the Commission and are granted these 

-increases and others do not go before them and stay the same and it results 
in equitable amounts for various people and it is very noticeable if you go 
through the Budget. 

!-~. HElNZER MOVED for SUSPENSI01~ OF THE RULES in order to move his Committee 
::-eport up on the Agenda as he has to leave shortly. Seconded and CARRlED. 

(1) TEACHERS AIDE CONTRACT: 

~1R. HElNZER MOVED for approval of the above contra.ct ~hich does not appear on 
~he Agenda. Seconded. He said this contract ~as negotiated by the Board of 
Education bet~een them and the Teachers' Aides and Mr. Barrett, our Negotiator, 
io:as in on the negotiations and the changes from the old contract are listed in 
a letter that yOu should have received from Mr. B~rr~tt. He said the changes 
:Tom the old contract are as follo~s: Tile salary schedule includes an increase 
;)f $1.00 per day; up one step, plus an adjustment from a 6 hr. day; Mem::>rial 
Jay has been added as a paid holiday this year a=.c :je~ Year's Day and Washing
:,on l s Birthday for next year, making three paid hclid':qs, and 3 days paid 
':)ereavement and the Bo~d ",ill' pay 33 1/3 of the e~,:;'o:rees Medical Insurance 
instead of the percent 25%. He said at the ti.!rle -:.hia .laS negotiated there -were 
several EEA aides ",orking along ~ith these Aides ~~d they ~ere receiving a much 
!ligher rate, ~hich placed the Teacher's Aides i..~ quite a good bargaining 
?osition ~hich is one of the things this Board specified ~hen ~e passed the 
:1iOney for the EEA, that nobody b'3 paid l!lOre than a. cOI!1! .. arable employee of the 
City and that has been violated to the point ~here ~no~ have placed the Unions 
in good bargaining position because they ~-e 'Joridrl,;! alongside people 'Who 
are get'hing more money for doing the same ~ork. H9 ijTj.id next time '\.)9 pass any 
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money for EEA ~ had bett~r ~e very sure that this does not happen again. 

MR. HEINZER 'Was reminded at this point that EEA is going to be phased out. 

MR. HEINZER said the Persol"'..nel Committee has voted to approve this contract 
and he SO MOVED. Seconded and CARRIED. 

Note: Under provisions of Section 7-474, paragraph (d) of 
State Statutes it states: " ••••• no such agreement, 
or any part thereof shall require approval of the 
legislative body of the nnmicipali ty." (p .A. 491, 
S.8 - 1967) . 

(2) COLLECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACT - CONNECTICUT NURSES I ASSOCIATION -
From July 1, 1972 through June 30, 1974 

(3) COLIECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACT - DEiJTAL HYGIENISTS - From July 1, 1972 
through. June 30, 1974 

(4) COIJ.ECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACT - CASEWORKERS - From July l~ 1972 
through June 30, 1974 

MR. HEINZER said he 'Will speak on all three of the above contracts, but the 
vote taken 'Will be on them separately. He said these are pretty much the same 
as they 'Were, except some of the 'WarRing has been changed - some of the ambiguous 
stuff has been taken out by Mr. Barrett and he has done his usual good job on 
these contracts. He said they allo'W for a 5.4% salary increase the first year 
and a 5 % increase the second year, plus several fringe benefits 'Which do not 
amount to very much, plus nIl additional amount for pension and for Social 
Security. He said the retirement age has been reduced from 62 to 60 years, 
in line 'With the one this Board approved for the Teamsters Contract in 
February. He said 'We should have an analysis of cost on this. 

MR. HEINZER M:lVED for approval of the first. contract - CO::NECTICUT NURSES' 
ASSOCIATION. Seconded. 

MR. RUSSBACH spoke in opposition to this contr9.ct and the ones to come. He 
said he is absolutely opposed to t:he 10\iering of the :'etirement age and 
increasing the City's contribution. He said if this continues it ~il1 be 
going do'Wn to 58 and 55 years at h9.lf pay. He said he 'Would rather give an 
additional 5% pay increase every :;'33r rs.-:her th3..Tl 10'W8r the retirement age. 
He saie. in addition to this, evc-:y time \ie g:-ant a P('lY ::increase, 'We must 
put more money into the re":ire::nen-+:. :'u..'1d. He cited the recent pension 
catastrophe involving ;~e" Yo-::,: City e~l:l:ree.s to :,€:llize 119\i easily fiscal 
disaster is upon us. He said one of :he pl"cble:ns here is that loJe havei'ixed 

costs and \i9 have no control over the.:::J. at Bu,dget time. 

MR. FRll:DMA.H asked, thr-ough the Ch.:!r, 8. que.3tion of the Pe-:soD..'lel Co:nm:it.tee 
Chairman. He asked if the:e h:.:.s bee:l.::.n a.'l,>.l;ysis of costs !'eg].Tding the 
reduction of the retirement:ge fro:n 62 to 60. 

lom. ~INZER replied that on the B..Tlalysis sheet, there is a.Tl amount llhich is the 
contribution ~t to the Pension. H:::\oI8ver, he said, he notes· that the actusrial 
costs t~ the 01 ty f.:Jl' a re th'e~= :1t pla.'l loJi th a reduced ags'is not included in 
the analysis of coat. 



MR. FREJ;-:;'_; ::. :lid hc: for O:le ,,'o-..:.ld f:i::d it ve:-y aifricu1 t to vo-~e yes on this 
contract i.:'::t:lO-,!~, ~.c.-: ,;"'a1::-sis or t.~ecost 6:: t!1e ::-Bcucticn of tile ::-etirement 
age fro.:! 6.2 '"::.0 6:-. iie s aid t~li3 :''''8:rr in the le:-Ler o~' tr:lllsni t tal :'rom the 
Board 0: Fi!lU:C":!, -:~~t7 called to cur ,nte:r~:'C':1 t~e L1Ct that :;:-ension costs, 
fringe ~enp.fi"'", ~~,c. c.)st til(; t l-Xp3.ytl::-s 0:' 1_:dR Cit:' t.,~o and n. half million 
dollars, 0:- eqlli-J:~le:1t to a t\.lO :Jill i.-:cre'lse. lIe sud these are costs that 
can't be :~d~~..:.s ted or cO:1trolled. 

HR. ROOS "~1.>o h(, -!0~.Gd agnins". the Taa.::-.sto:-s roduced pensio:1 Gnd voted against 
t~is in t;t,:o Fc,:-:::C':nel C0:a.uittop. He :::2.id li:)O:::' cos:'.3 r'3rres€::1~v the largest 
slice 0:;'" o:~"'. ~;~r1t';.,j~~. H~ objected :'0 the l~OG:l!Cdd l"e.1L-ire::lent ace frO!il 62 to 60. 

MR. HE:r;ZEP. s~~_d 1:-. all fairness to Hr. Da.--rett, '\oIho is a fine negotiator, 'What 
is being .s=.ic ;;J.'tY oe i.rue !L,d he is t:lldng ::10 l,osition oue \.lay or the other. 
He poil1i.ad ov.~, th-,t J.1r. B::.rrett neGoi:,iD:~.ed IL:.rd on all of these contracts and 
",hero he c':1':8 flO;J8thinG he 9.150 Got ;Jo~~.i!i116 in ret1.l.rrl a..'1d 'We do not kno'W if 
'We hadn't !'ccllcod t:1e age that some other bc~c:-i t may have been given in lieu 
of it ill or,ier to a::-rive at a contract, so 'We can't quito say that all of this 
is the cost.'!-!A pointed out that Mr. Ba."Te·~t probably did not give this point 
up -without a :~truggle snd "Hhout f,"Eltt:1ng, i.Tl return, som. other benefit for the 
City. 

MR. FRIEDl-iAN said ht, is quite convinced that Mr. Barrett did a good job - and 
that he give sowething to get something, but his question is - "'hat did he 
give? This, he still does not kno",. 

MR. JOHN OOCGUZZI 3.sl~ed if the Chairlllrul has &, actual cost figure on this first 
contract? 

MR. HED1ZE:{ L3ked if the spe:1..'\(er is t~:..JJ:Llg 5.~out t~e reduction in the age of 
retire!llent. 

MR. BOCCn=:::I s:;.id 1.'0:" inst.lllce 1..'1 the T'3:!chers' Aide cO::1tract'We have the cost 
analysis. 

!-ffi. HEli:Z;::? :-, ..:i:l i~. is Gobe to COS"':.LlS $'::::8;:22.0 i ; ;~he first YB:u' and $36,635 
~!1e seCOrir~ :.-1:.' .. ,.:--, '.';·~i~ll re!~J."'c.ser\t::. "~·~1e t,o..i. ... .:-"'l ~os-t.. Ho,,]e\rs~·, he s::id., that does 
::ot shoy ~:-l;: f.lc.-"":.:-i:Jl cost of "_he :ice :'t-'C::lc~lc:1 f:'o~ G;:: to 6G, but just sho'Ws 
the cont::-j h~!~~ :'c;J -:,:, :;: the City .. ; ill :i:lal:e. 

~ffi. R5:IC~. s'~::~ --';(":,c Dr.ll'1t -.:)t;, a ... ;~:. ::.., 't.--~:;~-~_ -'...111s co:!:':'act. has i.o be sent 
back and he' -:Jr~_:'-'It:-s ..... :.18 cor:-~!-::.c-:. -~..J ;~o b~-:::_ tc H_-:-. B~'1'CT,~ !lUSt be rejected. 

MR. HEE::r!~ ~;·.jd : ... 8 is [obg --0 :::0-'., -:,0 ~,h:!-::, bC!c2-u.se :..u of t:h~ dGbc.te see!:lS 
"to have ~c3~~:: r:~""'-+··';.--:-d ~ot~d tl1A aGe Qf :_I'~J_ -i~e:m~~-t e--:d ~~.3"1 ,,~ ~eject a. 
contrac7. ;(:cur r;',-,_:." '~o the 1:1"', lie h::ve ~o r).-;o ,;. :::'C:!!30:1 :'0;:' it and since no 
actuarial S8t 1-lj- ~11l':' been bi'Ve~ to u.s o~'l 1.:1is ane. tr,e Boa=d SEEMS to have 
objected :C' T.~",! '"'h~ of retire!IlCnt h.!;:1r'. lowo:"'cu., h: t.ll.ir.1.s tha-~ is the reason 
'Why 'We aTP. s(>udu,,~.: it back. 
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MR. MORABITO asked if everyone agrees on that for the reason. No one objected. 

COllECTIVE BARGAINDW CONTRACT - DE!:TAL HYGIENISTS 

MR. HEINZERMOVED for approval of the above contract. Seconded and DENIED 
by a machine vote of 32 no and 5 yes. 

COLLECTIVE BARGAmD~G COl:TRACT - CASEi-!ORKERS 

MR. HEINLER MOVED for approval of the above contract. Seconded and DENIED 
by a machine vote of 33 no and 4 yes. 

MR. HEINZER said these are all returned for the same reason - the reduction of 
the retirement age from 62 to 60. 

LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE: 

MR. MILLER, Chairman, said the Legislative & Rules Committee met on May 31st 
and the follo'Wing 'Were present: Re}l:t'EBentutives Miller# Heim~er, Costello, 
Knapp and Morabito. He reported on the follo\Jing items referred to his Committee 

(1) Pro osed CONSUl£R PROTECTION ORDINA.t'l'CE 
Commission for the Cit 
'Women members of the 
and 5/7/73) 

The above matter 'Was held in Committee. 

(2) 

The above 'Was referred back to Commi tt,ee. It 'Was also deferred by the Board 
of Finance at their Hay 10, 1973 meeting. 

(3) Request to amend Ordin3J1ce no. 252 - CEAl';GI:'JG iJAl1E OF WILLOW S':lREET TO 
TRESSER BJULEVARD by 5.cldin~ -c~e 1,?o:,ds: I1Frorn WEST MAIN STREET to ELM 
STREET, bebg am:'~oxirn:,-:'eh20'.12C: fepi,,11 _ (Submitted by Mike Trosser, 
11th District Representative) 

The above 'Was held in Committee. 

(4) Ordinance (for final A-:c(}tion) ell-: :'+,l"3c: I1SEWERS Al';D ~wAGE DISPOSAL" 
(Adopted for pUblicatic;:. 4/2../73; ;ublished 4/6/73; amended v\3rsion 
approved fo~ publicatio!l on 5/7/73 q.nL. published Fric.ay, 5/11/73) 

MR. MILLER said the above conce:-ns the final adontion of the Ordinance 
passed (for pubaication) at th~ last ret;tL.ar meeting of this Board (May 7, 

. 1973 - pages 9643-44-45-46-47). n~ said this Ordinance, in effect, 
replaces the prese:lt Se'Wer CoI:UJ.issio:l '\.!i·~h a Se'WsrAdvisory Board and the 
vote by the five me!:lbers p:-esent ~t the ls.s~; IIleeting of· 'th~ Legislative &: 
Rules Comm:tttee, 'Was a un an 1mous vote in fr>vor of the final adoption of this 
Ordinance and HE SO MJVED. Secondedo 

/~ 
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MR. COLASSO said there are t-wo ans-wers that he hasn.' t received, one of 'Which 
is the connection charge. He said this charge is 'lL"1der the State Statutes and 
the Charter does not provide for the connection charge. The other question he 
said is in regard to bonding. He aaid they have no -word from the bonding 1a'Wyer 
as to 'Whether or not this -will hold up the ss'Wer program and he is in doubt about 
this. 

MR. THEODORE BOCCUZZI said a couple of mont!ls aGO he opposed this on several 
grounds, one being that he questioned the legality of it and secondly, the 
practicality of it. He said the question remains that -we are supposed to be 
a legislative body rather than an administrative one. He said some of the 
BOard members have raised the question of ":his bonding issue and aleo as Mr. 
Colasso has pointed out, there are some serious questions about the se'Wer 
connection charges. On that basis, HE MOVED to refer this back to Committee 
for further study. Seconded. 

MR. HEmZER said he had intended to propose a slight amendment to this tonight, 
but first he -wants to respond to some of the questions raised. Resaid in the 
first place, there is no bonding problem -- the ne'W Ordinance published last 
month, does NOT make the Board of Representatives the Se-wer Autho~ty, but 
puts se'Wers back, the same as roads and everything else, under the public Works 
Department for the Adlllinif:ltra:Lion to handle and bonds VJll1 be let out Just 
the sania as General Obligation Bonds 'Which the City has al-ways let out and there 
is no problem there. Secondly, if there is so~thing about the connection 
charge ••••••• he '-would no'W propose an amendmen-~" or -will do so after he sees if 
this goes back to COmmittee, that all previous actions of the no'W SeVJer Commission 
shall remain in full force and effect unless rescinded by a resolution of the 
Board of Representatives. He aaid that means that all of those charges 'Will 
stay just the -way they are unless rescinded by us. He said that solves the 
-whole problem and there -will then be no question of getting into a bind 'With 
charges, etc. . 

MRS, LAITMAN us!{cd the speeker if this B ',e:ed hc;.3 the authc.d t; t:' melc, that 
Erxndrne~:+;, r"""'d ~f so, undE?r lHhat section of the Chart~r'd'ss it arpee..'":'~ 

HR. HEINZER said·'We are dissolving the Se-wer Commission - therefore '\.18 become 
the legislators - -we still remain the legislative body and therefor can make 
these deCiSions, because no longer is there a se'Wer Authority under the State 
Statute. He said remember this is a ne-w Ordinance,vary carefully 'Worded ••••• 
he quoted f'rom paragraph 2 of the proposed Ordinance. He said the Board of 
Representatives have the po-wer und9r the corporate po'Wers and under Sec. 201 
of the Chart9r - has the right to interpret those po'Wers. He said \Ie are the 
taxinlj bdy, 'We set fees for' par~{s, a.'1d set fees for ,everything. He said he 
has gone ever this -wit.h Mr. Boodman and. J-le '.dll be sJ:1e to do any of these 
things.' . 

}fRS c LAITMAN· .said she still thinks Yle do not have the po'Wer to abolish the 
SeYler COmmission. 

}ffiS. SP.ERMAN said she 'Would like for Mr. Heinz.er to clarify a couple of points, 
namely, -when he said in effect that '\.Je are approving everything the Se'Wer . 
COIt!Ilission has done up to this point, or is it just a question of connection 
fees --- or :Jhat? Sh9 said she takes exception to some of the things that 
the Se'Wer Commission has done, including some fees. 



I 

I 

I 

Hinut.es of .Tur..e 4, 1973 

HR. ;'-:EINZER said t1:is "ill have l,C "ait until we decide what 'We are going to 
do about Mr. Boccuzzi's ~t.ion: He said he is going to-make the motion that 
everything will remain in i'u:U force and effect UNlESS \ole . rescind it, .. hich 
is 'What 'We have to do any~ay" 

MRS. 5.'lERMAN said does that mean -if you take exception -to something that you 
('2-D br1ne it up before this body? 

MR., HEINZER said this would just clarify the' position, because·no .. it seems 
that 'We are in limbo - do those things . remain in lforce, or den I t·they? He 
said the probable legal interpretation .. ould be that they remain in force 
and effect unless we rescind them, because the Corporation Counsel has told 
him that. He said therefore let: s clarify it. 

MRS. SHERlJ.A.N said if the Board approves the .Ordinance, then at some future 
time, a member of this body can come in 'With a revocation of some former fee 
that the Sewer Commission has established. 

Mao HEINZER said very definitely and they ask this Board -to rescind it. 

MR. SCOFmLD said, having previously served as a member of the Se .. er Committee, 
he kno .. s ho'W active they have been, he really does not feel that this body can 
take on the 'Work of the Se .. er Commission. He said perhaps an appeal to this 
Board on certain decisions that are controversial-might be in order, but he 
does not think the .. orkings of the Se-wer Commission, to date, have been that 
'",d. He said they are thinking of the Ci tyt as a .. hole and are a hard .. orking 
group. He said perhaps .. ith our Se-wer Committee .. orking c1.D.sely .. ith the 
Se .. er COmmission, they might 'Work out a IDOre equitable plan! He said he is 
definitely against the Ordinance as.it is~no .. written. 

MR, ROOS said he thinks the Se'Wer Commission has been doing a good job and .. e 
are taking a sort of punitive action because they happened to have the courage 
of their convictions in one casee 

MR, KNAPP said earlier this evening he asked the same question .. hen Mr. Heinzer 
said he 'Would like to add to his Ordinance and the ans .. er he got back in one 
breath, was no. 'We couldn't do any thing like that because .. e did not have the 
po .. er and then in the next breath he also heard - .. ell, if you're going to take 
over, then you are going to be responsible for .. hat they have done. He said 
rightno'W hE is ur.decided~ 

.MRS, FOPJ·1AN said she agrees ;.;:. th Hr. Scofield and Mr. Roos and she believes 
that our own Corporation Counsel has ques1.ions about this and .. e need further 
clar'ificationc 

MR, MIllER said he has beer. !.n ~Cn5l.an~ corimunication .. i th the office of the 
Corpora.tion Counsel and it a:p;eeIs to h:..:n that they have said all that they arE 
going t~ sa.y on the matter and it ~so appears that they do not choose to put 
anything else in 'Writing.. ne said he rather resents the implication that no 
questicns .... ere asked or answered until the last minute. 

HIt"" THEODORE BOCCUZZI (who mat.e the ootion to return to Committee) said he can 
see. nothing to Ce gainedcv f'u:-ther debate - that the Se .. er Committee should 
study it ~ther and we ha;e ~ obligation to allo .. them to get more involved 
in .. hat;l if anything, should be done. 

& w :saaidLsxa::t.d 



_:..::tcr co::siderable i'tL~~C:' ~0-::a t8, MR. RAVALIESE IDVED 'lEE ~UESTIO:j. 
Sec::mded snd CAR."'tIED .. ith or-e no vote. 

A ROLL CALL VOTE "as requested on the ~tion ~hich-~~s approved. 

The vote to refer back :'0 the LClgislative & Rules CoID:ni ttee "a3 CARRIED by t!le 
follo\oJing ROLL CALL VO'lE of 22 in favor and 16 opposed; 

ll-iOSE VOTING IN FAVOR: 

BOCCUZZI, John (D) ~ 
BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D)
COLASSO,John (D) 
COSTELLO, Ro]Jert (D) 
DIXON, Handy (D) _ 
FORMAN, Barbara (R) 
FLANAGAN, William (R) 
GAMBINO, Philip (D) 
KELLY, Stephen (D) 
LUTMAN, Marilyn (D) 
LENZ, Frederick (D) 
MORABITO, Joseph (D) 
PERILLO, Alfred (D) 
RAVALIESE, George (D) 
ROOS, John (R) 
ROSE, Matthe~ (D) 
RYBNICK, Gerald (D) 
SCHADE, Richard (R) 
SCOFIELD, Edward (R) 
TRESSER, Michael (R) 
TRUGLIA, Anthony (D) 
WALSH, Peter (D) 

TEaSE VOTING ~\ OPPOSITIO~j: 

CAPORIZZO, William (R) 
CROSBY, Robert (R) 
EXNICIOS, Robert (R) 
FRIEDMAN, Bertram (R) 
GUROIAN, Armen (D) 
HEn~ZER, Charles (R) 
KELLY, J ~s (D) 
KNAPP, Warren (D) 
LIVINGSTON, Jeremiah (D) 
MILLER, Frederick (D) 
MORRIS, Thomas (R) 
PERKINS, Billie (R) 
PONT-BRl.Am', Lois (R) 
RUSSBACH, Daniel (R) 
SHERMAN , Edith (R) 
VARNEY, Kim (R) 

-------------------------------------------------------'------------

\ 5) Ordbance 1\0, 2'71 - (for final adoption) - CONCERl-;DlG AUTFORIZATIm OF 
EASEl·lENTS FROM TEE CITY OF STAMFORD TO TEE HARTFOP.D ELECTRIC LIGHT 
COl1?ANY FOR TEE FURPOSE: OF ?ROVID:LW ELECTRICAL & GAS SE:RVICE 
DISTRIBUTIm; FACILE'lES FOR Tl-;E ICE SKATING RD\K m; T:-:E SOUTB SIDE OF 
COVE ROAD AT COVE ISLA~J) - (l'1ayor's letter of 4/11/73) - T~~rroved ':0::
publication 5/7 h 3 a..'1d published 5/11/73) 

~3. :t>lILLER MOVED for :ir..al adop+- ion of the following O::e~~B..--:ce. - Seco:::'.ded aJlCl: 

8ARRIED UllB..'1imol4S1y: 

ORI:EAliCE ::0 • .2-::: STJPPIE}Ei~TAL 

cm:CERNEG AUT:10RIZATIO'i OF EASL1§:ITS FROM T:iE Cr;y OJ STAl,FORP_TO 
TEE P.ARTFORD ELEC-:-RICPS:-:"? _ COMPA:;Y FOR TEE P1JRPOSE .9F PROy'IDnm 
ELECTRICAL Alm GAS SERVlCE_ DISTRF,u-nor; FACILITES FOR_ THE ICE 
SKATmG RD~K O~i TEE SOl::':: SIDE OF COVE ROAD AT COJE ISIJJ-J> 

:=E IT ORDATh"ED BY THE CITI OF STAl-FORD THAT: 

In conformity ~i th Section 433 of the Stamford Charter ar ... d not-wi thstandir.g 
f:.ny provisions of Chapter 2, Se ctior~ 2-24 to 2.-27 inclusive of the Code of 
General Ordinancos of the City of Stamford, the :rollo~ing easements: 
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To the P.ARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY - map entitled 

''Easeoont covering - gas pipe line installation on the property 
of the City of Stamford, Cove Island Park, off Cove Ro~, 
Stamford, Connecticut~ Sketch #K-7310-M, Scale None, Date 
March 5, 1973" 

Tu the HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPAlH - map entitled 

97118 

"Easement covering - electric underground facilities on the prop~rty 
of the City of Stamford, Cove Island P ark, off Cove Road, Stamford, 
Connecticut. Sketch No. K-7309-M, Scale None, Date March 1, 1973" 

'Which maps are to be filed in the office of the To'Wn Clerk of said City of' 
Stamford, are hereby authorized for the purpose of providing electrical 
and gas service distribution facilities to the Cove Island Ice Skating Rink. 

The Mayor of the City of Stamford is hereby authorized and empo'Wered to act 
for the City of S~amford and to execute and deliver all documents necessary 
to grant the easements afore~aia. 

Th18 Ordinance shall take effect on the date of its enactment. 

****************************** 

(6) . Final.adoptionof Ordinance entitled: "AN ORDrnANCE OF THE CITY OF 
STAMFORD, CONNECIICUT. PROVIDnm FOR THE REPEAL OF SECTION 10-61 OF THE 

. CODE OF ORDINANCES. CITY OF STAMFORD, AND DECLARrnG SAl£ TO BE NULL AND 
VOID AND OF NO EFFECT" - (Approved for publication 5/7/73; published 

. 5/11/73) - (Mayor's letter of 4/13/73) - Note: This 'Was submitted in TWO 
Parts. Ho'Wever, the second part 'Was DENIED by the Board at the May 7thl 
meeting by a vote of 33 no and 3 yes - see 5/7/73 agenda, item Hll, 
under L & R - See pages 9648-49-50 of 5/7/73 minutes) 

MR. MILLER said this calls for the repeal of the Section 'Whi-ch concerns the 
exemption of one and t\lO family hou.ses 'Which are ower occupied, in the 
housing code. He said this matter \las discussed by him committee and the 
vote \las 3 to 2 recomI:lending DENIAL, \lith Representatives Knapp, Morabito 
and Costello voting in favor of denial and Miller and Heinzer in favor of 
repeal. He said he 'Wishes to also note that the Committee authorized him, 
in the event of the section in question being repealed, to then ask for a 
suspension of the rules so that We might consider the other part of this, 
'Which 'Was denied at the }fuy 7th Deeting - that proposal that the annual 
schedule of inspections coU:d not begin ,dthout the approval of the Board of 
Representatives. 

MR. MILLER MJVED for fi.'>lal adop~.;ion of the Ordinance and that there' be a 
ROLL CALL VOTE taken. Seconded. 

MR. GtmoIAN said this has been dragging on for six months and is happy to see 
that the CO!'pt(ration Counsel agrees that HOD's offer is nothing more than 
blackmail, although the Corporation Counsel did s~ that 'We shoUld submit 
in order to get money. . 

MR. !XNICIOS said he 'Wishes to make t'Wo points and he is. also opposed to the 
final adoption of this Ordinance - the first one being that the proponants of 

·this amendment point out that Ordinance #65 had provisions in it for inspection 
but 'What they are leaving unsaid is that the present Ordinance is much more ---, j . 

·~!'!'!' .. !!!i!.!\!'f,._.:ii!!!!l)P$~!!!!!!l!M#!I!!!!. AI!II'IM. ;".,4P'!!II\4!iD""' ••• zn4Z!!�!z ... ___ ... ___ ....... ______ --.,; ________________________ _ 
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stringent, and is based on 1973 bui1dL~g codes ~hereas Ordinance #65 was based 
On 1952 or before, and lll8.ny houses would be b violation of the .ne·"J Ordinance. 
The second thing he said he Wfu~tS to point out is th~t he does not like to be 
"blackmailed" by HUD and let's let them sho'W their hand and we can a1w~ 
rescind this amendment, if ~ wish, at any time. 

MRS. LAIT~~ enid thero h~ been much play on unfounded f9~r~ ~n~ leRR thRD 
1% of the housing inspections in the City last year -were concerned with single 
family home owners. She said she for one, is not af'raid. 

ER. FRIEDMAN said he believes this issue goes back to the date of the new 
Ordinance, when this clause waS in there and this Board chose to delete the 
particular item. He said laws are made to protect the innocent and p'IL"1ish 
the guilty and he, for one, would be very upset if his next door ne ighborhad 
a foul smelling septic tank that was overflOwing and breeding bacteriao He 
said in certain districts where houses are close to one another, this can apply 
and why should a home owner who complies with the laws have no recourse if his 
neighbor wants to violate the laws? 

MR. DIX said last year when the new hOUS~lg code was passed he thought 'We had 
done a pretty good job, even though one and two family houses ....ere exempted. 
Since that time he said he has had a. chance to stujy the number and conditions 
of one and two family buildings and finds they are numerous and many are sub
standard, so he has now concluded that a housir.5 code 'Which permits a building 
to be occupied when it is in a sub-standard s·Gat.e is a bad Code. 

lom •. RUSSBACH pointed out that item #15 'IL . . ..J •• -<.le Fiscal Committee on the agenda 
:onight waS granted, in spite of the faGc that we did not conform to HUDt s 
edict. He said it seems that they IIr).st realize that their threats to withhold 
our money f'rom us are illegal. 

~8.S. SHERMAN said this Board sl'y.ucl oe aware that our He:"ilth Director has the 
:_'o\.:er right now to go into every home in the City. She said this' right to do 
-:iis is under Section 19-70 S.l.· the State Statutes and Sec. 420.1 of our. Charter 
s:.d under the provision? 0; Ordinance No. 246, Sec. 18-23. She quoted from 
:::e sections invo1vE'~. Sie said we should not be afraid to pasS this 
2ri~~ance becau~p cheHea1th Director already has the power to enter private 
..-:·::rre~ , 

:3, MJP":tIS said \:e are talking abollt two different th1.IlgS - sepuc ta."1ksand 
:: _,~C'_. he3.1th factors and the Health. Director does have the right of· entry. 
--- ... :'Over, he said, what he is talking about is the reason why he had si..."1g1e 
::.- ~ ~i 1y homes exe!llpted was for a."1 entL-r-e1y different re ason. He said all he 
':'s try:LTlg to do is to protect the hO::!eowner, and -che next thing that "\-Jill 
:'2.;;:en is that before you can sell yea house yeu "Will have to bring it up 
: 0 sta.Tldard. He aaid health hazards a..'1d au.i1ding standards' are two different 
-:ibgs and should not be confused. 

~. PONT-BRIANT pointed out that Section 10-11 of the preser.t Charter does 
allow the Health Director, in the case of emergency for health, welfare or 
safety reasons to enter a home. 

Y3.. FLANAGAN said this does not apply to one and two family awe11ings, because 
~he last chapter - Section 10-61 says it doesn't apply. He said if 'WS''Would 
~onfine our remarks to our new Charter and Code, 'We '.Nculd solve a lot of 
:;:::-ob1ems. 
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MR. }[)R.~IS MJVED THE QUESTIO~. Seconded and CARRIED. 

A ROLL CALL VOTE ;.;as requested and -approved. 

Final adoption of the Ordinance 'Was LOST by ·~he follo'Wing ROLL CALL VOTE 
of 19 opposed, 17 in favor and one abstention. 

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR: 

BOCCUZZI, John (D) 
BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D) 
CROSBY, Robert (R) 
DIXON, Handy CD) 
FORMAN, Barbara (R) 
FLANAGAN, William (R) 
FRIEDMAN, Bertram (R) 
LAITMAN, Marilyn (D) 
LIVINGSTON, Jeremiah (D) 
MILLER, Frederick (D) 
PERKINS, Billie (R) 
ROOS, John (R) 
ROSE, Hatthe'W (D) 
SCHADE, Richard (R) 
SCOFIELD, Ed'Ward (R) 
SHERMAN , Edith (R) 
TRESSER, Michael (R) 

ABSTAINED: 

THOSE VOTn~G m OPPOSITION: 

CAPORIZZO, William (R) 
COLASSO, John (D) 
COSTELLO, Robert (D) 
EXNICIOS, Robert (R) 
GAMBINO, Philip (D) 
GUROIAN, Armn (D) 
KEILY, James (D) 
KEILY, Stephen (D) 
KNAPP, Warren (D) 
LENZ, Frederick (D) 
MORABITO, Joseph (D) 
MORRIS, Thomas (R) 
PERILLO, Alfred (D) 
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R) 
RAVALLESE, George (D) 
RUSS BACH, Daniel (R) 
RYBNICK, Gerald (D) 
TRUGLIA, Anthony (D) , 
WALSH, Peter (D) 

VARNEY, Kim (R) 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

(7) Proposed Ordbance(for pUblication) CONCERlHNG PRESERVATION OF TREES AND 
r~ATURAL AREAS ALONG CITY STREETS - (Submi Hed by Frederick Lenz, 1st 
District Representative) 

MR. MILLER MOVED for approv:11 of publiccltion of the follo'Wing proposed OrdinancE 
Se conded and CARRIED unanimously: 

PROFOSED ORDTI1ANCE 

PRESERVATIOi~ OF TREES k~D : JA'I' URAL AREAS ALONG CITl STREETS 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT: 

(a) No construction, repe.irs, 'Wid.ening or other alteration or excavation 
and no storm or sanitary se'Wer, catch basin, cUrbing, or culvert instaJ.lation 
in or adjacent to public streets or high'Way5 shall be released for bidding 
or c,arriedout by City employees llllless and until the design, plans and 
s;>ecifications theref.or have been submitted to and ap;;roved by the Department 
of Parks and l~atural Resources if ci ty-o'Wned trees and/or shrubs are gro'Wing 
inside the· area of the proposed con.tract or project or gro'Wing on public or 
private property 'Within fifteen (15) feet of the limits of such contract or 
project, and 
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(b) Any contract or specifications for the aforementioned types of ~ork 
shall include provision for the replace~nt by purchase and planting of any 
trees or shrubs .. hose re!:lOval 'Io1aS necessitat.,d :::,~ ·::~e a::::>re:nentic-ned construction 
or alteration a.'1d such replace:::lent trees and/e 0' sh..""'"Ubs shB.ll be designated as 
to species and size by the Depart::nent of Pa.T~~S 8.::d. Nature.l Rescurces and the 
cost of such replacer::ent pla.'1ting shall be included in the specifications as 
part of the contract or project. 

(c) This ordinance shall take effect upon its adoption by the Board of 
Representatives of the City of Stamford. . 

************************************* 

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE: 

Complaint concernir.g dumping of debris on City streets 

MR. ROSE said he has a complaint on the above matter and also a petitiOA 
concerning Orchard Street. Referred to Steering·-Committee. 

PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE: 

(1) Re uest from Park Commission 
Avenue and Tresser Boulevard 
~" 

MR. KELLY MOVED for approval of the above request. He said it 'Was the opinion 
of the Chairman and the Commission that the naming of a previously unnamed tract 
does not require confirmation by the Board of Representatives. Seconded. 

}ffiS. LAITMAN said she does not understand and asked the speaker ~hy he is moving 
for the Board's approval ~hen it is not required •. 

MR. KEU,Y replied just as a !llatter of record, because ~ wre stopped in the 
Steering.Committee ~ith another park and this could be throw.n out too. 

}ffiS. PONT-BRIANT objected to the naming of a park after an organization. 

J.ffi. KELLY said it is too small to name after a person. 

VOTE taken on above motion. DENIED. 

(2) Concerning park at junction of Richmond Hill and Fairfield Avenue be 
named the "JACY.IE R03mSON NEl'[)RIAL FARK"- (Requested by Mr. LiVingston 
5th District Representative. 

MR.. KELLY MOVED ·for approval of the above request. Seconded and CARRIED. 

(3) PETITION NO. 381 ~ FIF-rH AN~;UA1 FESTDlAL OF THE PER...."'OP.MINGAR'l'S IN MIU. 
RIVER PARK 0:; JU:B 28, 29. ;0 and JULY i. 1973 - (To be o,P9n to the 
com:::n.mi ty free of charge - Requested .in letter dated 4/9/73 from 
Charles P. Lickson, Counsel to Com:lli ttee for Performing and Visual 
Arts, Inc.) 

HR. KELLY MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded and CARRIED. 
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(4) PETITIO!~ 1m. 382- Reauest f:-om lUERICAN-ITALIA~~ ASSOCIA'IION for' 
permission to nL~ a fe~st ~t St~ord Catholic High School on 
Jul . 6 7 and 8 from 7:00 P.M. to 12 midni ht - (Requested in 
letter dated 5 10 73) 
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MR. KELLY MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded and CARRIED. 

(5) RegueBt to TRANSFER AD~1INISTRATIVE JURISDICTION FROM GENERAL CITY 
GOVER.~l£NT TO THE PARK DEPARTMENT under provisions of Ordinance No, 
144 of the City-owned tract at the north~est corner of Rockrimmon 
and Scofieldtown Roads the site of the former Cit d 
(Letter dated 5 3 73 from Edward Connell) 

Referred to the Steering Committee for referral to the LEGISLATIVE & 
RULES COMMITTEE, for July Board meeting • 

(6 ) FEES for use 0 f Oube ta Stadium and tennis courts at Stamford and 
Rippo~am High Schools - (Letter dated 5/14/73 from Supt. of Recreation 
Bruno Giordano)· 

MR. KELLY presented the following fees as contained in above letter and MOVED 
for their approval. Seconded and CARRIED unanimously: 

FEES - (CUBETA STADIUM) 

Official City Event, Memorial Day, etc. 
Little League, Babe Ruth League, Pop Warner 
Twilight League, Other City Men's Teams 
Bonafide Non-profit Community type program-

DAY USE ------
EVENING USE --

Commercial or Professional Organization: 

CHARGE 

No charge 
$5.00 per game 
10.00 11 11 

15.00 per hr. to 5 P.M. 
125.00 for 3 hra. 
175.00 for 4 hrs. 

DAY USE ------- $300.00 fUll day to 5 P.M. 
~~ING USE --- 150.00 per hr. (after 5 P.M.) 

Practice Use ----------------- DAY USE ------
EVElaNG USE ---

FEES (Tennis Courts) 

Rippowam and Stamford High Schools 
RESIJEi\'1S 
lW~; RESIDEliTS -

15.00 per hr. to 5 P.M. 
35.00 n II (after 5 P.M.) 

50¢ per hr. per person 
1.00 II II II " 

If a collection or admission is ch~ged at Cueeta St~dium, the City ~il1 
share in 25% of the amount collected or receive the above minimum charges 
(in advance) whichever is greater. 

Records and receipts dealing other than ~i~h the Board of Recreation programs 
are to be maintai.~ed by the Department of Public ¥lorks. Permits for such 
functions are made through the Depart:nent of Public ¥lorks, but cleared through 
the Board of Recreation Department. 

Every effort should be made to balance II income producing" programs so that the 
financial burden ~ill be lessened. 

The above schedule o~ fees should be considered tentative only, and should be 
reviewed as required~',based on actual operating costs. 
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(7) Co,;:,] of letteI' frc:n 3:':;:10 G::'ord:mo, SU"2t. of Recreation, to Dr. 
Reigh ~Car".)enter, SU:"'~_. of Board or Educ':l.tion - !EQLES,!:C~G POSSBILITY 
OF ASSIDffilG JJRISDICTIC;, 0F RY!.£ SCHOOL, lc~aied 0:1 S~uth:~ield Avenue 
(letter not dated) 

MR. KELLY ~ead the above letter ~d asked that it be made a part of the record. 

MR. JOffi~ nobOUZZI said Ryle School happens to be in his District and he can 
assure everyone that the school~ill be in operation for j~ars to come and does 
not feel it is a bit necessa:y that the jurisdiction of this school be turned 
over to the Board cf Rec~eation at this time. 

MR. KELLY said they are j~t going on record that if the school ever is ~losed 
that they be given first crack at it. 

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said this is merely going on record and does not mean that 
the Board approves. 

(8) LIaNE PARK WADING POOL 

MR. KELLY saip. the use of this 'Wading pool 'WaS requested by the Stamford Boys' 
Club. He said the I1m~wer is that this 'WaB constructed over 30 YBal'l:! ago and 
'We have patched it up several times and in our opinion, it is just about 
obsolete. He quoted from the Health Department's report, saying there are large 
cracks and fissures in the floor of the pool and the drainage pit is blocked. up 
'With stones and broken glass and the pl~bing is damaged. 

PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE: .. 

In the absence of the Chairman, George Russell,. Mr. Tresser turned over his 
report and it is presented below: 

PUSNING & ZA"NING COMMITTEE REPORT 

Committee met on ~~e5day, A?ril 10, 1973, at 7:30 P.M. in the Democratic 
Caucus Room. 

All Committee member s ~ere present. Also p~esent "Were Corporation Counsel, 
J. Robert Bromley and memb6rs of the B8ard Ts U.R.C. Committee, Chairman John 
Roos, Robert Crcsby ard fhili.2 GE_TJ.r,:n,). 

Ite:n Referred - Zor:;be !:'';'''~~l' ~!S..s..tJc:, 'the Board cf Re".):'esentatives to 
L:·rcsti~·E-.te_ ~"_L9.l:"_~:..t .. l.(,IL'£~ '-J:lethe:r.. t:3e Urba..'l Rene-wal area 
ia 3t;.-,i5El£l._·~_-;.£?:~~:'~j-:;jl~t:'ans a.'1d their regue3t for some 
for:l:ll d:'~i":1 ii3 t~:;'££'._~5 violations t~e7 felt exist at 
101 Bros.c'.3tr..;,:: t . 'lei the G€ner-:.l Tel eDhc~e and Electronic 
'buildine;s 

The Committee has held se':1e:' _,1 lJeetin£;s ;:-n -t:lis refe~:il s..n::i presented an 
interim report to -:his Boa.~d a"L its r9cullI' }1.3Ich meeting, in 1o:h!.ch the 
basic differences of o~L~io~ ~~re explaL~ed. 

In order to make . :he findi~gs c:'" this fin 11 report 'c1e ar, the coI!lIIli ttee again 
refers to the con;.laints of the Zoning Boar·i. They felt th3t the U.R.C. Commission 
'Was permitting the sponsor m~jor buildL'1g changp.s "Which they interpreted should 
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be brought before their Board or the Zoning Board of Appeals before becoming 
~acts. On the other hand, the U.R.C. felt that they proceeded properly, 
because of a legal opinion witten 1..'1 August 1970 by former Corporation Counsel 
Fr~~ D'Andrea and again by a written opinion from present Corporation Counsel 

. Robert Bromley and his assistant, Theodore Godlin, which agreed with the 
ori~inalopinion. 

The·debatablebuilding vj.:>lations included the t'lo:O top pe!lt house or utility 
floors of 101 Broad Street, as to their percentage occupancy of the roof area. 
The zcning regulation for CC4i calls for 25%; the actual present size with 
U.R.C. resolution approval is 39%. There is also a question as to what the 
actual story height is. This appeared to be an interpretation of building 
height and where do you st?Xt. 

The GTE building involved the adding of four stories over the ten. Again, by 
a U.R. C. resolution. Also, a side yard requirement was granted. In the GTE 
change, the total building density 'Was left the Sa.Ire as was in the ten story 
proposal. This ~as done to obtain greater open green area around the building. 

The Committee received some 90 pages of correspondence on this zubject, and if 
you summarize it all, it repeatedly refers to General Statutes that apparently 
permit an Urban Rene'Wal Plan to take precedence over municipally established 
zoning rules 'Whenever a conflict exists. Former Corporation Counsel Frank 
D'Andrea gave a lengthY six page written opinion on August 5, 1970 on this 
subject. 

Present Corporation Counsel Robert Bromley, 'With his Assistant, Theodore Godlin, 
further agreed with the former Corporation Counsel Frank D'Andrea in a written 
opinion on May 27, 1971 to James Sotire, City Building Official and Zoning 
Enforcement Officer. 

One of the chief conflicts between the U.R.C. and the Zoning Board was 'What the 
U.R.C •. considered "minor" changes as against the Zoning Board's opinion to be 
"major" changes. Corporation Counsel Bromley com:nented that his office felt 
that they did not wish to be placed in the position of trying to interpret what 
is minor and 'What is major ch~'1b~s, ~~d ~ould refuse to give an opinion in this 
direction if so asked. 

It certainly appears thatthe Zon1..'1g 30ard h~s no legil control·over the South
east Quadrant Project. However, at present, a written agreement has been arrivel 
at betwee!l the U.R.C. and the Zon1..'16 Bo~d, as ~€ll as the Building Inspector. 
~he agreement states that no fu:ther chan;es will be made Ulltil submitted to 
the Building InsiJector E-ld Zonil15 303.:-'1. Hence, at present, it would seem all 
is well. But a change in :Soa:~QS cculd ;er!.lit a smbr sit".l[-:.ion to s.:~ise. 

It tec~ obvious to the Co~ttp-e, ~sfacts were gathered, that since the time 
when the 'Jrig1..'1al plan w::.s submt.ted ye3.I'S back, Ina.'1y changes in Stamford have 
come about - one being Tr~sport~tio~ Pl~za, which permits 21 story buildings 
and thus makes adjoining preS9::lt 10 story CC-S area practically surrounded by 
21 story zoning. 

The U.R. C. will soon be prese::ltbg the B01rdof Representatives 'With an uydated 
plan. It is hoped and expect~d that they 'Will work with the Zoning Board ·ana 
also that the ZO!1ing Board 'Willrevie,~ their regulations as to CC~ and CC-S 
and up date them to present· conditions and possible future plans. 
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The co~ttee ~as strong L'1 feeling that zonL'1g re~i:ations should be follo~d. 
It ~aS unfortunate that, despite several ye~s of q~stionable legal status of 
the Zoning Board as to their pO'Wers in the U,R.C. a=ea that the situation 'Was 
not resolved a long time back. SO::le m3mbers of the Co.."mi ttee visited 101 
Broad Street and revie .... 'Sd the intended near future co:::r;l~tion plans for this 
area. It is indeed impressive and there is no questio~ that 'When the South
east Quadrant Project is completed, it ~ill be one of the most beautiful and 
and unusual building complexes on the whoJ..e Ea.st co~t. The tax revenue from 
this area will now, due to contbual improvement chsnges; such as obtaining 
GTE Corporation, become several t~s 'What was originally expected. 

Further, in conclusion, the Committee could find no L'1tentional 'Wrongdoing, 
since the Urban Redevelopment Commission acted under legal advisement and 
'With all good intentions.- Also, the final outcome appears to be beneficial 
to Stamford as a 'Whole. 

Better liaison bet'Ween Boards and City ;)fficials is an absolute necessity for 
minimizing similar situations. The committee strongly supports zoning regulations, 
supported by an upright Zoning Board, together 'With a Zoning Enforcement Officer, 
'Who like'W:Lse polices strict adherence to the zoning regulations. 

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

Respectfully submitted, 

George E. Russell, Chairman 
Planning & Zoning Committee 

MR. GUROIAN said he is not in total disagreement 'With the majority report, 
but he is in disagreement 'With that portion of the report which states: 
"It certainly appears that the Zoning Board has no legal control over the 
~outheast Quadrant Project". . 

He said if that 'Were so, the Zoning Board 'Would not have contested the matter, 
nor 'WOuld the Planning & Zoning Committee of this Board been asked to investigate 
the matter. . 

He said it is his contention that the Zoning Board a::::' the Zoning Enforcement 
Officer HAS jurisdiction over zoning matte~s in the S~utheast Quadrant of the 
URC. He said when the· Board of Representatives appr~l7ed the URC contract, it 
'Was 'With the clear understending that the redeveloper would comply 'With local 
Zoning Regulations. 'Within the contract between "the City and the redeveloper, 
it states under Section 3.9 U~'}jGn necessary, the redeveloper and the City agency 
'Will join in a?plybg for such z~::.i: • .; und f;u-,:,'uivisior: '3.pprovals as may be . 
required 'With any applicable }_d:V:::, rll'3'3 ~nj reeulatio::s of the City of Stamford." 

He said during the investigation of the jurisdictional c.ispute bet'Ween the 
Zoning Board and the lIRC before the Ccmmi t tee, he mai:". tained that the August 
1970 opinion by' fOJ":J.erCorporati0n Counsel Frank D' A::.dre a. 'Was responsible for 
the difficulty encountered by the ZcnL"lg Board and tile Zoning Enforcement 
Officer in carrying out their du:'ies 'W.:!.thin the URC. He said that opinion 
of 1970 subverted and abridged the original agreement -oet'Ween the City and the 
~ede_vel~per. -

He s~d a -member of the Zoning Board'\oJho 'Was present du:ring the Committee 
investigations, disputed the fact that thia 'Was not tr19cese and subsequently 
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the Corporation Counsel, Bromley, agreed ~ith the opinion given by D'Andrea in 
1970. He said thus the City's zonL~g po~rs and regulatory prerogatives ~re 
locked out of the URC sndthe URC became, in effect, an atonomous entity ~ithin 
the City. 

He said it is to this very serious matter that this Board must address its 
~diate attention to and despite the fact that an· apparent agreement has been 
reaohed bet"Ween the "Werring partie.;; - the URe and t.he Zoning Boarn. HA aain 
such an agreement is not "Worth the paper on ~hichit is -written, ~hen the 
redeveloper remains armed "With the D'Andrea opinion of 1970 ~hich states that 
they do not have to comply "With the City's Zoning regulations. But more 
importantly, the so called "agreement" by its very nature condones the vio
lation of the contract dra"Wn bet"Ween the City and the redeveloper in regard 
to compliance ~i th local zoning. 

He said if -we are to control the gro"Wth of the Southeast Quadrant - and the 
redeveloper ~ill be presenting us "With a ne"W plan, ~hich envisions to~ering 
luxury apartments, "We must -wr~st control of the zoning pO"W9rs ~ithin our 
City, and this can be done in only one ~ay - the D'Andrea opinion must go 
be cause it is not binding, but merely an opinion. 

He said as long as the URC is armed "With the 1970 opinion of Mr. D'Andrea and 
use it as a club at the opportune moment, the Southeast Quadrant ~illcontinue 
to remain a fifedom inviolate and uncontrollable as far as ~ are concerned. 

He. said the only "Way to regain control of zoning in the URC area is for this 
Board of Representatives to insist, prior to approval of any ne~ plan presented 
to us for our approval by the redeveloper, that such approval be contingent on 
restitution and reaffirmation of local zoning regulations "With the URC area. 

-----------
SPECIAL COMMITTEES: 

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE 

Minority Report by 

Armen Guroian, member of 
Planning & Zoning Committee 

MR. RODS said his Committee report ~ill be along the same lines. He said his 
Committee met jointly "With the L~vestigating coDmittee on Tuesday, March 17th 
and previous meetings '.I9re also c.ttended by members of his Committee. He said 
also participating "Were URC C.::·mm.iSSiO:l ne!:iliers, members of the Zoning Board, 
Building Inspection, ~~d the Corporation Counsel. 

He said the conclusions reached ~ere that co~ications bet"Ween the Zoning 
Board, the Building Inspector ~~d the Urb~~ Redevelopment Commission ~ere 
poor. HO"W9ver, he said the URC did extend an invitation to the Zoning Board 
to attend all of their ::neetings and it still does. 

He said plans are under '.:ay to rectify this problem. He said the interpretation 
as to "What constitutes a major change are very vague and minor changes can be 
decided upon by the URC, but "What is lllino:- and 1Nhat is major? He said \loon in 
doubt, the only person to resort to is a reluctant . ("Which is understandable) 
Corporation Counsel ~ho has very fe"W guidelines to help him determine 'What 
is a major and "What is a minor change. 
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~e 3aid the interpretation arrived at by for~r Co~p~~ation Co~~el D'Andrea 
~~d recently upheld by our present Corporation Counsel, NT. Bro~ey, seems to 
:.e legal and proper under the c~cumstances. 

~e said for example - using 10% of the roof of 101 Broad Street to accommodate 
additional equipment for the skating rink, seems to be practical and a minor 
decision and adding three stories to the GTE building, seems to be a major 
decision, but then again havi.~g the area zoned ten stories ~hen it is almost 
surrounded by 21 story zoning, seems to be unrealistic. 

~e said it is recommended that better communications be established bet~een the 
30ard, URC and the Building InspectDr and that objections be aired ~hen inf'rac-

. ~ions occur and not after the buildings have been constructed and the ~rk 
co:npleted. He said let the Building Board of Appeals be quickly established· 
~~d the~ duties defined and that Stamford Zoning Regulations be upheld and 
~e-~ritten in a concise and clear manner. He said most of our Zoning Regula
tions are extremly vague. 

Ee said contrary to som published reports, the meetings ~hich included the 
Zoning Board, URC, the Building InSpector and the joint committees, ~ere 
amicable, ~ith each group recognizing the others pr.oblems and the need to 
help, not hinder. 

?UBLIC HOUSING & GENERAL RELOCATION COMMITTEE: 

~. DIXON, Chairman, said at the last regular Board meting, Mr. Costello 
~quested that the accumulation of rubbish, etc. on the Division Street housing 
site -- the Sr. citizens housing site - be looked into. He said he had a talk 
-.;ith Mr. Anthony Marrucco, Chairman of the Housing Authority, and ~as told that 
~~e property had recently been cleaned up and made available to the mechanics 
~orking on Stamford Manor for parking purposes, because they had no other 
;lace to park. He said he assured him that he ~ould look into the complaint 
~diately. 

RE: SPRING CLEAN-UP 

~3. FLANAGAN said he "ants so:oothing done about a spring cleanup before its 
::>0 late. 

:~3 CF~~~ said this is a function or the Public Works Committee and he under
s:a.'1ds they have already contacted tile l1ayor about it. 

_':'.::JJOU?J~MENT : 

::-~ere being no further busbass- to c:>:me be:::'ore the ~eting, on ::notion, duly 
seconded and CARRIED, t~e ~eti.~g adjou.-ned at 12:30 h.M. 

ors, P~esident 
of Rep~esentatives 

. : .1 .. ,,"am 

Ve l.r:l.a. F a...--rell 
A~~istrative Assistant 
(Recording Secretary) 

l:ote! The above meeting ~aS .broad
cast over Rp~io Station ~TC 

until 11 P.M. vr 


