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!-lIXrTES OF ArGUST 6, 1973 

12TH BOARD OF REPRESE~"TATIVES 

STA."'fFORD, CO!'-"rNECTICUT 

A regular monthly meeting of the 12th Board of Representatives of the City 
of Stamford 'Was held on }1onday, August 6, 1973 in the meeting room of the 
Board. second floor, 429 At lant ie Street, Municipal Office Dui luing, 
Stamford, Connecticut. 

Tile meeting 'WR!> called to order at 9:15 P.H. by the Pr('~i'1t~lIl, George V. 
Connors. 

Il'."VOCATION 'Was given by Rev. Samuel L. White, r?ith Tabernacle ~lissionary' 
Baptist Church. 

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

CHECK OF VOTING MACHINE: 

The President conducted a check of the voting machine 'Which 'Was found to be 
in good 'Working order. 

Rf'T,T, rALL wls tIlJ(C'n hy the C'I'\1"\. !Jle1:e were 34 present and 6 absent. The 
absent members 'Were: 

Robert B. Exnicios (R) 1st District 
Handy ~i~on (~, 2n~ tliFtrict 
Jerem1.2'l-. 1.·",,';,(~st·'1 (!'\ ')th District 
Geoq;e l{avallese (;)) 13th District 
Ed'Ward K. Scofield (r~~ 10th District 
John H. Roos (R) 1 ':itt' 'listrict . 

NJl.Y0R'S AN~'mAL NESSAGE - 1972-1~73 fiscal year (In .'1.':.'cordance 'With Sec. 303.1 
of the Stamford Charter) 

~1AYOR JULIUS :to). \.JILE:\SKY we.S es("or-u.·j to ~:,c ;:Cdl'UIT' at th:'s time. He 
presented his Annual Message fo: th~ l07~-107~ risc~i yC3r. For the 
"''''ason that all Board }lembers \,'t>i:'e furni shed "'Lth rOT'i.:.s, it is not in
cluded in the Minutes. 

ThE ::a?or left the meE:ting .?ne t11e memb·-·ys rt:;tllrn~.,i ~.) !.heir regular order 
of business. 

ACCEPIAi\CE OF HL\'l.JTSS: JllnE: ?'). 197:· Spec ial Nt' 2t i ng (Re Hau lay,Tay Program) 
July 2, 1973 Regular }~eeti.ng 
July 16, ]973 Special ~keting on Collective 

Bargaining ~ontracts. 

The above Hinutes 'Were accepted with one correction - on page 975~ of 
:~inutes of July 2, 1973, 6th line -from top of:>a[p: :"here it states 
"(2/3rd vote required)" shot.'-.d hav",: rea~ instead: "(r,lajority vote of 21 
requiredJ', under S'~. 202.2 of Charter). 

CQ-INITTEE REPORTS: 

The reading of. the report of the ;,tE:E:ring Comrr.: ::t.E:E: '.,·as 'Waived and appears 
belo'W: ., 

"I {r 
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STEERING COMNITTEE . REPORT 

~eeting held Mond~v. Julv 23, 1973 

A meeting of the Steering Committee was held on Monday, July 23, 1973 in 
the Board of Representatives' Caucus Room, }runicipal Office Building, 
429 Atlantic Street, Stamford, Connecticut. 

The meeting ,,'as called to order by Mr. Horabito, Najority Leader, in the 
absence of the Chairman, George Connors, who arrived later. The following 
members were present: 

Nrs. Narilyn Laitman (D) 
Joseph Morabito (D) 
}1rs. Lois Pont-Briant (R) 
George Russell (R) 
Charles Heinzer, III (R) 
Frederick Niller (D) 
Matthew Rose (D) 

Thomas Norris (R) 
Frederick Lenz, Jr. (D) 
John Colasso (D) 
Edward Scofield (R) 
Stephen Kelly CD) 
Jeremiah Livingston CD) 

Also present were Representatives Barbara Forman (R) and Gerald Rybnick CD). 

The following matters were discussed and acted upon: 

(1) Appointments: 

All appointments held in Committee at the July 2, 1973 meeting were ORDERED 
ON TilE AGENDA under APPOINTIlENfS COMMITTEE, 

Six other appointments received to date - namely Nrs. Shirley Selikoff CR) 
to the Welfare Commission; Harry Alter (R) to the Board of Taxation, Roger 
N. Taranto, Jr. (D) to the Sewer Commission; Stanhy Daron CD) to the Sewer 
Commission; and Irving Teitelbaum (R) as an Alternate to the Zoning Board, 
were all ORDERED ON THE AGENDA and referred to the APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE. 

(2) Additional Appropriations: 

All matters approved by the Board of Finance at their meeting held on 
Thursday, July l2·th \"ere ORDERED (11\ THE AGE!\"DA and those pertaining to 
Fiscal matters were REFERRED TO THE FISCAL Cm1NITTEE. 

(3) Supplemental rider to LEASE benveer t'le SOLTH E:-"D COMMUNITY CENTER, INC. 
and the CITY OF STA}IFORD and proposed Ordinar:.c~, as requested by HUD 
before final payment of 5495,440.00 due the Cit\' is forwarded -
(Mayor's letter of 6/26/73) 

The above item, having been approv~d by the Board of Finance on 7/12/73 
was ORDERED ON THE AGE},1J)A and referred to the LEGISUTIVE & RULES COHMITTEE. 

(4) Resolution authorizing CONDD1~TION OF PROPERTY FOR EASE}lENT TO CONSTRUCT 
A EAILROAD SPUR AI\l) BED h'ITH TRACKS THROUGH A~"D U};l)ER PROPERTY OF EAST 
NEADOW CORPORATION, for access\>.av to ne,,' Sewage Treatment Plant by 
railroad tank car delivering chlorinE: for df::signed function of new 
treatment plant - (Nay or , s letter of 6/12/73) 
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The above item, having been approved by the Board of Finance on 7/l~/73 was 
. ORDERED ON THE AGENDA and referred to the LEGISUTIVE & RULES CONNITTEE. 

(5) Two items, held in Committee by the Legislative & Rules Committee - one 
concerning a Proposed CONSUMER PROTECTIOX ORDINANCE and another being 
final adoption of an ordinance entitled "SEWERS AND SEWAGE DISPOSAL" 
were ORDERED ON THE AGEt-."DA and referred to thp LEGISLATIVE & RULES 
COMMITTEE. 

(6) Old Business: llEALTH DEPARTHENT PROPOSED SCHEDULE.. (\, FEES PERMITS ANDIOR 
LICENSES 

(Approved for publication 11/13/72; published 11/25/72 and new'r given 
final approval by the Board) -- (Letter from Dr. Gofstein, c?ted 7/11/73, 
asking that this be given final approval). 

Above ORDERED ON AGENDA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMNTTTEE 

(7) Old Business~ Request from Park Commission for administrative juris
diction over IS-acre city-owned tract at corner of 
Scofie Idtown and Rockrinunon Roads, the former Dump 

(Deferred 6/4/73) - (Letter dated 6/16/73 from Park Commission) 

Above NOT. ordered placed on agenda. 

(8) Old Business: Requested amendment to Ordinance 1'252 "Changing Name of -
\~'illow Street to Tresser Boulevard" by adding: "From 
West Main St-=p.et ..to_}lm Strept -L_a.!''proyimately 20,720 feet" 

shall be chan~·.e.] t.o TRESSER ~"ULE\1/.!ill 

(Held in Committee~6/4/7J) 

Above NOT ordered placed on agenda. 

(9) Proposed Resolution - Concerning Rules and R.5'f,u ~d.!ions of Sewer 
Commission 

Above ORDERED ON AGE~DA under Li~GJ :3U'T'lVE & Rm_E:>Y'~\'.IJ1'1'fF. and also referred 
to the SE\'[ER COHHITTEE. 

001 Ordinance for final adoption - 20NCERY::~\:: ,,,_L~i]~Yn~~·~TIl)X OF AN EASENENT 
FR0r! THE CrTY OF STA}!FORD TO TE': HARTf~-l:l i-:HC:IC LIGHT Ca'1PANY FOR ---- -- -.-
THE PLTRPOSE OF PROVIDI~G (,,.-\S PIPE U;,E l:Sr:.LL\~n·~~~ FO~ THE ~EW WEST 
~!AI~ STREET CONNU~rTY C2~i~~, I,EST N.\r\ S!_~:::-'::T. S';':\!·!}·ORD. CO~ECTICUT 

(}la~Tor's letter of 5/30/73) - (Adopted for pl,b 1 it>1.tion 7/2/73; 
published 7/6/73) 

Above ORDERED ON AGEr-.."DA under LEGISLA'r HE c..: !'1~.E~; ':cr.-fMITTEE. 

on Ordinance, for final adoptio'1 - "~)i~~:::~~\'IXr.}~'·_-:T.r:;URE OF Dl:::RESTS IN 
REALTY BY PERSONS, APPOD.'T'!'ED TO C£'~TAD CIT': B .. -.:WS A\'D CO~j}lISSIONS" 
(Prestlnted by Frederick Hiller, 3rd District R"p:-esentative) (Adopted 
for publication 7/2/73; published 7/6/73) . 

Above ORDERED ON AGEt--"DA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES C'}~f,·I}TTEE. 

(12) Proposed Resolution FOR R.::. .... LIG!;'}1ENT OF AP(n.ftL~:~ OF HATN STREET AND 
ABANDONHENT OF RESI!)n;'L PORTIl'N !KIT P.:.::n_.I.~,~!-~.'_T'-:-.!\,}1ENT - (Requested 
in letter dated 7/19/7':> from James Hibben, l,RG L1irector) 

/ /1 t 
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Above ORDERED O~ AGE~DA under LEGISLATIVE & RULES CCNHITTEE. 

(13) PETITION - Concerning DANGEROUS TRAFFIC CO~DITIO~S ON DANN DRIVE 
(Signed by residents and submitted by Warren Knapp, 
14th District Representative) 

Above petition was ORDERED ON THE AGE~~A under PLANNING & ZONING CO~~ITTEE. 

(1/1) Request to name recentl" developed park ,on ,south side of Cove Road, 
between Van Buskirk and Ransom Streets "JAMES DePRETA PARKii in honor 
of a' Cove resident who died at Tarawa during World War II-
(See letter dated 6/16/73) 

Above ORDERED ON AGEt-.TnA under PARKS & REC REATT ON COMMITTEE. 

(15) COLLECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACTS -From July I, 1972 through June :30, 1974 
for the following: 

CASEWORKERS - Re-submitted contract, previously denied 6/4/73 because 
of Pension provisions lowering retirement age to 60 

TEACHERS 

from 62. (Mayor's letter dated July 18, 1973) 

- Re-submitted contract, previously denied 7/16/73 -
covering 'J'wO'YMnI - 197)-1975 (Uudet provisions of 
Public Act 811) Contract between STAMFORD ~OARD OF 
EDUCATION and the STAHFOiID EDUCATION ASSOCIATION. 

ADMINISTRATORS, BOARD OF EDUCATION - Contract covering Two-Years 
1973-1975 - Under Public Act 811, Administrator's Unit) 
To be filed with Town Clcr'{ Honday, July 23, 1973 under 
provisions of Act. (Contractual costs for 1973-1974 
$119,553.00) 

Above ORDERED ON AGENDA under PERSQ:,NEL COMHITTEE. 

(16) Proposed Resolution - (Q.!1~nin?, ST'-~:-;:Cl{J D It; 'XCH nr UNIVERSITY OF 
CO!\~ECTICUT (Presented b:.r Represent'ltives 3c>:'b;ua Forman and Hilliam 
Flanagan) 

Above ORDERED ON' AGENDA under EDl'CATIm, t··El~~ARE t-., GOVER..\,}1Et-.'T COMHITTEE. 

(17) Petition for acceptance of DAFFOD'jL ROAD as a Cit\' Street 

Above ORDERED ON AGENDA under PLA~~nG & ZONP,G CONNITTEE. 

(18) Proposed Resolut ion AnHORIZI~G A~lEXIUXG OF THE URBANREXEWAL PLAN 
(Submitted in letter dated 7'19'73 fro~ James Hibben, VRCDiiector) 

HR. HILLER HOVED this be taken off the ac:;enda to allow the members to become 
better infonned. He withdrew his motion 1.:1 favor of a motion by 1'fR.HEINZER, 
\o.'HO HOVED that a Special }leeting of a "Cm!}lITTE.E OF TH~ l~'!iOLE" he held next 

I 

}fonday, July 30, 1973, to be presided over by the Chairman of theURC Com- 'I 
mittee, }fr. Roos, in order for the members to ask questions of URC and " 
that Hr. Lutz, Chairman of the URCbe invited, the F. D. Rich Company, and 
that they be invited to attend the m€2tin~ in order to give the Board 
members a thorough briefing. 
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Mr. Miller agreed to accept this motion and seconded the motion. 

MR. HEINZER reminded the members that any ten members of this Board can 
call a Special Meeting if they so desire. A Vote was taken on Mr. Heinzer's 
motion and CARRIED unanimously. 

There being no further business to come before the Committee, on motion, 
duly seconded and CARRIED, the meeting was aujourned at 8:50 P.M. 

JOSEPH MORABITO, Chairman 
vf Pro Tempore, Steering Committee 

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

APPOINTMENTS COMMI'ITEE: 

MR. THEODORE BOCCUZZI, Chairman, presented his committee report. He said 
his Committee met this past Thursday, August 2nd here in the Municipal 
Office Building. Present were: Representatives Costello, Rose, Perillo, 
Tresser and Forman. Absent were: Representatives Boccuzzi, Flanagan. 
Dixon and Exnicios. 

Mr. Boccuzzi thanked Mrs. Forman for Chairing the meeting in his absence. 
He reported on the following appointments. Action taken is outlined below: 

CONSErrVATION COHMISSION: 

RUSSELL MECHALEY (D) VCYfE: 
3 Hoodledge Road 
(Replacing J. Henvi1le Shannon) 
(Held in"Committee 6/4/73 and 7/2/73) 

PLANNING BOARD ALTERNATE: 

28 ves 
5 no 

Term Ending: 

Dec. 1, 1973 

ROBERT TINBERS (R) 
122 Indian Hill Road 
(Replacing Edwin Redfern, 

Hel~ in ~omnittee 6/4/73 Dec. 1, 1974 
and again on 7/2/73 

deceased) 

. The above appointment was HELD I~ COl-~lITT!::E. 

i\1ELFARE COl-fMISSION: 

}IRS. SHIRLEY SELIKOFF (R) 
11 Hemlock Drive 
(Replacing Edith Sampson, 

who resigned) 

BOARD OF TAXATION: 

HARRY ALTER (R) 
202 Idlewood Drive 
(Replacing Francis Greaney, 

deceased) 

VOTE: 22 yes 
12 no 

VOTE: 23 yes 
11 no-

Dec. 1, 1975 

'. Dec. "I, 1975 
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SEWER COM~HSSION: 

ROGER N. TARA~~O, JR. CD) 
62 Belltown Road 
(Replacing Sandy Guinta, 

who resigned) 

STANLEY BARON CD) 
Hidden Brook Drive 
(Replacing'J. Clyde O'Connell, 

whose term expired) 

BUILDING BOARD OF APPEALS: 

VOTE: 21 yes 
13 no 

VOTE: 20 yes 
13 no 

IRVING I. TEITELBAUH CR) (Second Submission) 
43 Kenilworth Drive West (Denied 7/2/73) 

ZONING BOARD ALTERNATE: 

THoms KERNAN (D) 
Rl Horgan StrGGt 
(Replacing James Bosi1evas, 

who cecame a regular member 
of the Zoning Board) 

SUSPENSION OF THE RULES: 

VOTE: 21 yes 
13 no 

VOTE: 30 yes 
4 no 

Term J;:ndi~;;: : 

Dec. 1, 1976 

Dec. 1, 1977 

Dec. 1,1975 

Dec. 1, 1976 

MR. KNAPP MOVED for SUSPENSION OF THE RllT...ES in order that Mr. Kelly can 
present his Committee report at thi"s time. Seconded and CARRIED. 

PARKS & RECREATION COHHITTEE: 

Request to name recentl,,' developed par!<: on south side of Cove Road ...... 
between Van Buskirk and Ransom Stree::s "J:\;'11-:5 DePRETA PARK" in honor 
of a Cove resident ,"'ho died at Tarawa during Horld Har II 
(Requested in letter dated 6/16/73 from Park Commission) 

NR. KELLY read the above request and }lOVED for approval. Seconded and CA?..?.lED. 

FI S CAL CONHITTEE: 

HR. JOHN BOCCUZZI, Chairman, said his Committee met last Wednesday and toc~ 
action on the following items: 

(1) $10,000.00 - OFFICE OF CORPOR.\TION ;::·)UNSEL - Code 110.0901, Professic::al 
Services - (Nayor's letter of 7/5/73) 

HR. BOCCUZZI HOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded and CARRIEj, 
unanimously. 

(2) $119,945.42 - POLICE DEPARTI!E?\TT - For the hiring of ten (10) additiona: 
(REDUCED) Patrolmen as outlined below: C·!ayor's letter 6/28/73) 

I 

I 

I 
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530.0101 - Salaries, @ $10,960.00--------------------$100,375.00 
530.0110 - Holidays, @ $526.40-----~----------------- 4,825.34 
530.0111 - 5% Differential, @ $178.93---------------- 1,639.92 
530.0113 - Day Off Slips, @ $526.40--------------~--- 4,825.34 
530.0114 - 10% Differential, @ $357.85--------------- 3,279.82 
530.2')01 - Uniforms, @ $500.00- . ___ n_____________ 5,000.00 

$119,945.42 

NR. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Committee approved this item with a REDUCTION 
from the origin~l $130,395.00 requested. He said they reduced all item~ 
with the exception of Code 530.2501 for Uniforms. HE MOVED for approval 
of the reduced amount of $119,945.42 as it@miz~d above. Seconded by 
Mr. Rose, who said the Health & Protection Co~mittee concurs with the 
changes as recommended by Mr. Boccuzzi. 

}ffi. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Committee made a point that the ~en (10) new 
men being hired be used on the streets protecting the citizens of Stamford. 
He said they want these policement in patrol cars, on foot and where they 
will do the most good and so recommend. 

MRS. LAITMAN spoke in support of the request and said she wants to under
line what Mr. Boccuzzi has just said, because it was the firm conviction 
of th4il Fincal Committl!e that Lhls Is whet'E: these patrolmen belong and it 
would be beneficial to lowering the crime rate. 

VOTE taken on Mr. Boccuzzi's metion toaPFrove item 112 above. CARRIED· 
unanimously. 

(3) $50,312.00 - GRANT from the Connecticut Planning Committee on Criminal 
2,323.00 Administration ynd~r the Om~ibl1s Crime Control and Safe 

Streets Act (1968 as amended) with !h~ Citv's Contribution 

Code 531.0000 
Code 532.0000 
CodE: 533"0000 
Code 534.0000 

of $2,323.00 (Hayor's letter of 7/3/73) 

Award 

$19,120.00 -
8,125.00 -

12,125.00 -
10,942.00 -

$50,312.00 

City Contrib. 

CO':l:l.Jnitv Ba:'c-d 1\1uth Servic.::---$883.00 
P~lice Legal ~~~i~or--------~--- 375.00 
Civilian SpL( ~lists-----------~ 560.00 
Police Comr:lu:;ity A~,'arc:ne~s Lab.- 505.00 

52,323.00 

NR. BOCCUZZI HOVED for apprcv.s.l of the abOVE: rc:quest. Sl?co::ded by Nrs. 
Laitman, who said thE: Educati:>n, Welh.rE: & Government Cor:nnittee concurs in 
approval. CARRIED. 

}fRS. LA.i:TN:\N asked the Chairman of :11-: C:):r~"11ittct \hat happE.ns how, since 
this Grant was refused. 

}ffi. BOCCUZZI said he thinks that all that will haFpen is that we will 
re-subrnit the application for LhE: Grant again and if c.nd I,-hen it is approved 
it will not have to come back to this Board again. 

(4) $18,000.00 - GRA!'.'! fro:!! Federal Office of EC(lLv:ri~ 
4,500.00 

o 
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MR. BOCCl'lZI said the amount of the Grant is. S18, 000 and the matching funds 
from the City are $4,500 which represents "in-kind" services. He said this 
Grant has been approved and the Board of Recreation is already operating 
under this Grant and the Fiscal Committee approved it and he SO MOVED. 
Seconded by Mrs. Laitman who said the Education, Welfare & Government 
Committee concurs in approval. CARRIED unanimously. 

(5) 512,500.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATION - Cafeteria Program for 1973-1974 
(To pnv for initial fuuu!; [U1 cunsultant services) 
(Letter dated 6/14/73 from Dr. Carpenter, Supt. of Schools) 
(REDUCED by.Board of Finance) 

MR. BOCCUZZI said the Fiscal Committee DENIED this appropriation. In order 
to get the appropriation on the floor for a vote~ HE MOVED for approval of 
the above request. Seconded by Mrs. Laitman who said the Education, Welfare 
and Government Committee concurs with the Fiscal Committee. 

MR. BOCCUZZI explained that the Fiscal Committee felt that a good food 
director should be a person who would be able to put the Cafeteria Program 
into operation. Also, he said, they could not find any City in the area 
who has this type of a manual to start a Cafeteria Program and that is why 
the Committee voted against it. 

r-ms. LAITMAN iiaid at the time the fiscal Couuulllee hdo Lheir meeting she 
did not think they were furnished with pnough infor.n~tion. She said this 
is not just a "manual" but is a step by step plan to furnish the school 
system with a hot lunch program and by using this manual, it will explain 
exactly what to do and at the same time will not utilize any costly 
personnel. She said a good Food Director might possibly be able to do 
this, but most do not. 

MR. RUSSBACH spoke in favor of rejecting this item. He said there is 
absolutely no demand in the City of Stamford for a hot lunch program and 
most of the memta:-s of this Board to ",hoin he has talked have not received 
one call, \-.,.hich show the lack of interest. He said the only people who 
,,'ant the hot lunch program is the lk1rd ::)~ r:Ju: Cj~ion "'hlch last time 
round, went into a hole of S~12,OOO deficit and Y0Un~ up paying over 
5300,000 to the Cafeteria workers, plus the co~tract. 

MR. FRIED~"N'said he voted against this appr0priation because he does not 
see the necessity of it. 

~rR. GrROIA~ sa id it seems s il ]:: that YOt! havt? !:.::> ~ave a "manua I" in order 
to entice a kid to eat and if the food is good, it \,-i11 be consumed. 

~\R. ~nLLER said the manual is not for the school chi 1dren, but intended 
for the use of the people who are _~nning the cafeteria program. He 
said there ARE peop Ie in Stamford ,,·ho fo ',ant a cafE'teria program for 
their children. 

~fR. THEODORE BOCCUZZI }!OVED 1'1::: Qr'=:::;TIG:\~ Seconced and CARRIED. 

}fR. TRUGLIA asked for a ROLL C;.Ll. VOTE. There not being enough in favor, 
it was not taken. 

VOTE taken on the question. Item =~5 'vas DE:;n:~ b/ a vote of 27 no' and 5 yes. 

L4Jk_lZMSAZ .. P.fMI!l4aa!Q;:;:::.:WA«a 
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(6) $73,630.00 - BOARD or EIWC.~TIO:\ - Sp'"'cial ~li lk Program - (Letter dated 
6/20/73 from Dr. Carpenter, Supt. of Schools) - (RtDUCED 
by Board of Finance) 

MR. BOCCUZZI said the Committee did not approve the hiring of a Food 
Service Direclur, or the replacement of small utensils and the overhaul 
of existing machinery, or anything else -- just the SpeciaL:Milk Program 
only. He said the money for th~ other servicc6 was denied by the Board 
of Finance and this figure now before the Board represents the milk 
program alone. HE }lOVED for approval. Seconded by Hrs. Laitman who said 
the Education, Welfare & Government Committee concurs. 

MR. FRIEDMAN gave a negative report. Hc said the special milk program 
from June 30, 1973 for the ten-month school period, the- sped a1 milk' 
program suffered a loss of $34,500. He said, taking into consideration 
~hat the payroll for this period totalled $48,000 he would strongly 
suspect that if the Milk Aids were eliminated at the High School level 
and perhaps at the Middle School level, this program could have been at 
least, self-sustaining. He said there is no excuse to claim there is a 
lack of sanitary conditions because we don't have Milk Aids, when any 
teen ager can take a damp cloth and wipe off a table. He said he is going 
to vote against this until such time that the proper slIthnritips see fit 
lu eliminate the Milk Aids at the middle and high school levels. 

The debate continued for some time, afur ,,;hich the QUESTION WAS MOVED. 

Machine vote taken on the qu~stiun and CARRIED by a vote of 22 in favor 
and 11 opposed. 

(7) $60,000.00 - BOARD OF EDl'CATION - T,) supp12mt ot ~he $40,000.00 already 
available which is required for a 01;,:-Year Lease with the 
Bridgeport Dioces~~ covering St. Harv's School, to house 
some of the st ud~·r·t 5 fr'J!l1 Rl'gtJ';' School during renovation. 

(Letter dated 7/2/73 from Dr. Carpenter, Supt. of Schools) 

HR. BOCCUZZI !-lOVED for appro\dl of the above r~q~cst. 

Seconded and CARRIED unanimous 1)'. 

(8) $725.00 DEPARDIENT OF FTl':A:\'CE - C,:,'de 1l~.0101, Salaries -
!ncr~~ent for Actir.g Controller, from A9-D to A9-E under 
~larcom - (Nayor' s Itt lcr ,jf t.' 18/7 3) 

~1R. BOCCUZZI HOVED for approval of tr.e above request. Seconded and CARRIED 
unanimously. 

(9) $6,486.40 SPECIAL POLICE - To grant incrteases in hourly rate from 
52.50- $3.00 to S3. 40 l to be allocated as follows: 

(Hayor's letter of 6/22/73) 

Police Departm~nt - Code 530.0102----------$3,286.40 
Park Departm~n[ - Code 710.0107~~~---~--- 3,200.00 

$6,486.40 

~fR. BOCCUZZI said the above matter istc-ihg neld in Cuuunittee. 
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~lR. TRUGLIA asked for the Chairman to give the reason why this is being 
held in Committee. 

HR. RYB~ICK answered the question. He said he was requested by several 
Special Policemen if he might hold this off for 30 days, because they are 
meeting in regards to their salary tomorrow night and for this reason he 
has asked for 8 deferral of 30 days. 

~IR. TRUGLIA said they are very much concerned over the amount of damage 
that is occurring on some of the public parks and this 30 days' extension 
could mean more damage that could occur. 

HR. RYBNICK said the request concerns salary scale and that is all it is. 

MR. STEVE KELLY ~aid the whole story is that these men are working nights 
for $3.00 an hour when ot~ers get $6 and $7 an hour. He sain this situation 
has depleted two thirds of the police in the parks and a great deal of 
vandalism is occurring. 

MR. BOCCUZZI said he is wondering if this Board has a right to dictate 
salaries, or does Mr. Connell have the right to pay ,.,rhatever he could afford. 
He said perhaps Mr. Connell could pay $3.60 an hour if he has the money 
available. He said the marinas have suffered tremendous damage and loss, 
particluarly Southfield which lost four boats and seven motors in about two 
or three weeks. He said if Mr. Connell had enough money available he could 
increase the hourly rate and put a man at these other marinas, as well as 
Southfield. He said he has no objection to the Special Police getting 
more money if they can get it. 

MR. TRUGLIA said he is very much concerned over the damage that is being 
done, and he considers the most important thing is to have coverage at 
these boat marinas. HE NOVED this item be removed from Committee so that 
a vote can be taken. Seconded by :t-lr. Theodore Boccuzzi. LOST. 

(10) $158,443.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATION - TRANSiT-!. of allocated funds in the 
lq73-197~ Board of Education_(~erBting Budget to the 
HEALTH CO:t-2'lISSrON, under Sec. 656 of the Charter, as 
follows: (Requested in ~ letter dated 6/20/73 from 
Dr. Carpenter, Supt. of Schools) 

Code· Description 

04111 Salaries, School PhY8icians 
580.466 

04151 
580.346 
580.466 

04211 
390.466 
765.466 

04251 
735.486 

Salaries, Regular Nurses 
Sa laries, Regular Nurses (12) 

Medical Supplies 
Travel, in District 

Physical Exams, Temp Help 

1973-1974 Final Allocation 

S~2,OOO.00 

$ 1,320.00 
119,680.00 

1,731.00 
6,500.00 

$22,000.00 

$121,000.00 

8,273.00 

6,200.00 
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Code Description 1973-1974 Final Allocation 

10151 ---425.220 Nurses, Athletics (Burdick) $ 40.00 
425.221 Nurses, Athletics (Cloonan) 40.00 
425.222 Nurses, AthletiC's (Dolan) 1.0.00 
425.223 Nurses, Athletics (Turn-of.; River) 40.00 

160.00 

10152 ---425.330 Nurses, Athletics (Stamford High) 270.00 
425.331 Nurses, Athletics (Rippowam High) 270.00 
425.332 Nurses, Athletics (Westhill High) 270.00 

810.00 

TOTAL---- $158,443.00 

MR. BOCCUZZI said his Committee had a long discussion with the Board of 
Education on Wednesday and the Fiscal Committee felt that if you turn a 
program over to another depa'rtment, you have to turn over 1007. program and 
not half of it or one that has been cut so drastically that it would be 
practically impossible to run it .on the appropriation transferred. He said 
he 3D\{cd the Board of Education to check and see if they could furnIsh us 
with a letter of intent as to additional monies that they would be willing 
to transfer out of thei r budge>t to thp Ro;nn of Hpalth hefore tonight t and 
as every member can see tonight a letter of intent from the Board of Edu
cation has been placed on e2,C~ member's desk. He said this is IN ADDITION 
to the $158,443.00 above reques~ed. He said this program is now short of 
what will be needed to run this program and he lvels that the Board of 
Education has acted in good faith, so we now can ti2nsfer the entire program 
over to the Health Departmt'nt. He s'lid this progra .. , \Jill then consist of 
all the nurses we had last year and all the Dental Hygi0nist5 and there will 
be NO CUT in personnel. 

THE PRE~IDEl\'T said he would I ike: to ask ~1r. ROCCJ2zi a question. He said 
he is under the impres:oion tha( the ·'card of Edl!catio'l do,-:s not get the 
Federal Grants that are: availablL': to the- Health Department. :-Ie asked if 
that is correct. 

NR. BOCCUZZI said "yes." He said becausE' Dc. r,ofstein, as the Head of the 
Health Department, will be abl~ to obrqin Gran~s that a~e not available to 
the Board of Education. ll" said in th.t~ "'ransfer of t~is program, the Fiscal 
Committee is willing to accEpt th~ di~f( rence oi S31,000., 

It ,,,as !-!OVED, seconded and c:.;RRIED t~ 3t the folloHing 1t?tter from the Board 
of Education be entered into the Minutes: 

"Board of Representatives 
Stamford, Connecticut 

Dear Board }lembers: 

\ugust 3, 1973 

The undersigned members of th~ ~oa~d of Education certify that 
it is t~eir {ntention to tra~sf~r at least $150,000 from the 
1973-1974 Operating ?udget tc- tl....,.. 'So:trd ,"If ·~~alth. This request 
fO-1: transfer is in addition to ~;1e $1.')3,443 transfer already 
requested. 



9792 
Minutes of August 6~ 1973 

Action on this transfer request will be taken at the August 
14, 1973 meeting of the Board of Education. 

(SIGNED) 

Very truly yours, 

Elhanan C. Stone~ President 
Ellen P. Camhi 
Thomas W. Nissley 
Adele B. Gordon 
G. Ra)~ond Bernier 
Paul H. Brown, Jr. 
Rocco G. Cotat re l1a 
AudreyCosentini 
Richar~ Ignatuk~ 

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

MRS. PONT-BRIANT said she is in favor of this, but wants to point out that 
the Board of Education is retaining the Diagnostic teams - the Psychologist 
and the speech and hearing therapists in the Board of Education. 

VOTE taken on item t'lO transfer of funds. CARRIED unanimously. 

(11) $5,000.00 - HEALTH DEPARTHENT - Code 514.0000 Forensic Drug Lab. 
(Hayor's letter of 5/4/73) - Na:::'\.~: A request' for 
$32,525.00 for r.ode 510.0101, Salaries, contained in the 
same letter from the ~!ayor was DEFERRED by the Board of 
Finance on 7/12/73. 

}1R. BOCCUZZI HOVED for approva 1 of the above item. Seconded by Mr. Rose 
who said the Health & Protection Committee concurs \-it~l thisifem. CARRIED 
unanimously. 

(12) 81'1,815.00 - CO~h'nSSIO~E5..0rFINANC~o_c1_e_ 114.0101, Salaries 
(Grants Orficcr salary for 197';-l974)--DE~IED by Board 
of Finance in the 197~-1974 l~2rating Budget - (See letter 
dated 4/30.' ;3 fro[;] Gc-orgf> V. :,,,)'1nors, Acting Hayor). 

The above matter Has HELD IN COHHITTEE. 

(13) Resolution ~o. 90~ - Author}zati0.I~_of prFlj_.~}..:~~n· application for STATE 
AIJ C;T;:\:-"'T fur PORTA51.E

u

Cl.ASSROo}!S, Stamfor-:l Public 
SchooLs, OpE:rating 3ua-:t:t 197'-1974, in am7·unt of 
S2>,760.00 - (Requested in letter dated 8/1/73 
fren BE:njamin R. Reed, Ass't. Supt. Business~ 
Stamford Public Schools). 

~IR. BOCCUZZI HOVED for SVSPE:\SION OF THE Rl.'LES in orcE:r to take up the above 
matter. He said it is to enablE thE Boaed of :ducation to apply fora Grant 
from the State to purc~ase PO~TABLE CLASSROOYS that are now b~ing used by 
the City, of which thEre arE 12. 8~conded and CARRI~D. 

He explained that back in 1968 we had thE option to buy these classrooms at 
the end of five years and the purchase price for t~ese 12 classrooms is 
$23,760.00. He said there is also tre possi.bi 1';_ty of getting a Grant from 
the State to supplement the purchase 0: these classrvoms. He said they do 

.' 
} 
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not have the exact figure right now, but whatever the difference is will be 
furnished by the Board of Education out of their own operating budget this 
year and they won't be coming to us for any funds to buy the portable class
rooms. 

HR. BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the following resolution. Seconded by 
Hrt;;, T~itm;:!n who said the EduCl1t iOI1 , WclLue Ex Guvelllltletll Conmittee concurs. 
CARRIED unanimously: 

Resolution No. 904' 

AUTHORIZATION OF PRELnnNARY APPUG'l.TION FOR STATE 
A IDGRANT FOR PORTABLE CLASSROmlS) STAHFORD PUBLIC 
SCHOOLS, OPERATING BUDGET 1973-1974 

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the 
City of Stamford, pursuant to and within the limitations of Public 
Act No. 493, entitled: "An Act Concerning Application 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 Boart{ of Education, for Portable Classrooms, 
Stamford Public Schools, in the name of the City of Stamford for 
said Project. 

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

(NOTE: Ordinance No. 146, en:J.ct2ti on Harch 25, 1968 provides: 
........ All structures erected under the provisions of this 

Ordinance SHALL BE D15h!>NTLED AND T:;r:IR USE DISCONTINUED 
BY DECE}lEER 1, 1'l73." Tllis Ordinance 'Nas adopted by the 
10th Board of Representat ives 0:1 Har,', !', 1968 by motion 
of Mr. Heinzer and seconded by !-Ir. ~r(;n!ey (Chairman of 
the Legislative Ex Rules Committee) and can be found on 
page 5313 of tht' 'limltcs. The Ordina'1cE' pertained to 
"RelocaLable C]"ssrc,:.ms.· ;,hould this previous Ordinance 
nmy be rescindE..i?~ 

LEGISLATIVE & RULES CO~I}lITTEE: 

}~R. HILLER, Chairman, reportee on thEe following items referred to his 
Committee: 

(II Proposed Consumer Protection Ordinance (Creat 1 ng a Consumer Protection 
Commission for· the City, consisting of tbree members - (Held in Committee 
on 4/2/73, 5/7/73, 6/4/73 and 7/2/73). 

The above matter "Tas HELD IN COHNITT:::£. 

-(2) Ordinance (for final adoption) entitled: "Sn;£R~ _A.ND SEWAGE DISPOSAL" 
(Adopted for publication 4/2/73; published 4/6/13, amended version was 

. approved for publication on 5/7/73 and pub] isl~E'd ~/1l/73) - Referred 
back to L & R Committee at the 6/4/71 meeting by Roll Call vote of 
22 yes and 16 no -- Again referre:i back to L S' R Committee on 7/2/73 
by Roll Call Vote of 21 in favor, 14 oppO~,·l, a~d 1 abstention. 

r. { . 
'/ (~O 
.; 
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MR. MILLER said this item is also being held in Committee. He said one' of 
the factors involved in their judgment was the fact that the names of two 
persons to be appointed to the Sewer Commission were to be voted upon this 
evening, and that was a major consideration. 

In addition, he said there was a meeting held in the t-layor's office at which 
time the Mayor developed with the Corporation Counsel'!:; Off;!'p A npw res;o
lution. He said he had not !>('en that resolution until Thursday at which 
time Mr. Landau, the Counsel to the Sewer Commission, brought it into the 
Committee meeting and they have not had enough time to study it. He said 
those'were the two major reasons which influenced the Committee to hold it 
for another month. 

MRS. VARNEY asked the Chairman (Hr. Niller) if that was the resolution in 
which he was involved in helping write it up. 

MR. MILLER said that was not the one and the one under discussion he did 
not see until last Thursday evening. 

MR. THEODORE BOCCUZZI said since we have now appointed two members to the 
Sewer Commission, which gives the Commission a fu~l quorum,he is sure that 
they will be able to act on it. 

ME. HEINZER objected at this point, sayjng there should be no discussion as 
there is no motion on the floor. 

(3) Proposed Resolut.ion - Concernin..£ :lules and Ref,u lation of Sewer Commission 

MR. MILLER said this item is also beinp.: held in :-;ommittee. 

(4) Ordinance No. 272 (for final adoption) - CONCE,t~TNr;. AUTHORIZATION OF AN 
EASENENT FROH THE CITY OF ST~J1!"ORD TO THE HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROVIDINr, GAS PIPe LI~~ I~STALLATION FOR THE NEW WEST --- -
NA IN STREET CCl-1HU~ITY C;:''J1 El" \-lEST i':AIN ST!li!:T, .STANFORD, CONNECTICUT 

(:-iayor's letter of 5/ )O/7'~) - :\JopterJ {o-::' pub1 ication 7/2/73; 
published on 7/6/73) 

HR. NILLER HOVED for final adoption of the fol1mving Orrinance. Seconded 
and CARRIED unanimously: 

OlDlNANCE NO. ?-, ., _I _ SUPPLEl-lENTAL 

CO~CER..~ING .~UT1-jORIZATION or AN E...~SENE;.,rr FRO}! THE -.---
CITY OF STMf:-ORD TO Tl-iE I-LRTFOR."') ELECTRIC LIGHT . -
CONPAN\' FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROV I:".:.I.';.s GAS PIPE LINE 
INSTALLATION FOR Tll~ NB-l ~;'SST }L.!, n STREET CCl-IHUNITY 
CENTER, 1\TEST }lAIN ST1C":T, STflJ.l::rORD, t::ON.~ECTICUT 

BE IT ORDA.INED BY THE CITY OF STANF0iID THAT: 

In conformity with Section 482- of the Stamford ,~harter and notwithstanding 
any provisions of Chapter 6, Section 6-33 to 6-35 inclusive of the Code 
of General Ordinanc'es of t~e City of Stamfo~d, the following easement: 

I 

I 

I 
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To the HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT CClfPAXY - map entitled: 

"Easement Covering - Gas Pipe Line Installation on the 
Property of City of Stamford, for New West Hain Street 
Community Center, West ~1ain Street, Stamford, Conn." 

which map is to be filed in the office of the Town Clerk of said City 
of Stamforcl, is hereby authorized [or the purpose of providing gas 
pipe line installation for the new West Hain Street Community Center. 

The Hayor of the City of Stamford is hereby authorized and empowered 
to act-for the City ~f Stamford an~ to ex~~ute and deliver all docu
ments 'necessary to grant the eas.ement aforesaid. 

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

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

(5) Ordinance No. 273 (for final adoption) - CONCERNING DISCLOSURE OF 
INTERESTS IN REALTY BY PERSONS APPOINTED TO CERTAIN CITY BOARDS AND 
COMMISSIONS - (PresenLe.1 h? Frederick Miller. 3rd Dist rict Representative) 

(Adopted for publication 7/2/71; publiihQd 7/6/73). 

~fR; MILLER MOVED for final adoption of the following Ordinance. Seconded and 
CARRIED with one "no" vote: 

ORDINANCE CONCEPu''HNG ;nSCLOSURE OFl~lERESTS IN 
REALTY BY PERSONS APPOINTED TO CERT._I)J CITY BOARDS 
AND COHHISSIONS 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STA:>';!FORD TIlAT: 

(a) No person <~point2~ by the '~_or to the Planning Board, 
Zoning Board, Zoning Boari of '\ppeals, Sd·:",r Commi ssion, Urban Re
development Commission, pprking P_uthority, Flooi and Erosion Control 
Board, or the Building Boad of Anpeals shall be confirmed by the 
Board of Representatives until h~ has filed with the Appointments 
Committee of the Board od 'Representatives, a sworn statement in 
'''hich is made a full disclosure 0::' ",11 i:1terests in realty located 
in the City of Stamford of the per80!'l mahr:g the disclosure and of 
hi s spouse and minor chi Idren. 

(b) For th.:= pi.l!l'0ses of this C'n1inance, an interest in realty 
shall also include: 

1. Any realt:y he ~d by a pa.rtnership or business assoc
iation in which such person or his spouse is a member. 

2. Any realty owned or held by a :orporation in which 
such person, his spouse and minor chiJdren tog~ther, or indiVidually 
own more than 10% of the outstanding shares in such corporation. 

3. Any realty which' '" h-::ld ir. t!"'Llst for such person, 
his ~pouse or minor children • 
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(c) This Ordinance shall take effect upon its adoption by the 
Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford. 

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

(6) Supplemental rider to LEASE bC'tween the SC1l.'TH E~"D CCY.-1NUXITY CDHER, INC. 
and the CITY OF .sT.~lFORD and proposed C1nlinance (NO. 274), as reguested 
bv Hl'D before final pa':m~nt ot $495,440.00 due the Cit\" is forwarded-

. (See Mayor's letter of 6/26/73) - Approved by Board of Finance on 
7/12/73) , 

}lR. HILLER said, since an Ordinance is involved here, he would move for 
approval for publication. Seconded. 

HR. HEINZER HOVED to WAIVE. prior puhlication. Mr. Niller said he accepts 
that amendment. CARRIED to waive publication. 

MR. NILLER thereupon NOVED'for final adoption of the following Ordinance. 
Seconded and CARRIED unanimously: 

ORDINANCE NO. 274 SUPPLEME~AL 

APPROVAL OF AN AGREEHENT TO LF..ASE BETWEEN THE SOUTH 
END COHt-1UNITY C[NTER, INC. AN') TIlE CITY OF STAMFORD 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STANFORD THAT: 

In conformity with Sed 100 488 of the :-;ta.m~ord Charter, and notwith
standing the provisions of Chapter 2, Sections 2-24 through 2-27 
inclUSive, of the Coce of Gener::>.l nrdinancPf o· the City of Stamford, 
a supplemental ride- to a h>as<, between tlll Sl~'lth End Community 
Center, Inc. and the City of Stamford dated F":,trJary 1972 and 
attached as Schedul~ A is hereby approved. 

ThE'. :Iayor of tilt: City of Sta;r.fclrd is hLrt'b\' au:horizcd and empowered 
to act for thE' City of Stamford and to '>'.~, u:,J sign all ,documents 
necessary to amtcod said h~as(' .. 

Th~s ordinanc~ shall ta~~ iron date of its enactment. 

Sc hedu 1..:: "_\ " 

Supplem~ntal Ri~Er to ~Ea~t jat~j ~-bruary lQ72, between South 
End Community CE:nter, ;nc and tht: City 0:: Stamford. 

lmEREAS, the Departmc:f't of Ih?a 1 t:'j and erban DEvelopment has 
r~viewEd thE LEas~ ~adE betwE~n S0uth E~~ Community Center, Inc. 
(hereinafter reft'rrEd tc as tn:: "Cer.ter"), and th.:: City of Stamford 
(hereinafter n:ferred to as tih: "C1 t y"), er tered into on the 
day of tebruary 1972, and requires the in~lusion of certain provisions 
therein so that said LeasE can comply w:th tht sovLrning and applicable 
statutory requirements, 

~OW THEREFORE, th"=,parties hereto abrc.:' as follows: 

The following terms and provisicns o-lJall become part of the 
aforesaid Lease Agrcer:lET"t uponth:. a.pp rC" c:l .: ' the Board of Repre
sentatives of the Cit> of Stamford: 

I 

I 

I 
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1. Tlh' d(-l':i", d prL'r.lises shall be used to carry out a program 
of health, recreation~l, social. or similar community services in 
accordance with the City's application for Federal assistance, includ
ing amendments or addenda thereto. XO change in the use of the demisEd 
premises Lo a use other than that contemplat~d under the said appli
cat ion wi 11 be made by the Center "'itholltthe prior consent of the 
City's Board of Rpprescntatives and the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. Such consent, if given, ,,'ill be based upon 
findings that the proposed conversion is in accordance with the current 
program of health, recreational, social, or si11111ar community services 
in the area and is consistent with comprehensivp planning for the 
development of the community. The Center will not enter into any 
lease of agreement transferring to any other entity the control or 
supervision of the demised pre;lli ses wi thout the prior concurrence 
of the City's Board of Representatives, and the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development. 

2. No general user or membership fee will be charged to 
persons Who use the services available at the South End Community 
Center. 

3. The Centpr ,.Ti 11 operate the demiseu premises in compliance 
with all reqDirements i,i~osed by 0r pursuant to regulations Qf the 
Secretary effectuating Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
(78 Stat. 241, 252). The ('enter ,,"Pl not, on the basis of race, 
creed, color or national o~i3in, ri~ay to any person the use, benefits, 
or services provided h" tht? der.;i";c'd premises nor provide any use, 
services or benefits to a pen,un w!lich are dif'erent or are provided 
in a diff(crent manner [rom thc'!'e ,rovided to (·chers under the same 
program or act! vHy. The Ccr,/:. .-r ,.1 11 net ad(':,~ rules, regulations 
or prac.tices for the operatiuncf thL' demisc',d iJrc:mises which are 
discriminatory in nature. TII~ ~~~ter further agrees that it will not 
enter into any l~ase or othe p d~~~~rn0nt rrsr~ctjn~ the demised premises 
v.rithout incorporating lnto SL-rh his€' or aSTeemc-nt provisions which 
\"ill insure that tht LS,.- and ccell,-.olnCY •. -..-:.1 thL- provision of neighbor
hood- services a.nd othc-r t-cT'.('ilts, i,-~~l 1:1l avai lciGl,~ without regard to 
race, creed, color or n_ :io:1-?'_ ori~i!1. -,:,~o rrev;s'::0ns of this sub
section have, no terminativn anti sii.s!ll bee ?[ '::c'~li\'''' so long as the 
premises are used by the Center. 

4. The: Center \,'ill not '"o~uT}tar~ l y' crE:at.,~, cause, or allow to 
be created a'lV debt, 1 i~_:" MOTt :;'!.~-=, ch?~\e ,_ ,_ ... ~r..('umbrance against 
the demise.d preoiscs \,>bich in a l~' ~·-ay \,-i 11 impair or otherwise adversely 
affect the preservation -of salC~ ':'3.cility for theLlse or uses set out 
in the lease. ThE: Center will ;I:-o:;} timE: [0 time dul:: pay and- discharge 
or cause to be paid and c'isc:.ar';f=d i-men the sa":,,,_ become due, all taxes, 
assessments, and other governmt::r:ta1 charges \,h1.('h are lawfully imposed 
upon the demised premi ses and \vh ich if unpaid rney be law become a 
lien or charge upon said facility and thereby impair or otherwise 
adversely affect the holdin~ ,f said facility for the use or uses set 
out in this lease. 

*******"i..-;'*k-~********* 

(7) Resolution authorizing Cm')EH~..l_TlJ:~ ~F PJWl'[_~T. ,- '~ EASEMENT TO CONSTRUCT 
A RAILROAD SPUR AND BED ~'!ITH TRACKS THROUGH A?\J U~DER PROPERTY OF EAST 
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}1EADOW CORPORATIO~, for accessway to ne\o.' Sewage Treatment Plant b,' 
railroad tank car delivering chlorine for designed function of new 
treatment plant - (}!ayor's letter of 6/12/73) 

The above matter was HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

(8) R!:,'SQlution No, 905 - FOR REALTGNHENT, OF A PORTION OF }tAIN STREET AND 
ABANDONMENT OF RESIDUAL PORTION NOT PART OF REALIG~'T!-IENT - (Requested in 
letter dated 7/19/73 from James Hibben, URC Director) 

MR, MILLER said this request meets with the unanimous approval of the 
Legislative and Rules Committee and he }10VED for approval of the following 
resolution. Seconded and CARRIED unanimously: 

RESOLUTION NO. 905 

RESOLUTION FOR REALIGNMENT OF A PORTrON OF MAIN 
STREET AND THE ABANDONMENT OF THE RESIDUAL PORTION 
NOT PART OF THE REALIGNMENT 

WHEREAS, the City of Stamford, Connecticut, Urban Redevelop
ment Commission. is presently engaged in the execution of the South
east Quadrant Urban Renewal Project, Project No. Conn. R-43; and 

WHEREAS, the Commission is now implementing the Urban Renewal 
Plan as adopted and approved by the Board of Representatives in 1968; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Urban Renewal Plan provides for the realignment 
of 'present Nain Street and Elm Street between Suburban Avenue and' 
Grove Street as illustrated in the Dispositjon Hap in the URC office; 
and 

WHEREAS, the final plans for the realignment have been drawn 
in accordance with the Urban Rene, ... al Plan; and 

WHERF~S the final plans resuit in the abandonment of a sliver 
portion of the existing street bet,,,een Suburban and Grove Street' in 
accordance with the said renewal plan; 

Nm~, THEREFORE be it resolved bv the Soard of Representatives 
of the City of Stamford: 

1. That the realignment of the street be accepted in accordance 
with the Vrban Renewal Plan. 

2. That the abandonment of the sliver portion in connection 
therewith be approved as deSignated on a map to be filed. 

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

(-9) Old Business: HEALTH DEP.~RTHEXT PROPOSED SCHEnULE OF FEES, PERMITS 
AND/OR LICENSES - (Approved for publication 11/13/72;' 
published 11/25/7~; Never ~iven final approval by the 
Board) - (See letter dated 7/11/73 from Dr. Gofstein, 
asking that this be given approval). 

I 
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MR. HILLER sa.id the above itei:1 is being HELD IN CmmITTEE. 

(10) Former Scofieldto\m Dl~!P SITE - Concerning Transfer of site to Park 
Commission 

MR. MILLER s~id he felt he should m~ntion the fact that the above matter, 
previously referred to his Committee, had been discussed. - He said they did 
hold a llt;!aring at ">hich time many people from various parts of the City 
appeared and spoke. However, he said he has recently r.:>ceived a communication 
from Hr. Pia, the Chairman of the Board of Recrl>ation, and from Nr. Lindstrom, 
Chairman of the Park Commission, and th('~' hav.:> asked that we not go forward 
with this at this time. He said although it i~ not on the agenda, he wants 
to inform the members that he knows th.:>y wer~> to meet with the Corporation 
Counsel and apparently the Park Com~ission and the Roatd of ~pcreation and 
the Public Works Commissioner are now coming to some agreement, which is 
agreeable to all parties~ 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE~ 

HAUI..A.WAY PROGRAM ON HANOVER STREET 

MR. GAt-mINO HOVED for SUSPENSION OF THE RULES in order to discuss the above 
matter. He said there was a ptoblem created in Public Works pertaining to 
the Haulaway Program and he would like to enlighten the Board members on 
what is happening. Seconded and CARRIel). 

MR. GAHBI~O s;'lid \,That he wou 1.:1 1 ik~ t· t'eport is thc>t he got several phone 
calls about this haulaway pco:jr'1.m that is taking pLac-edm,rn on Hanover Street. 
He said he went down there ann 1'1r. ~li: IE':'- lOet hi"l there and they saw what 
was happening. He said as of Sunde_y th.' haulaway p' )~~ram was about- 30 feet 
high and the residents are complainin~ about enormo-,,!': rats that are running 
around and the stench is very bad. Pe said these people are in desperate 
n("ed of some help and he thinks m,"'~:: C" t:ioc. p::-oblE-''l concerns the Spring 
Cleanup 2nd \,re are caking in '~L 0E: ,;, :ui: f'1an car,te: takE-n out of there and 
they did ~ot antici?ste the l~ajs t~?~ .:- comin~ in. H~ said he spoke 
with ~r. Cooper and asked hi~ i~ hE coul~ not pos'ibly neve the land fill 
site to the opposite side of '1<[,ov",.: St -~c-r, t:: tr,' :.) knocl~ this 30foot 
pile dm<ln so that it would not D~~ so tJPs ... ,,,,}-,t1.v a:1d the people down at the 
other end could get come re lief. He saId hco sDoke to the ;-Iavor who gave 
him a ('o:nmitment, imd he ho?.::s that he j.-; " mC''1 of his ,,'ord,who said he 
will move this to t~·E' oppcs::'tE: SIde of Lh.' sty?.=-t for cne \.;e..=>k in order -to 
give s-ome relief to the tena.:-,r:~ Cl~wn :"c::-,. He 8aic1 f)n~ ,,'oman complained 
that he:- children cannot pla:-',:ur:s:,le Jecause of tr.e ::ats and another said 
her husband had a heart atta~~ anrl :h2V had to b~yan air conditioner 
because thEy did not dat2 r..:> open '_? tr~ ,--_ ",j.:ms - t.~ Glan couldn't breathe. 

He said the tenants on Hanover Street hav.,. told hj:n t',~t tl1ey intend to 
block the trucks from coming in there if relief is n.:>r provided soon. 

MR. RUSSELL said it B -..'Jays lia??",r.s ~;<.it nn matter whp re you put a dump in 
Stamford that you ah<lays end I'P .,':' 0', rats and a hE:al ~t: problem. He said 
the presence of . rats indicates that the tvpe of r.l.s.ttcria.l t1,.at is being 
dumped therei,s' not what was intEn.:l,?_rl ~o ~o tl:ere. -qe suggested the 
employment of a company that can g~t rid ct the r'i":';;, and that· the Public 
Works Committee should let Nr. Coop'ec knyol tha: tb->y t"J~pectsome kind of 
action in %his regard. 



] 

9800 
~inutes of August 6~ 1973 

MR. MILLER said he agrees with everything that Mr. Gambino had to ~ay and 
has pictures of the site with him if anyone cares to look at them. He said 
the City is definitely not living up to all of the commitments that were 
made when we agreed on this haulaway program. He said people are suffering 
on Hanover Street and also on \~ardwell Street and are very angry and en
titled to feel that way. He asked that .~!r. Lcnz and his Committee look 
into the problem and see what can be done. 

PERSONNEL CONHITTEE: 

MR. HEINZER said there are three (3) contract 5 before us tonight. He 
reported on the following: 

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING CONTRACTS - From Jul\' 1, 1972 through June 30,1974 

CASEWORKERS - Re-submitting contract (previously denied on 6/4/73 
because of pension provision lowering retirement age 
to 60 from 62). 

MR. HEINZER, Chairman, rt:~ported on the above Contract. He said the Board 
rejected this back in June because of the Pension provision which lowered 
the retirement age to 60 from 62. He said this has now been re-submitted 
to us because the Negotiator feels it does not make any sense to go into 
negotiations on it because the Casework~rs' union is not going to' budge on 
it and if they go to arbitration, they are going to get the reduction becau~ 
this Board in its wisdom (or folly) gave that reduction to a much bigger 
union - the Teamster's union - and we're "stuck" with it now. He said 
because if you give it to one, you can't then deny the same thing to any 
other. He said he is submitting it now without any further discussion. 
HE HOVED that the Board now approve tlk Caseworkers Contract. Seconded by 
HR. l'lorabito and several others. CARRIED unanimouslj. 

TEACHERS - Contract Covt:',irg T\vO Years - 1');]-1975 - Between STAHFORD 
BOARD OF EDlJCATION and the STP:IfO~J) EDUC.';TION ASSOCIATION. 
(Re-submitting contract, denitd on 7/16/73) 

MR. HEINZER said the above contract ~as submitt~d last month and was 
rejected because of the Teach0rs Aide ?rcvisi~n in the contract. He said 
last month he abstain~d from discussing t~is a~d from vo:i~g on it, but 
this month he is not going to, b~caus~ th~ salary provisions have already 
been set and the Teachers Aides have nothing to do with him. He said the 
Committee was dividEd onthi5 - 2 and 2. 

He said the Board of Education and the Educatlon Association have told him 
that the Stamford Education Asscciation is int-::rcsted in class size only 
and don't care· how it is achiev~d, as lon~ as no class~s are over 25. He 
said there is legal preced~nt for th&t being a subject for negotiation and 
all members have a copy on their desks (if a lersal decision that was given 
in this regard by' the State Su?rcme Court '''hich states it is ·proper to 
negotiate and in fact, is maQdaio:-y to negotiate c1a 5::; size. 

!-IR. HEINZER HOVED. for approval of t'le.above contract. Seconded by MRS. 
LAITI1AN who reque$ted a ROLL CALL V(y[E be taken. 

}Ir. Truglia and Mr. Theodore Boccuzzi said they are not taking part in the 
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discussion nor do they intend-to vote. 

Enough members being in favor of a ROLL CALL VOTE, one ~as taken on the 
question and CARRIED by a vote of 26 in favor, 6 opposed and 2 abstentions, 
as follo~s: 

BOCCUZZI, John (D) 
CAPORIZZO, William (R) 
COLASSO, John (D) 
CONNORS, George (D) 
COSTELLO, Robert (D) 
CROSBY, Robert (R) 
FORMAN ,Barbara (R) 
FLANAGAN, William (R) 
FRIEDMAN, Bertram (R) 
GAMBINO, Philip (D) 
HEINZER, Charles (R) 
KELLY, Stephen (D) 
KNAPP, Warren (D) 
LAITMAN, Marilyn (D) 
LENZ, Frederick (D) 
MILLER, Frederick (D) 
MORRIS, Thomas (R) 

PERILLO, Alfred (D) 
PERKINS, Billie (R) 
PHILLIPS, Thomas (R) 
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R) 
ROSE, }1atthe~ (D) 
RUSSELL, George (R) 
SAINBURG, Richard (R) 
TRESSER, 1-1ichael (R) 
VARNEY, Kim (R) 

THOSE VOTTNG IN OPPOSITION: 

GUROIAN, Armen (D) 
KELLY, James _ (D) 
}lORAB ITO, Joseph (D) 
RUSSBACH, Daniel(R) 
RYBNICK, Gerald (0) 
WALSH, Peter (D) 

ABSTENTIONS: 

BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D) 
TRUGLIA, Anthony (D) 

ADHI:;'ISTRATORS, BOARD OF EDUCATIO~---Tpo Years - 1973-1975 - (Under 
Public Act 811, Administrators Unit) - To be filed 
,-lith Town Clerk Honda:", July 23, 1973 under provisions 
of Act - Contractual cost~ for 1973-1974 - $119,553.00) 

}lR. HEINZER said the Committee voted to REJECT t~is contract on the basis of 
the salary increases the first year, it being 6.210' He said he might add 
that the differential has been done awav '-lith p.na there is a Yo'hole ne~ system 
of paying Administrators that has been set up, '-lith five steps for various 
levels for various jobs, but the actual percentage raise for the Administrators 
in the first year amounts to 6.2% and in the second :"ear 5.4%. He said 
because of the 6.2% increase, the Comnittee voted to recommend that the 
contract be REJECTED and re-negotiated to fall in line with the 5% increases 
given others -- not nec~ssarily the 1.2% raises that the teachers are getting, 
but the 51. given to the rest of t'1e City employees. Therefore, HE MOVED this 
contract be REJECTED for the reasons given above. Seconded and CARRIED with 
t~o abstentions - Hr. Truglia, and Hr. Theodore Boccuzzi. 

r;?' ) T 
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EDVCATIO;\. \~ELFARE & GQVER.\":-IExr CO~L'nTTEE: 

RESOLl~ION NO. 906 - Concerning STA}WORD BRA;\CH OF UNIVERSITY OF 
CO~"XECTICl'T (Presented by Representatives Forman 
and Flanagan, i9th District) 

MRS. FOR}~N presented the follo~ing resolution and MO\~D for itR approval. 
Seconded. 

RESOLUTION NO. 906 

CONCERNING EXTENSION OF STA}IFORD BRANCH OF THE 
UNIVERS ITY OF CONNECTICUT TO A FULL FOUR-YEAR 
UNIVERSITY 

WHEREAS, the Stamford Branch of the University of Connecticut provides 
vital educational services for residents of Stamford and vicinity; and 

WHEREAS, the Stamford Branch is the sole college education opportunity 
for many students; and 

WHEREAS, the Stamford Branch is the only means to obtain a regular 
college education in this south,~esteLn end of the state; and 

WHEREAS, the State legislature ha::: appropriated funds to extend the 
Stamford Branch to a full four-year university; 

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED TK~T the Board of Representatives of the City. of 
Stamford strongly urge the administration and trustees of the University 
of Connecticut to carry out the ~esires of the ppople that the Stamford 
Branch be expanded to cover a full iour~year curriculum; and 

FURTHER. BE IT RESOLVED TlLA.T L- the '~niversity of Connertkw: trustees 
and administration refuse to ('ar~.' out this c,pansion within 6 months that 
the State legislatur~ makes s~ch ~~r~nFion ma'~ato~! or remove the trustees 
and administration from office. 

~IRS. FOru'lAN said thE State L,'gislature in a bi-pa,tisan shO\~ of support acted 
decisively for three years in a row t~ ~xrand th~ ~taQford Branch on UConn to 
a full four-year curriculum. She sai~ funds w~r~ apprcpriat~d in ihe first 
two years that ',Core Costimat02d to tCo sufficient by tht Trustees themselves, 
but this last year after no action ,"as taken hy thE Trustees, a Court case 
'Was undertaken by Senator Strada. She said during this case the Trustees 
,,'ere given reasonable amount oi :.i~l<' to reply as to ,,'hy they had not obeyed 
the law as mandated by thE State LtS;isl"lture and to (:(\<:.E up 'With a workable 
program as to how thEY did plan to comply. She said ~ft€r this deadline an 
unsatisfactory three page report b:- the Trustees ",as submitted, which merely 
added a -few business courses. She caid she would li~e to underline the fact 
that this has gone on for three YE-",-S, has complete bj -partisan support from 
the Governor, the State Legis lature as 'Well as our }!ayor and this Board and 
the Trustees in their arrogance h"lve refu~Ed to obey the law and have not 
even complied 'With the spirit of judiciary request to produce the plan. 
She said there are many students, 'W~o ~('r t=>conomic or ?ther reasons, cannot 
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go up to Storrs and with the large concentration of population at this end 
of the State, it is unfair and discriminatory not to have a full four-year 
curriculum available. 

MRS. FORMAN said she 'Would like this Board to go on record as being opposed 
to this flagrant disregard by the Trustees of the will of the people and the 
Courts, and if the Trustees refuse to comply with this mandate, request that 
they be removed from office. 

VCYI'E taken on Resolution No. 906 and CARRIED unanimously. 

PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE: 

MR. RUSSELL, Chairman, reported that the Planning & Zoning Committee met on 
Tuesday, July 24th at 7:30 P.M. in the Republican Caucus room. He said the 
members present 'Were Representatives: Guroian, Lenz, Tresser and Russell; 
absent was Representative John Colasso. Also present were: Chief Dan 
Remling of the Belltown Fire Company and several residents of Dann Drive. 
He reported on the following: 

Acceptance of Road as City Street: DAFFODIL ROAD 

Extending 715 feet from Acre View Drive to and including a 
permanent turna round, as ~hown on Hap No. 8438 in Town Clerk's 
Office. 

MR. RUSSELL MOVED fO'r approval of the above named road as a City Street and 
said it has been certified by the City En~ineer, inspected by the Committee 
and meets with their approval. Seconded and CARRIED. 

Petition to c10seDANN DRIVE at one end and make it a dead end street 

HR. RUSSELL said the Committee heard several residents explain the background 
of the above petition to close Dann Drive and make it a dead end street, after 
a sad and fatal accident involvin~ a l~-year-old boy on a bike. 

He said Chief Dan Remling of the Belltmm Fi"-e ;)('partrent explained several 
problems ·that the clOSing of this road ,·70uld inrqr for emergency equipment, 
as well as urgent c~lls for Police, Fire and doctors, etc. He said the 
question of legal procedure and legality was also mentioned. He said the 
question of making it a one'-way street t·:,as suggested, "tilich seemed to be an 
excellent possibility, to ,·.,rich suggestion the Committee agreed to ask the 
Traffic Director, Ron 1.Jeber, to look into this re~ommendation and possible 
other ways to reduce the traffic flow, speed of vehicles and better control 
of the Rippo"t.Tam school car traffic using this road. Mr. Heber is checking 
into this and the Committee will follow up on his finds. 

List of Citv-mmed propert·.' submitted for possible public auction 
(Letter from }layor, dated June 28, 1973)' 

~1R. RUSSELL said all Board members have received a list of property for 
?ale by Public auction. He said the Committee reco~ends, while awaiting 
action by the Board of Finance, that all memb.ers of this Board should look 

. over the list and if any members have recommendations, to kindly -forward 
'. same to the Chairman of the Planning and Zoning Committee. He said the 

Committee wishes to clear this up before the Board's :.!ovembermeeting and 
before this 12th Board is terminated. 
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URBAX REXEWAL CO~!}IIITEE: 

MR. CROSBY, in the absence of John Roos, the Chairman, gave the Committee 
report. He said }lr. Roos is sick and he believ~s that this is the first 
Board meeting he has missed since becoming a Board member/ 

MR. CROSBY said the Committee met on Thursoay, August 2nd and it was 
announced through the press and the radio that the public was welcome to 
attend and the reasoning for this was to cnabie the URC Committee to recei;e 
an input of ideas from the public, and in turn, ~llow ihem an opportunity 
to direct questions to Nr. Arthur Lutz, Chairman of the URC, \0.1\10 was in 
attendance. 

He said everyone was brought up to date, very much like the two meetings 
that were held at 101 Broad Street for the ~embers of the Beard. He said 
the questions covered many subjects such as zoning, increased size, the 
proposed hotel, alternate uses and Parcel 38r He said arguments were both 
pro and con for the new proposed changes and several misconceptions were 
cleaned up_ 

He said the members of the C01T'rrl.~te'~ r"l~<;ent were: Ciai::-man Roos, Represent
atives Costello, Gambino and Crosby, and Representatives Dixon and Exnicios 
Wtre on vacation and not in ~ttenda~ce. He said two of the Committee members 
have voted favorably on the propcs('d URC chan~e and two have reservations on 
the proposed Urban Renewal Plan, in par"7.icular. the proposed revision to 
permit an alternate public use for Parc~l 38. 

He said in view of the tie in the COTmlittee vote, u:, Acting Chairman, he is 
bringing the following proposed resol~t'0n on the f~00r: 

Proposvd Resoluti,-"'In AUTH9RIZ1~\~'\NE~QING ,Of-' r,c' l'RBAN RENEWAL PLAN 
(Submitted in letter datl'.d 7/10/:3 [r,)m Jam.:s Hlbben, URC Director) 

HHEREAS, t11<.:: Citv 0i Sta'ni.J;'J, COf.n,rti ... ut, Vrban Redevelopment 
Commission, if' rr,-sently L~gcf' r~ l' ':h ,:·,~,-'U[ivn .:r the Southeast 
Quadrant Urban R",nt.;wal Proj<,c,:, 1:'jeCt ~;Or (Jnn. R-43; and 

\,THEREAS, :1"" F. D R:cn C:)"1-_.~an:\, G/b/a Sta:T!:cr<i New Urban 
Corpora~ion, has b~en designd[:~ as tbr Rcd~v£lo?e0 of the above 
mentioned proJ~ct; and 

\.ffiEREAS, the Agt'ncy d:'ld 

changes in th", plan wnich are 
:.r! _" 
~,'- .. . . '~ ;.. 

17devci:e~: are desirous ofcertcirt 
s~bsLartl?l; and 

\·lBEREAS, the Deparr:TIE'r.t ";1 Eousirg <i.r;:1 Lrban DE:velopment is a 
party in interest to any ~ha~ft; and 

WHIR,US, the Federa: Gover>1:l'.c-:'t ha3' req'uesred a public hearing 
on the proposf-_d changes tc t.ht: 1.:rt·an Rer.E: ,';' 1, Plan; and 

\.ffiEREAS, the Agencv De:"..! P'Ji'lic Hear,:,pg5'~T: ;'eXE 25, '1973 and 
JULY 16, 1973; and 

HHEREAS, it is in the bes~ ';-,~erest. l:,~ t'l 'Irban Renewal Project 
that certain ~rovisions of Lhe t,~~r L~ a~E~d0d ~~d made a part ther~of; 

.... : .': . 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY TIlE CITY OF STAMFORD, 
CONNECTICUT BOARD OF REPRESE~7ATIVES THAT: 

1. Proposed revisions to provide for adjustments in size, 
use and configuration of certain Re-use parcels (Re-use 
parcels 2, 3, 4, 12, 13, and 38). 

2. Proposed revision to permit public parking on Re-use 
parcels 2 and 38. 

3. Proposed revision to permit residential use on Re-use 3, 
12, 13, and 13A. 

4. Proposed revision to permit -the moving of the hotel site 
(135,200 sq. ft.) to a portion of Re-use Parcel 34 and 
to permit the use of Re-use Parcel 35A for office purposes, 
and to increase the number of hotel units from 150 to 400 
units~ 

5. Proposed rev~s~on to permit an alternate public use for 
Re-use Paralls 9, 10, 11, 29, 30 and 38. 

6. Proposed revision deleting relocation section coupled 
with insertion of policy statement. 

7. Proposed revision providin~ for a minimum of 200 units 
of housing on Re-use 38. 

8. Such approval shall exclude approval of the height changes 
on 101 Broad Street as per URe re~olution No. 247-1972 as 
revised, dated June 14, 1972 and on Parcel 33 (the GTE 
Building) as per URC resolution No. 229~1971 dated April 
21, 1971 until such time ac; the ':oning Board of Appeals 
may approve them. 

Pa ragraph 8 ,,,as offered by Nr. Crosby in p lace of the one that was 
presented to the Board in letter from I'lr. Hibben, which read as follows: 

"8. Such other changes as the Comrrissi.on may have approved from 
time to time .si'1ce the last appcoval of the Urban Renewal 
Plan by the Citv's local governing body in 1968 which changes, 
as well as those described above, are set forth in an Urban 
Renewal Plan dated July 19, lon, a copy of which is annexed 
hereto." 

MR. MILLER questioned the speaker. He askp~ if this is what the Committee 
approved, or is it what Hr. Crosby approved an.1 i_s moving for approval of 
the resolution on his own. He saj~ if there was a tie in the Committee, there 
could not be a Committee .recommendation for appro'7al. 

MR. CROSBY said he. is removin~ this from Committpe on his own. HE MOVED for 
approval of ·theresolution- as :read b:-' him. Seconded by Mr. Flanagan. 
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A great deal of debate ensued at this point after "'hich :-!R. :-IORABITO :-!OVED 
for a FIVE m~"1'TE RECESS at 12:15 A.:-L 

The meeting was called to order at 12:30 A.M, 

~lR. COSTELLO said he is a member of the Urban Renewal Committee and intended 
to ask ~fr. Roos a numhflr (If quest ions and i B Borry that he is not present tc 
answer them. He said he had a conflict of Committee meetings which conflicted 
with the meeting of the URC Committee. He said he had intended to ask Nr. 
Roos why the PRC Commission was holding their meetings at 5:30 in the after
noon, which made it impossible for him to attend at such an earl:,' time. Also, 
why the URC held an open hearing the same night that we ,,,ere acting on City 
contracts. He said he thought they could have made their meeting a little 
more convenient. 

MRS. LAITMAN said she also has some questions she would like answered. She 
said she does not understand the legality for the amendment to the URC Plan. 
She read from the State Statutes - Section 8-136 "Modification of Redevel
opment Plan": 

"A redevelopment plan may be modified at any time by the 
redevelopment agency, provided, if modified after the 
lease or sale of real property in the redevelopment 
project area, the modification must be consented to by 
the redevC' 1 oper or redev(,lopers of such real property 
or his successor or tneir succ~ssors in interest affected 
by the proposl,d modication. 'olhere the proposed modifi
cation will substantially chang~ the redevelopment plan 
as previsously approvt.:'d by tIlt' Jpgislative body, the 
modification must similarly be approv0d by the legis
lative body." 

,She said she fails to sC-C' any",hLr<' in tlh're thL' ;,rovi!'ion that the legislative 
body may amend the Plan, Sht aSKed .f t:1,' a(';:LL ~ ,:1~ :;!U~t gu back and be 
approved by the URC Commission and ;'t-rhaps by t !l'. L RC Commi ttt~e of tIllS Board, 
~,:hich has not vet met on that am"ndr:1d,t Snt~ ~c1,d she also has questions 
about the sewe~ connection charge and its ~ff,(t ~n thi~ Plan and the p~ojected 
income of this Project. She said she als0 h~~ ~~~stions about the Grand List, 
removal from the Tax List and also ~~at ~s th~ ~rlglnal purpose of Urban 
Renewal, ,,,hich she understood ,,'as in:<LQ-,~d to r0vitalize the downto,,'n area and 
bring in revenue, thereby retl!rning .-:-:'~Lh 01 t:'>' ~,:'..'J:,'Y that the City has 
invested in URC. Bt::cause of thts<: u:1rtsolvE-d <;..lestions, she said she feels 
it deserves .further consideration by this Board. 

~R. HEI~ZER said we are not amending the flan, D~t ~e are amending the reso
lution, and what this means is that ..... ~(: are saying that ~,'e "'ill approve the 
Plan, subject to this "condition" only. !-l, said if it goes back to the URC 
Commission and is rejected by t'hem, thL-r;. c. ... t ::>::13.t.ically "'€ have not apprbved 
their change, but we can; at a lat~r date accept it. 

~·1RS. LAITI1Ai;! said the ~layor was quoted the other day as saying "if you don't 
like some of the Plan, knock j t o~t, and vete for the part~' tQat you do like." 

She sa'id it has always been htr underscanding t;lat ,', r::ay not do~this and 
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she would like to have a clarification. 

~R. RUSSBACH said to answer !-irs. Laitman's question":' on our agenda tonight, 
item 8 under the L Ex R Committee - a resoluti on for realignment of a portion 
of Main Street and aban'donment of residual portion not part of realignment -
he said this is the same thing - a resolution for' this type of changp which 
has already been approved by us this evening. 

~-1R. LAITIiAN asked if this resolution, with the amendment, has hf>f'n approved 
by the URC? 

:-1R. !-lORABITO said whatever action we take here tonight does not jeopardize 
the 55,000,000 for the URC project in any way at all. He said let us not 
be hood-winked by the fact that if we do not pass it, we won't get the 
S5,000,000 because that is a lot of baloney. 

MR. FLANAGAN asked the speaker -- on whose authority is that statement? 

MR. MORABITO said that came directly from HUD. 

MR. FLANAGAN asked what office ofHUD? 

MR. MORABITO said Hartford. 

NR. FLANAr.AN said Boston tak('~ precedence over Hartford, Washington and the 
President over it all. He said he is merely stating that Hartford does not 
have the final authority to grant us an extension. 

MR. NORABITO said he would, in turn, like to ask Mr. Flanagan a question as 
to where he got his information from that we would not get the money. 

MR. FLANAGAN said he did not say that -- that he said he did not think it 
was right for us to jeopardize this by playing politics. 

THE PR..::SIDEp:l asked the speak.?r~ to stop their ('(·tting into personalities. 

~·!R. NORRIS sa.id he "'auld like to c!,·ar Ut. O"h- !.';~,~ that \vas on Yrs. Laitman's 
mind -- vh~~h \vas the sewer ti::-in and tdX. po 5(id this \vas a matter on 
\ ... hic~1 the redeveloper ftlt tha~ hE- din nor h? '7 tn pay - the URC says he has 
to pay - the Sewer CommiSSion. feels that he hiS cO pay and he is quite sure 
that this Board of Representati\"t:os is n,.t goin~: to set~!e this question and 
he does not think it really has anything to do ~~th the plan. 

~fR. RUSSELL said one of the biggest arguments ',,;, ha\-e had which is still 
continuing tonight, is the argument that "TherE' de :he zoning regulations fit 
into this area and "That is major and "That: is mir:~):". ~e said he thinks that 
if we vote to approve, that there Dca stipulation that the Plan, if approved, 
would be submitted to the Zonin~ Board for proper and revised scheduling of 
zoning requirements for the entire rac ar£a as ~:,,~s~n[ed in the revised Plan. 
He said they have made it c!ea~ that they ([he r _21 will honor zoning regu
lations after this Plan has bf-en acc.epted which "~ill ic-':ce them to go back 
to the Zoning Board or to the %oning Board of .A.ppea18. HE }iOVED to amend 
that the Plan be submitted to tte Zoning Board for their proper revised 

- scheduling of the zoning requirements of the enti~( URC area as presented 
in the revised Plan to us. Ser::onded by !·lr. !-Ior::-is. 

VCYTE takan on the amendment. LOST, by a vote of 15 yes and 17 no. 
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}!R. lC\APP said all he wants to point out is that on Thursday, August 2, 1973, 
the HUD spokesman said the original' target date set by his agency was June 30th, 
byt that they t..'ere aware that the Board of Representatives was not meeting 
unti 1 August 6th. He said they t..'rote to Hr. Arthur Lutz, l'RC Chairman, that 
they would be wi 11 ingto wait. He said the City MUST comply with- Federal 
regulations, among t..~ich approval by the local legislative body is mandatory, 
but- the funds are not in jeopardy and are being held open and the City has 
to comply by approving the Plan before the funds are granted. He said HUD 
would not want to clost discussion on any Urban Renewal Plan and if mor~ 
time is needed, HUD would be willing to wait. 

He said if approval is delayed by a matter of months, then HUD ,,'ould have 
to take another look. He quoted from an-article in the Stamford Advocate 
of August 2, 1973 which said that the August 6th ("rhich is tonight's date) 
was suggested by the l'layor and that the hearings :held by the URC recently 
were conducted only at the insistence of HUD. 

MR. KNAPP said he wanted to add his own feelings to this matter -- only at 
the insistence of HUD -- and what is the matter with this City? There are 
people who have lived here for years who have not been given a chance to be, 
heard, who have NOT BPen a map of this proposed Urban Renewal Plan, who 
have NOT seen the plans of this urban renewal. He said we have a statement 
from a HUD official saying that thf>y will NOT close off funds, so what is 
everyone afraid of? 

MR. FLANAGAN said maybe there js somethi~~ that he noes not know, but he 
has a letter dated July 30th to tht: URe, which he proceeded to read at 
this time: 

"To Nr. Lutz 

Subject: Loan and Grant Contract, Conn. R-4~outheast Quadrant 

This will suppleml>nt OLr it-[t. .. '!' of July 10, 1973 and confirm our 
understanding with regard tv tile al.lending of t~),J existing Title I 
financing contract for the Project. 

Originally the ~pprova1 was io~ the additio~al capital grant funds 
of $5,565,275 '-las predicated u!=,on the Conu-nission and the Board of 
Representatives approvl~g the revised Ur0an Renewal Plan prior to 
June 30, 1973. 

However, since such a schedule iur achieving both the Commission's 
approval and the Board of Repre~~ntativ~s' approval appeared to be 
too tight, we agreed to the approval by your CODmission and extended 
the approval date of the Bua~d ~i Representativ~s to their first 
meeting in August, which we Lnderstand will be on Honday, the 6th 
of August. This ,,'ill rEiterate our prior uncE:rstanding that no 
new amended contract will bt:: offer:::d un::il such time as we are duly 
notified and proper documentation is subnitted relative to the 
approval by the Board of Representatives and tL,e revised urban 
renewal plan. 

If you have any further questions regarding this contract, please 
contact Hr. Arthur Anderson, Program Nanager." 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
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~inutes of August 6, 1973 

~lR. FL.~~A.GA:-\ said one other thing he ,,'ants to say .is that there v:ere two 
public hearings held - one complied v:ith HUD's requirements and the second 
one complied v:ith the City's requirements because the first one was not 
properly notified, so v:e have had two. 

MR. FRIEDHAN }IOVED THE QLTESTION. Seconded and CARRIED, by vote of 27 yes 
and 6 no. (Hachine vote) 

A ROLL CALL vote was requested. There being enough in favor. the following 
roll ca 11 vote was taken on the URC proposed resolution as previously_ 
presented by Hr. Crosby. LOST by a vote of 18 opposed and 16 in favor: 

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR: 

CAPORIZZO, William (R) 
CROSBY, Robert (R) 
FORMAN, Barbara (R) 
FLANAGAN ,Wi lliam (R). 
FRIEDMAN, Bertram (R) 
HEINZER, Charles (R) 
MORRIS, Thomas (R) 
PERKINS, Billie (R) 
PHILLIPS, Thomas (R) 
PONT-BRIANT, Lois (R) 
RUSSBACH, Daniel (R) 
RUSSELL .. George (R) 
SAINBURG, Richard (R) 
TRESSER, Michael (R) 
TRUGLIA ,Anthony (D) 
VARNEY, Kim (R) 

THOSE V()TI~G IN OPPOSITION:. 

BO:CUZZI, John (D) 
ROCCUZZI, Theodore (D) 
COLASSO, John (n) 
CONNORS, George (D) 
COSTELLO, Robert (D) 
GAHBINO, Philip (D) 
GUROIAN, Armen (D) 
KELLY, James· (D) 
KELLY, Stephen (D) 
KNAPP, ",Tarren (D) 
LAITMAN, Marilyn (D) 
LENZ, Frederick (D) 
HILLER, Frederick (D) 
NORABITO, Joseph (D) 
PERILLO, ftlfred (D) 
ROSE, }1atthew (D) 
RYRNICK, Gerald (D) 
WAl.S;1, Peter (D) 

------------------------------------------------_._--------------------------
There was some discussion at this point as to what 11'1.ppens next. MR. MORRIS 
said it would have to be re-submitted. 

}ffi. JOHN BOCCUZZI said if this comes bar~ to uS prior to our next meeting, he 
would suggest that thp. Presiden+: call a !oint rr.b.:tin~~ of a Committee of the 
hThole, ~.Jith the members of the PRC Commission and j·!r. Rich, and SO HOVED. 
Seconded and CARRIED unanimously. 

THE PR!::S·IDENT said he would try to do so. 

SEPTE!-1BER BOARD NEETI~G: 

On motion, seconded and CARRIED, the fcntember 11l2eti:1,2 ,·;as changed to Honday, 
September.10th. 

ADJOUIU\~1ENT : 

There being no further business to come b~fore the E~ard, on motion, duly 
seconded and CARRIED the meeting was adjourned at 1: 20 A.M • 

vf 
Velma Farrell 
Administ=ative Assistant 

.yc~ (RecoL'ding Secretary) 

N0te: ~ne above meeting was 
broadcast over Radio 
Stat. WSTC until 11 P.M. 

nors, Presi.dent 
of Represe,tatives 


